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About the Report

Washington County Housing Study
About the Report

Introduction

Washington County, with a 2000 population of more than 445,000, ranked 39" among
3,141 U.S. counties on the basis-of population increase from 1990 to 2000. The county
ranked among the top one percent of counties nationally in population growth. The
likelihood of continued population increase poses planning challenges.

This report describes Washington County’s demographic and socioeconomic
characteristics based on 2000 census data and some administrative data collected from
State and local government agencies. It also presents trends for the County for the, 1990
to 2000 period. The aim of this report is to ensure that plans for Washington County can
be based on the best possible information.

This report represents part of the first of three phases of a project to assess demographic -
and socioeconomic characteristics of Washington County and its sub-areas. The report
focuses on and includes the data variables necessary to assess housing conditions, trends,”
and needs. Some of the variables highlighted in this study are: :

Population composition, including race/ethnicity and age
Special population groups, such as the elderly and the disabled
Household type and.size

Tenure of households

Vacancy

Overcrowded conditions of housing

Income and poverty

Monthly housing costs

Cost-burdened househelds .

Washington County Department of Housing Services is engaged in the early stages of
preparing its next Consolidated Plan. The purpose of this study is to provide practical
information that will be used to develop the Consolidated Plan;.and as part of the process,
this report provides other affordable housing advocates.and developers-the data to help
determine the numbers, distribution and characteristics of persons and households with
potential housing needs. The data may be used to fulfill requirements of supplying the
evidence of housing need when applying for funding, grants, and tax credits to develop or
rehabilitate housing,

Study Area .

The analysis in this study is limited to Washington. County as one region, the County’s
unincorporated area (also treated as one unit), eleven incorporated cities, and two parts of
cities whose boundaries extend inte Washington County from other counties.

A



About the Report

The study area for this report is Washington County, with information shown for the
eleven incorporated places and the overall unincorporated area of the County. Several
parts of cities are located within the County. Portland and Tualatin have a significant
number of residents in Washington County and these areas are treated as the other
geographic areas in the report. Parts of Lake Oswego, Rivergrove, and Wilsonville only
have a few residents and are omitted from.mast of this report — their numbers have little,
or no, impact on the demographic trends in Washington County. A list of study areas is
below.

Washington County (treated as one entity)
Banks
Beaverton
Cornelius
Purham
Forest Grove
Gaston
Hillsboro
King City
North Plains
Portland (part)
Sherwood
Tigard
Tualatin (part)
Unincorporated Washington County area (treated as one entity)
Lake Oswego (part) — limited information in the report
Rivergrove (part) — limited information in the report.
Wilsonville (part) — limited information in the report.

For selected variables, such as poverty, the elderly, race/Hispanic erigin, maps.are
included to show distribution throughout the county. The maps rely on data for census
tracts, which are smaller areas of about 2,000 homes or about 5,000 people.

Data Sources and Information about the Data

There are two types ofi data used in this report. They are census data and administrative
data. . : g}

€ensus data .

Most of the demographic and socioeconomic data presented-in this report were
obtained from the1990 and 2000 U.S. Census. The information available from
the census is widely used by governments at all levels for planning and
administrative purposes. Although much valuable information about population
—race, income, employment, housing conditions, and other social and economic
data— is available from local or State social service agencies’ administrative
data, or collected from periodic surveys conducted by the Census Bureau, only

()
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the decennial census offers data covering a wide.range of population and
housing characteristics for small geographic areas. As such, this report relies
primarily on census data for the information it presents.

The 1990 Census data were obtained from Summary Tape File 1" (STEE) and
- Summary Tape File 3 (STF3); the2000 Census Data are from Summary File 1
(SF1) and Summary File 3 (SF3).

The data in STF1 (1990) and SF1 (2000) were obtained from responses tQ
questions asked of 100 percent of the population. The data in STF3 and SF3 are
collected from responses from only a portion, or a sample, of the same
population. The sample population, the persons-in one out of every six
households, is given a longer questionnaire (the “long form™) to return. The
long form contains many more questions than the questionnaire given to the rest
of the population (called the “short form™). Thus, STF3 and SE3 have additional
data variables compared with the data files from the 100 percent population
count.

Special attention was made to ensure the comparability of definitions between
the two censuses. In cases where definitions changed, adjustments to the data
were made and a note is provided with the data table in the report.

Administrative Data

Some information was also obtained from local and State social service
agencies, most of which are administered by the Oregon Department of Human
Services. Administrative data are typically available at the county level of
geography or at a larger level. Some data values reported for the cities-in this
study, with sources other than the Census, are the result of preparing estimates
based on a rate, or trend, for the whole of Washington County. In such cases, a
note is attached to the-individual data table.

Unless noted in the data tables, the source of the data is one or more of the Census files.
A complete list of sources for each table is attached at the end of this report in Appendix1

The data were tabulated and grouped together into four main.categories:
1. Population ;
2. Special needs population groups

3. Housing and households

4. Income and housing costs

Many of the indicators that help to determine where housing needs exist are included in
the data tables in this report. The tables are listed below.

Population
Total Population
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Population by Race/Hispanic Ongm
Populdtion by Age
Elderly Population

Special Needs Ropulations

Persons with-Disabilities by Type of Disability

Persons with Disabilities by Age and Type of Disability
Persons with Disabilities by Race (2000)

Estimated Persons in Need of Alcohol or Other Drug Treatment
AIDS population

Employment in Agriculture

Persons Residing in Group Quarters

Living Situations of the Elderly

Housing Units and Households
Housing Units/Occupancy Status
Structure Type and Size

Tenure

Households'by Race / Hispanic QOrigin
Households Tenure by:Race
Household Size

Persons per Household

Overcrowding by Tenure

Household Type

Households by Age

Household Type'by Age of Householder (A - Families and:B - Non—farmhes)

Income and Housing Costs

Household Income

Median Household Income

Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFT) Category

Poverty Status by Age

Poverty Status by Household Type

Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin

Rent-

Median Rent

Rent as a Percentage of Household Income/Cost-burdened Renter hauseholds

Monthly Owner Housing Cost

Median Monthly Owner Housing Cost

Housing Cost as a Percentage of Household Income/Cost-burdened-Owner Occupied
Households

Housing Value

Median Hoeusing Unit Value

N
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Methods o

Most tables include values that were calculated by the Population Research Center for
purposes of presenting additjonal information that. werenog,avallable from the. data
sources. The types of values that were calculated are:

e the amouiit of change during 1990-2000, expressed as either as an absolute value
(number) or as a relative change (percent)

e the share, or proportion, that the data represent of the total in the County or in the
01ty

o the values for unincorporated Washington County area

e dollar values for 1989 converted to 1999 dollars (note: the Census collécts data
for income and other monetary values for the year prev1ous to the year.of the
census).

The methods used to maké‘the calculations aré deseribed below.

Methods to Calculate Values for Unincerporated County Areas

Data values are not reported in the-Census fof unincorporated county aréas as one
geograplic uhit. The-formula fo derive data values for this:levél of geography is shown
below:

Unincorporated County Area = County total data value - (sum of ﬁll‘places and

place parts that are located in the County)

Values that refer to a median or an average (e.g. median household income or average
persons per household) were calculated with an additional step. After calculating the
unincorporated area values for the variable that the median corresponds to (e.g. the
number of households by income category corresponds to median household income),

* other calculation’s were performed to determiine wheré the median falls, or what the
average is. These calculations pertain to the distribution of values in the variable’s sub-
categories (e.g. the distribution of the number of hiouseholds throughout the income
categories). An example of the calculations necessary to determine the median is attached
in Appendix 3. ’

Metheds Used ta Calculate Change and Share. Data Values

In addition to holding data counts, the data tables in this report include values that were
calculated to indicate compositional or comparative characteristics of the geographic
areas.

Many tables display the calculated vajues for absolute change and percent cpange from
1990.to 2000. The:absolute change, is the difference.in the data count from 1990 to 2000,
and-was calculated by using the simple.equation below.

1990 to 2000 Absolute Change = 2000 Census Data value — 1990 Gensus Data value
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The percent change was calculated using the following formula:

z
b ' P

1990 to 2000 Percent Change = (2000 Ceitsus Data valtie—1990-Census Data

value) / 1990 value

Many of the tables ‘mclude a calculated value for the share of the total, which is the
proportion of the universe in the table that the count in a subset or sub-category, of the
data represents in the table. Share is expressed as a percentage

The formula used to calculate the share of the total is:

Share of Total = Data value / Value of the table’s universe

The share of total is slightly different in a few other tables, The share in these tables is the
proportion of a.subsetin the table that the count in another subset of data , represent (a
subset of the subset). For example, in thetable that shows overcrowded households (table
17), all households are represented (the universe), but because the table has two sections
(one for owners and one for renters), the percentages (shares) in the sub-categories
pertain to the individual sectlons - owned or rented households The percentages that are
shown for the sub-categories of occupants per room in owrner-océupied households (the
first section in the table) represent the share of all owner occupied households, not of
total houseliolds. The percentages in the sub-categories in the section for renter-occupied
households represent the share of all renter-occupied households.

The formula below was used to ¢alculate share of households:

Share = Data value | Value of; the total of a subset of the table’s universe

Using table 17 as‘an example, the formula is translated as.shown below.

Share of households = Overcrowded renter households / All renter households,

where share refers to the proportion of toral renter households that are.overcrowded
instead of all households. !

Other Calculations
HUD’s Adjusted Median Family Income table:
The Census reports the number of households, or families, by income' category
These income categories are-divided by‘inerements of $5,000, $10,000, $15,000
or $25,000 (e.g. $10,000 to $15,000, or $150,000 to $175,000). They do not
correspond to the varjous percentages of HUD’s Adjusted Median Family Income
(HAMEFT) that are typically used to define limits of what is considered to be ‘very
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low income’, ‘low income’ and so on. For example, the HAMFT in 1999 was
$53,700 for the Portland metropolitan ated; 30% of HAMFI was $16,110, and
50% was $26,850. The categorles used for the number of households by.income
in the Censiis that' are closest t& thése HAMFI dollar amounts were $50,000 to
$60,000, $15,000t0.$20, 000 325, 000 to $30,000, respectivély. In order to
determine the number of households within the HAMFI income limits, the
number of households reported by the Census had.to be ‘regrouped’ under the
assumption that households are distributed evenly through each Census income
category.

Estimated number of persons in need of alcohol or other drug treatment:
As mentioned above, administrative data are typically not available for small
levels of geography. such as cities. Some data values teported for cities in this -
study are the result of preparing estimates based on a rate, or trend, for the whole
of Washington County. In such cases, a note is attached to the individual data
table. The formula used to prepare an estimate for a city is below.

Estimated city number = Rate for ti.le County * City population

Considerations When Examining and Using the Data in this Study

1) Annexations
When using population and housing data and examining their growth rates and
trends, it is important to considér the amount of tlie population and housing growth
that-is attributed-to a.change in the city’s geographic boundary due to annexation.
Annexations, if large ertough, influence citygrowth rates and ' growth rates of
unincorporated county areas. For-example; if a city experienced & very high growth
rate during 1990-2000, and during the same period the city added a large number of
persons due to annexation, the city did not experience a high rate of in-migration
necessarily. The incorporation of a larger area into its jurisdiction inflated its
growth rate. Population and housing units that were incorporated into the city count
inflated the actual growth rates that typlcally indicate movement patterns of

persons. Conversely, the gmwth rate of the umncorporatecl county area was
deflated.

Knowledge of the amount of annexation ;11ay help to explain what facilitates growth
of population and housing in an area. The table below displays the cities that
received annexations from Washington County anytime during 1990-2000. It shows
the numbers of persons and housing units mcorporated into the,cities during the
time period. In addition, the data show the increase in the respon31b111ty of the
jurisdiction due to annexatien.
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Annexations in Washington County, 1990-2000

Cities: th:;f Total Contribution Contmbutwn ,
recen:? Populatwn Housing to Total to 1Totéal
a‘“’;"“ 100S |\ dded from | Units Added | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000 °
Wi ;?m ’ Annexation* |*  from ‘Populativn Housing

ashington Annexation* | Growth** Growth**

County
Banks 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
Beaverton 2,468 1,074 10.8% 12.7%
Cornelius 6 3 0.2% 0.3%
Durham 0 0 :0.0% 0.0%
Forest.Grove 47 18 1.1% 1.1%
Gaston 8 2 21.6% 8.3%
Hillsboro 635 296 1.9% .. 2.1%,
King City 0 ! » 0 0.0%: 0.0%
North Plains 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
Sherwood 39 20 0.4% -0.6%
Tigard 1,205 843 10.1% 17.6%
Tualatin 101 52 1.3% 1.6%
Total from
Unincorporated 4,509 2,308 11.0% 13.2%
County to
cities

* Source: Populationl Research Center, Population Estimates Program

** Contribution to population gtowth was calculated by dividing the number of persons that were anmexed,
by the city’s total 1990 to 2000 population change. (2000 Cepsus population. minus 1990 Census
population); contribution to housing growth was calgulated by dividing the number of housing units
annexed, by the total 1990 to 2000 change in the number of housmg units (also obtained from the 1990 and
2000 Census data)

2) Estimated Data Values

Some of the tables in this report display:data values that were estimated. Some of
these numbers resulted in numbers with fractions that' were rounded-up to the
nearest decimal place. The sum of these data values may be different to the total
in the table by one or two numbers, or not identical to the totalfor the same data
item in another table where a calculatlon or rounding of numbers, was not
necessary.

3) “Double-counting” of Census responses

Some tables have a total that is‘different than the sum of the values in the sub-
categories, déspite no calculation having been made. This-situation is due to
“double-counting” of Census responses (by the U.S. Census} it some data sets
regarding race and Hispanic origin, and disabilities.

The data collected by the Census for persons with disabilities are from a question

where more than one response was allowed. The total of the data values in each of
the disability tables does not represent the total number of persons responding to

10
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the question, or the total number of persons-with a disability. The total is a sum,
or tally,.of the number of responses given for each disability type where more
than one response could be made. Persons with more than ane disability were
counted once for every‘disability type they indicated having. Hawever, the count
(or value) in each individual disability type category, does represent the actual
number of persons by the type of.disability they reported. If 25 persons reported
having an employment disability, and 10 persons reported a having a physical
disability, it cannot be inferred that 35 persons-had a disability because-persons in
each disability category could be in one or both categorigs.

Double-counting of Hispanics occurs in some of the race/ethnigity tables, but not
all. Some data reported by the Census for persons identified in racial -groups
include Hispanic persons. This situation occurs because Hispanics report race in
addition to Hispanic origin, and are of different races . If the table in this report
includes Hispanic origin, as well as racial groups, and Hispanics are not separated
out in the source from the Census, the sum of the number of persons in the table
will be greater than the total population in the geographic areg the data are
referring to. Ir some-of the Census data sets, race. and Hispatiic,origin are reported
in separate tables, and Hispanics are included in both. However, in.other data sets,
persons of Hispanic origin by race, and persons not of Hispanic origin by race are
reported for the same variable so that Hispanics can be subtracted from the racial
groups and an accurate count can be made for persons by race.and- Hispanic
origin; and those who identified themselves as Hispanic will not be double-
counted.

4) One-hundred percent count census data vs. sample census data
Another consideration to keep in mind when reading this report and using the data
is that some of the tables display data that are from the 100% count; and other
tables show.sample data. In cases where more than one table pertains to the same
variable, the values may not he the same. Far example, the total number of
housing units shown in two different tahles may not be identical..For example, in
the 2000 Census 100% count, the total number of housing units in the city of
Banks is 492. In the sample data, Banks is reported to have 482 housing units.

5) Income and other data that are monetary values
Income, rent, housing costs, and housing values are reported for one year previous
to the Census year. The dollar amount reported in the Census for 1990 refers to
1989; the dollar amount in 2000 refers to 1999. For example, the number of
households by income reported by the census in 2000 is the number of households
i 2000 reperting income in 1999; in 1990, households by rent is the number of
renter households in 1990-with the amount of rent they paid in 1989.

6) Geographic areas with small populations and variables with small data values
While percent change during a time period and change in the percent of total are
good indicators of trends to be aware of, caution should be taken when examining
the data. It is imperative that both the numbers and percentages are taken into

11
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consideration together. For areas or variables withsmall data values, the 1990 to
2000 percent change, or the percent of total (e.g. the-share, or percent of total
households) could be misleading. The actual number could be small, but because
the total value is small-to begin with, the percent change or the share gets boosted
up. A small change in number could mean a large change in percent; a small share
of the population could mean a large number:

For example, the number of households occupied by Blacks in Cornelius grew
from 7 in 1990, to 15 in 2000. The amount of change represents 114 percent. In
contrast, the number of households occupied by Whites in 1990 was 1,853 and in
2000, the number was 2,095, with a difference of 242. Although the change in
number s much larger than households occupied by Blacks, the percentage is
only 13 percent. :

The same situation is true for the ‘share of the total’, or proportion of a larger
group, in a data table. In Hillsboro, the share of persons with income below
poverty represented 9.2 percent (the poverty rate) of the total population in 2000;
and in Cornelius, the percentage was 16.1. The actual number in Hillsboro was
over'6,000. ln Comelius, the number was only just over 1,500, yet the poverty
rate was-significantly higher than the rate for Hillsboro.

Another consideration to be given to the data regarding numbers and percentages
is that although numbers might seem small and insignificant, the:percentages
could provide an indication of trends to watch or of the places that warrant
further investigation.

Additional Notes

[ ]

In the label box of each data table in the report, the universe is defined. The term
universe refers to the total count of who, or what, is included in the table; the sub-
categories in the table are portions, or shares, of the total count of the universe.
For example, in the Population by Age-table, the universe is the total population,
and the sub-categories are the age groups. The values in the age group categories
represent portions of the total population that the table is referring to.

Caution: in the some data tables that report persons with income below the
poverty level, the percentages in the sub-categories:(e.g. 6+11 age group, or
married-couple family) refer t¢ the percentage of allthose in poverty, not the
percentage they represent of their peers dbove and below poverty. For example,
the “share of tetal’ for persons ages 6-11 in the ‘poverty by age’ table represents
the percentage of children of ages 6-11 that are among the all the impoverished in
the table. A common poverty rate to calculate for sub-groups such as the 6-11
year olds, is to divide their number below poverty by the total number of persons

ages 6-11 in the universe of the table The two simple steps involved are shown
below.

12
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1) Total #persons ages 6to 11 in the universe-of the paverty table =

# pesons ages 6 to 11 below poverty + # persons ages 6 to 11
above poverty ) ‘

2) Poverty rate for 6 to 11 year olds = # persons ages 6 to 11 in poverty /

Total #persons ages 6 to 11 in the universe of the poverty table

In order to find the proportion of a population that has a disability, it must be
calculated by individual disability. category. For example, to: find.a “rate” for one
type of disability in a population, the number of persons in the appropriate age
group (as stated in the table’s universe) with a physical disability is divided by the
total population of the same age group. The rate for those with a mental disability
for the population of the same age group is calculated the same way, but by
dividing’the number of persons with a-miental-disability by the tetal population of
the same age group. Addingthose witha physical and mental disability together
and taking the total to calculate a“‘rate” would not yield an décurate rate forthose
having physical or mental disabilities. An example of calculating the proportion,
or “rate”, of a population with a patticular type of disability.is shown below.
Note: the number (#) of persons with a physical disability, or any other individual
disability type, is the actual data value in the individual categories of disability
types; the total number of persons ages 65 and older is obtained from the
population by age table (table 2)yor elderly population table (table 4).

Rate for persons ages 65 and older with a physicat disability =
# of persons with a physical disability / total # of persons ages 65 and older

The 2000 Census Data in the race tables contain one more category than the 1990
Census Data. The category ‘all other races’ in 2000 is the sum of ‘other’ and ‘2 or
more races’.

Special attention should be given to what the share actually represents in the
table; and caution must be used when reporting “rates” based on the tables’
percentages that represent proportions.

Organization of this Report

The report is organized in two main parts. The first part describes the overall
demographic characteristics and trends for 1990 to 2000 of Washington County. Included
are comparisons between its cities and unincorporated area, tables, charts, maps, and
interpretative text to highlight the overall trends in the County.

13
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The second part of the report describes the demographic characteristics of the individual
geographic-areas within Washington County. THis part includes tables, and text to
describe recent demographic composition and trends for these areas.

This report is available as a Microsoft Word document in electronic format and is
protected on a CD ROM, called ‘Washington County Housing Study and Data’. The
report’s data tables are also contained on the CD, along with some additional data, in a
Microsoft Excel file. The file consists of identically formatted Excel spreadsheets - for
each of the individual geographic areas covered in this study. Basic instructions on how
to access and use the data are inclided in Appendix 2 at the end of this document. An
electronic version of the instructions (Word format), may also be viewed from the
‘Washington County Housing Study and Data’ CD.

Additional data and technical documentation may be obtained from the BRHP, Database,
which is.available on a separate CD. The Database, prepared for the. Bi-State Regional
HousingPartnership, provides comprehensive data.in Microsoft Excel for Washington
County-and for other geographic areas in the Portland-Vancouver metrgpolitan region.

Technical information not mentioned in this report may be found -on the Census Bureau’s
web site-at www.census.gov. The Census Bureau provides detailed technical
documentation for all Census data, including definitions of terms. Copies of the Census
technical documentation for the 1990 and 2000 - summary files used to prepare this report
are also included on the Washington County Housing Study CD.

Project staff include:

Barry Edmonston, Director

Risa Proehl, Demographic Analysis Coordinator
Eve Pepos, Graduate Research Assistant

Chen Chen, Graduate Research Assistant
Arlene Wallace, Research Assistant

Melissa Peterson, Research’ Assistant

Cliff Hutchison, Research Assistant

Edie Timmermans, Office Manager

o
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Washington County Housing Study Data
Tables

Source:
(Census File, Census Table Number, or Other
Source as Indicated)

Housing and Household Tables

1990 Census Data: STF3, H20

14. Housing Units Structure

2000 Census Data: SF3, H30

1990 Census Data: STF1, HO3

15. Tenure

2000 Census Data: SF1, HO4

1990 Census Data: STF1, H10

16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin

2000 Census Data:-SE1; H15A-T

17 Houschold Tenure by Race 3000 Conss Date SF1LATSAT
15 Household iz 3000 Census Dtas SF1 15
19. Person Per Household ;ggg gzﬁz:ﬁ BZ{Z; gg,i"[,{lilzl =
20. Overcrowding by Tehure 3000 Conss Datar SFLLHTZ
21. Household Type ;ggg g:g:ﬁ: B:::i ggll: };{;6
22. Households by Age éggg 8:22385 -g;;:; ggili{lfél :
2000 Census Data:

SF3, H19

23a-b. Households Type by Age of Householder |

Income and Housing Costs Tables

24. Household Income

1990 Census Data: STF3, P80

o

2000 Census Data: SF3, P52

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median
Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 Census Data: SF3, P52;
HUD LIHTC Income Limits Table, 1999

25. Median Household Income

1990 Census Data: STF3, PS0OA

2000 Census Data: SF3, P53

27. Poverty Status by Age

1990 Census Data: STF3, P117

2000 Census Data: SF3, P87

28. Poverty Status by Household Type

1990 Census Data: STF3, P122

2000 Census Data: SF3, P89

1990 Census Data: STF3, P119

29. Poverty by Race

2000 Census Data: SF3, P159 A-I

30. Rent

1990 Census Data: STF3, H43

2000 Census Data: SF3, H62

31. Median Gross Rent

1990 Census Data: STF3, H43A

2000 Census Data: SF3, H63
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. . Source:
Washington County Housing Study Data (Census File, Census Table Number, or Other
Tables .
Source as Indicated)

1990 Census Data: STF3, H50

32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income 2000 Census Data: SF3,H73

1990 Census Data: STF3, H52

33. Monthly Owner Housing Cost 2000 Census Data: SF3, H90

1990 Census Data: STF3, H52A

34. Median Owner Housing Costs 2000 Census Data: SF3, HOl

| 35. Owner Housing Cost as-a Percentage of 1990 Census Data: STF3, H58

Household Income 2000 Census Data: SF3, 394

36. Housing Value 1990 Census Data: STF3, H61

2000 Census Data:'SF3, H74

1990 Census Data: STF3, H61A

37. Median Housing Unit Value

2000 Census Data: SF3, H76
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Appendix 2

Instructions for Using
the
Washington County Housing Study and Data CD ROM

Contents of the CD ROM

The report and data that are contained in the ‘Washington County Housing Data’ CD ROM, were
prepared for Washington County Department of Housing Services as part of the on-going
development of the 2005 Consolidated Plan. They represent the completion of the first of three
phases in the Washington County Housing Study. In addition, the contents of the CD serves the ,
purpose to provide non-profit affordable housing advocates and developers data that will be
useful and readily availabte to help determine where in Washington County there are housing
needs and who are in need. The information included on this CD pertains to Washington
County, and to the cities, parts of cities, and unincorporated area within the County.

The report consists of tabulated data and descriptive text for the geographic areas within
Washington County. Most of the data were derived from the 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census files
called Summary Tape Files 1 and 3 (1990), and Summary Files 1 and 3 (2000).

The contents of the CD ROM are ‘Read Only’ and protected so that data tables, charts, maps,
and interpretive text cannot be inadvertently modified or lost. The CD ROM also includes the
technical documentation from the U.S. Census, and a copy of these instructions on how to use
the ‘Washington County Housing Study and Data’ CD and access the report’s data.

The tabulated data in the report are also contained in a Microsoft Excel file on the CD.
Copies of the maps in the report, along with the corresponding tract level data, are
included on the CD. The maps are in PDF format, and the data used to prepare the maps
are in an Excel file.

Opening, Viewing, and Using the Report and Data files

The report and data can be accessed directly from the CD by accessing the CD ROM drive on the
computer. From there, an icon for the directory, named ‘WA Co. Housing Study’ on the CD
ROM, should appear in the window. Double click on the icon to expose the folders that contain
the Washington County Housing Study report (‘WA Co Housing Study Report’), the Excel file
with the data tables (‘WA Co Housing Study Data’), the maps (‘WA Co Maps’), and technical
documentation for Census data (‘Census Data Documentation’); and the Word file that is a
copy of these instructions, called ‘Instructions for Using the WA Co. Data CD.doc’. The
instructions should be read before viewing the report and using the data.

The ‘WA Co Housing Study’ folder may be copied onto the computer. Go to the ‘WA Co.
Housing Study’ directory as mentioned above, and drag the icon (the folder) to the hard drive
location (C:\, D\, etc.). After the directory is copied onto the computer, go to the new location of
the “WA Co. Housing Study’ folder, via the computer’s directory listing (e.g. My Computer or
Explorer), to open it and view the other folders it holds.
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The Folders in'the ‘WA Co Housing:Study and Data’-CD

‘WA Co Housing Study-Report’

The housing study report folder contains several Microsoft Word document files, one for
each section of the report. The file named ‘About the Report.doc’ should be viewed prior to
the others as it is the first section of the report. It provides a description of the report and.
technical information about the data and the metliodolog¥ used in the study. The ‘Overview of
Demog. Characteristics and Trends.doc’ is the second section of the,report. It proyvides overall
findings and a description of characteristics and trends throughout Washington County, and
pertains to all of the geographic areas in the study. Each of the remaining Word files is devoted to
one of-the individual study areas. These documents contain an overview-and-interpretation of
the data, and highlights specified qualities for the geographic areas in Washington County.
(including Washington County as a region). The files are named acgording to the geographic area
that they are relevant to.

Select the any of the. DOCfiles with a double—chck to begin viewing their contents in Word. The
Housing Study report (in separate files of manageable size) may be printed once the files are
opened. Go to ‘File’-on the menu inthe Word window and select print. Indicate the page numbers
in the ‘Print’ dialogue bex,

Informatlon about tha Data in the Wa hmgton County J-Iousmg Stud i

For an explanatlon of the data in the tab?es see the Introduction in the &ashmgton County
Housjng Study ‘About the Report doc’ on this CD. Parts of thls section of the repoit
were prepared to describe the methodology used to develop the Washington County
Housing Study and to cite the sources for the data. Seme issues of importance to be
aware of when viewing and using the data are mcluded are in the Considerations
when. Examining and.Using the Data section, which starts op page 9.

‘WA Co Housing-Data’
The WA.Co Housing Data’ folder contains one file that holds the data complled for this study. It
isan Excel workbook file with several spreadsheets called “WA Lo Housmg Data.xls’

The data that are displayed in the report’s tables are included in the. ‘WA Co Housing Data.xls’
file. There'are additional data items in-the file that are not jn-the report. The Excel. file-consists
of identically formatted Excel spreadsheets - one for each of:the individual geographic
areas covered in this study. Each spreadsheet has a tab that is labeled with the place name.
The docation of each table in the spreadsheets is identified by viewing'the ‘Table Guide? page,
which precedes the other pages-(spreadsheets) in-the file. The last spreadsheet in the,Excel
workbook contains the data-formatted for the ‘©Overview’ section of the Report. The table guide
includes a list of all of the data tables in the filg. and the row number it begingon in the |
spreadsheets. Navigation to a particular table for specific geographic area is accomplished by
selecting the tab for the desired place, then using the Excel scroll-bar located on the right side
of the window, or the scroll bar at the bottom to move through the tables up or down unt11 the row
number and the degired table are.in view.

Handling and manipulating the data (creating new tables or makKing charts with the data and
saving the work) require that the data becopied and pasfed into-a new spireadsheet:
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To copy data from the CD: (1) open another Excel spreadsheet that the data-will be-copied to,
(2) select and highlight the area to be copied, (3) in *Edit’on the window’s menu , select
‘Copy’ to copy the data to the clipboard, and then on the destination;spreadsheet, click-on
‘Edit} ‘Paste’. “

The data tables may be printed directly from the.-new ot from the.original spreadsheet screen: (1)
select and ‘highlight the area to print, (2) in ‘File’ on the window’s menu, choose ‘Print Area’,
then-‘Select Print Area’ and (3) ‘Print’. s

‘WA-Co-Maps’ folder

The CD-contdiri$ separate files for the maps that are included in the first section of the Housing
Study report. They are in PDF and-JPG format and are located in the ‘WA Co Maps’ folder.
Single-click on the folder to access the files.

The PDF files are viewed in Acrobat Reader. If Acrobat Reader is not already installed on the
computer, it may be downloaded from the web at: www.adobe:com/acrobat .

The maps may be magnified in the: PDF format for better viewing, and have good
resolution when printed (‘File”, ‘Print’ in Acrobat Reader). The JPG files may: be
inserted (one at a time) into an open Word file (‘insert’, ‘picture’, ‘from file’; from here
go to the location of the WA Co. maps ‘folder and select the ‘desired map to msert) Once
the picture 6f the map is insérted, it may be enlarged by smgle-chckmg on it and
dragging the frame so that it gets bigger. The rhaps may be prmted from Word, as well.

Census Data Documentation and dther info

Additional information-about the Census data is providéd in the CD’s ‘Census Data
Documentation’ folder'on the ‘WA Co Housing Data* €D. The Census-technical documentation
is in PDF format in four separate files — one for each Census data source that was used to create
the data tables in the Washington County Housing Study. They are called ‘1990 STF1.pdf’,
1990 STF3.pdf’, ‘2000 SF1.pdf’, and ‘2000 SF3.pdf’. The STF1 and SF1 files are
documentation regarditig the Census 100%-cetmnt data; the STF3 and SF3 files pertain to the
sample Census data. Thé-doéumentation niay also be feund on the U:S. Census Bureau’s web site
at: http://www.census.gov. Once the site is opened, click on ‘American Factfinder’ which is
positioned ‘on the blue rhenu bartothe right. After the next page-opens, under ‘Data Sets’, select
the-appropriate data filé that corresponds to the te¢hnical: documentation to view. The lmk to the
docmﬁentatlon is’located on the page that appears foilowmgéselecmon of the data file.

The Ce,nsus Bm’eauzs technlcal documents provide information regarding the data, such
as definitions for terms used i the:data‘tables; data:collection and accuracy; the
difference between the 100% couint and sample data; discussion on data sampling error;
and contain outlines the coritents of the Cénsus tables.

Additional Information and"Data S

Data, or information dbolt the data, that are not provided on the Washmgton County
Housing Study and Data CD, may be obtained from the ‘BRHP Database’ CD, which
includes additional data sets and technical documentation. The CD may be obtaned from
the Washington CountyDepartment,of Housing Services. .
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Appendix 3
Example of Calculating the Median for the Unincorporated County Area

Steps to Calculate Median

1) Find the median: total divided by 2 (half )

2) Calculate the cumulative total households

3) Identify the income category where the median number of households belongs

4) Subtract the median number from the cumulative number of households in this income category

§) Subtract the cumulative number of households in the previous category (here is is $45,000 to $49,999) from the cumulative number of households in the median income category
6) Find the proportion of the Step 4 and Step §

7 Muliiply Step 6 by the length of the interval in the income category that the median number of households is in ($10,000 in this case)

8) Median income is the upper limit of the median number of housholds category minus Step 7

Households by Household Income (2000)

Household
Number of cumulative
Income Category Households Income Category count (2)
Less than $10,000 2,861 Less than $10,000 2861
$10,000 to $14,999 2,454 $10,000 to $14,999 5315]e.g. 2,861 + 2,454 = 5,315
$15,000 to $19,999 2,568 $15,000 to $19,999 7883
$20,000 to $24,999 3,682 $20,000 to $24,999 11485
$25,000 to $29,999 3,999 $25,000 to $29,999 15464
$30,000 to $34,999 4,116 $30,000 to $34,999 19580 (4) 38,358 - 35,920 = 2,438
$35,000 to $39,999 3,661 $35,000 to $39,999 23241
$40,000 to $44,999 4,134 $40,000 to $44,999 27375 (5) 38,358 - 31,146 = 7,212
$45,000 to $49,999 3,771 $45,000 to $49,999 31146
$50,000 to $59,999 7.212 $50,000 to $59,999 38358{(3) (6) 2,438 /7,212 = .338
$60,000 to $74,999 9,658 $60,000 to $74,999 48016
$75,000 to $99,999 10,408 $75,000 to $99,999 58424 (7) .338 * $10,000 = $3,380.48
$100,000 to $124,999 5,260 $100,000 to $124,999 63684
$125,000 to $149,999| 3,009 $125,000 to $149,999 86693 (8) $59,999 - 3,380.48 = $56,618.5
$150,000 or more 5147 $150,000 or more 71840
{ti households 71,840 2000
(1) median # 35,920 Median Income
$56,619
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Overall Findings within Washington County during the 1990s:

Beaverton is the most populous city in Washington County and Hillsboro, which
ranks second in population number, has the largest population of ethnic minorities
of all cities in Washington County.

All areas covered in this study except for North Plains followed the pattern of a
decreasing white share of the population being replaced with an increasing share
of minority groups, predominantly Hispanic and Asian.

Although Hispanics represent the largest in number of the ethnic minority groups,
Asian/Pacific Islanders ate growing at high tates and in Some areas, such as in
Hillsboro, their numbers are apptoaching those of Hispanics.

Typically, in all areas in Washington County, of all disabilities reported, most
persons suffer from employment, physical, and go-outside of the home
limitations. E

Persons ages 65 and older living in Beaverton, Tigard, Hillsboro, and King City
combined, comprise almost half of Washington County’s senior population.

In all areas, except for Beaverton, the vacancy rate has increased from 1990 to
2000. Banks and Hillsboro have the highest vacancy rate of all areas in
Washington County.

The cities with the least amount of population in Washington County tend to have
a larger proportion of single-family housing units and owner-occupied households
than the larger cities.

Over half, 56 percent, of Washington County’s multi-family structures are in
Beaverton, and unincorporated area.

Of the households with an elderly householder, Portland (part), North Plains, and
Forest Grove have the highest share of renter-occupied households with an elderly
householder, (50% or more).

Of the 13,500 single-parent families in Washington County, more than half live in
Beaverton and the unincorporated area.

Less populous cities in Washington County tend to have a larger average number

of persons per household than the more populous cities.
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Cornelius had the highest average number of persensper household in the County
in 2000 (3.31), followed by Gaston (3.06) and Banks (2.92)
Most all of the areas in the County-(nine of'the fourteen areas, plus the County
itself) experienced an increase in overcrowded housing conditions by well over
100 percent.
Of the 9,000 overcrowded houséholds in Washingten County, the highest
numbers of overcrowded households in 2000 were in the:unincorporated area
(2,641), Hillsboro (2,193), and Beaverton (1,823); both experienced a significant
increase since 1990.
Cornelin had the largest share of over: crowded households amongst all
hduseholds (renter and owner-occupied); Sherwood:has the lowest share in
Washington County of households with overcrowded housing conditions
Forest Grove, Portland.(part), and Hillsboro-had the highest shares of.
overcrowded owner-occupied households.
The median housing value increased by at least 30% in all. cities in Washington
County from 1990 to 2000.
Sherwood and Banks-experienced the highest increase in median income from
1990 to 2000, both reaching above HUD’s adjusted mediar fariily income.
King City and Portland (part) had the lowest levels of median income in 2000
under $29,000 in both cities.
The highest povetty rates for the elderly occurred in North Plains, Durham,
Sherwood, Cornelius, and' Forest Grove in 2000.
In 2000, the highest median monthly rent ¢harged was in Hiltsboro, and the
lowest in Gaston.
The highest median housing costs for homeowners were'in Pottland (part) at over
$2,‘000 per month, followed by Durham, where the median monthly cost is
$1,630.
The number of cost-burdened households has increased in all areas in Washington
County since 1990. The share households that were cost-burdened increased in all

areas, except Banks.
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e Tigard, had the:lowest proportion of cost-burdened househelds; (26 percent); still
it was home to 1,818 cost-burdened households.

o The median housing value increased by at least 30%.in all cities in Washington
County from 1990 to 2000.

e The highest shares of cost-burdened renter households were in King City and
Durham. Cost-burdened owner-bccupied households represented the -greatest
share in Banks, Portland (part), 'and Sherwood.

Summary

This overall and comparative-analysis is limited to Washington County as one region, the
County’s unincorperated area:(also treated as one unit), all of the incorporated cities, and
two parts of cities whose boundaries extend into Washington County from other counties.
The two city: parts have a significant:number of residents jn. Washington County and as
such are included in this study. There are three additjonal cross-caunty cities with
portions lying in Washington County that are mentioned, but not included in this study.
The share of their population that resides just within the eounty boundary is so small that
these.three parts of cities have no significant impact on the demographic composition or
trends in Washington County.

Population

Beaverton, Hillsboro, and Tigard together comprise 42 percent.of Washington County’s
population, and the unincorporated county area contributes 43 percent. The cities of
Forest Grove, Sherwood, Comnelius, King City, North Plains, Durham, Banks, and
Gaston; and the city parts of Tualatin (WA Co.), Portland(WA Co.), Lake Oswego(WA
Co.), Rivergrove (WA Co.), and Wilsonville(WA Co.), account for only 15 percent of the
County’s population. Wilsonville, Lake Oswego, and Rivergrove are excluded from this
study as the share of their populations each represent a small fraction of one percent of

Washington County’s total population.

Washington County’s population grew by 43 percent, increasing its number from

311,554 in 1990 to 445,342 in 2000. This increase is over twice the rate of the Oregon
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population change during the same period (20:percent) and almost twice as much as
Washington County. Fhe unincorporated area gained.over 40,000 persons. during this
period, a 28 percent increase, but its share of the:County’s total population decregased
from 48 percent to 43 percent. Due to annexation, 4,509 persons and 2,308 housing units
were subtracted from the unincorporated area, and the majority was added to Beaverton,
Tigard, and Hillsboro. Annexation influenced the amount of decrease experienced in the

unincorporated area by an average of 12.5 percent for both population and housing.

The cities in Washington County to experience the greatest increase in the number of
persons are Beaverton, Hillsboro, and Tigard, the three most populous cities in the
County. Hillsboro and the smaller cities of Sherwood, Banks, and Durham had the
highest growth rates during the 1990s each grewing at least by 85 percent.

Children eaptured approximately 27% of the total population in Washington County and
the unincorporated area. Children accounted for the largest share of a city’s population in
Gaston and Banks. The largest share that young adults represent is in Portland (part) and
Forest Grove (13 percent and 14 percent respectively).

In 2000, Hillsboro and Beaverton had the largest number of minority population in the
County, each with approximately 20,500 persons, followed by Tigard with almost 8,000.
Cornelius, Forest Grove, and Tualatin (part) each have around 4,000 ethnic minority

persons. Cornelius had the greatest share of ethnic minorities in its population.

The Asian population in Banks, Sherwood, and Hillsboro experienced the highest growth
rates of all ethnic minority groups with an increasg of over 2000 percent in Banks and

Sherwood , and almost 500 percent in Hillsboro.

The Hispanic population grew at the fastest rates in Durham, Tualatin (part) and Tigard at
rates of approximately 700 percent-in Durham and Tualatin (part) and almost 450 percent
in Tigard.
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Persons identified as “other.race” grew to réach almost 5,000-persons in Washington
County. The majority. of this ethnie minority group, which includes mixed race persons,

resides in-Beavetton, Hillsboro, and Tigard.

Special Needs Population

The majority of King City residents is elderly and account for 79:percent of the city’s
population. The elderly represent 14 percent of the population in Forest Grove and 11
percent in North Plains; they represent the smallest share of population in Banks and
Gaston (4 percent).

Persons ages 65 and older living in Beaverton, Tigard, Hillsboro, and King City
combined, comprise almost half of Washington County’s senior population. In most areas
in Washington County, at least 96 percent of the elderly live at home, except in Forest
Grove, Beaverton, and Tualatin (part) where the pereentages are lower (89%, 90% and
91%, respectively).

Of the 272 reported cases of AIDS in Washington County cities since 1986, 102 occurred
in Beaverton, followed by Hillsboro with 42 cases. Sixty-six cases were not reported for a
city, but were included in the Washington County total — some;, if not all, may have

occurred in the unincorporated area, or the city was unknown.

The number of persons residing in group quarters increased in all areas in Washington
County but the unincorporated area. The majority of the population residing in group
quarters was not institutionalized. Those who were institutionalized, however, decreased
in number everywhere except in Hillsbero where 52 percent of institutionalized persons
residedin 2000. Nursing homes and correctional facilities were home to the majority of

the institutionalized population throughout Washington County.

Several cities had no group quarters population — Banks, Durham, Gaston, King City,
Portland (part), and North Plains.
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Housing and Households
Housing is distributed in a similar manner as population..Housing growth rdtes were

similar to the rates of population growth, but were either. higher or lower, largely
depending on trends of household and family size, income, and vacangy rates. Forty-three
percent of Washington County’s housing units are located in Beaverton, Hillsboro, and
Tigard. The unincorporated area captures 42 percent and the remaining 15 percent are

dispersed-amongst the other cities and city parts in the County.

Over half of Washington County’s multi-family structures are in Beaverton, andvin the
unincorporated area. The highest proportions of housing units that are multi-family units
are in Portland (part) and Beaverton. Banks; Sherwood, and North Plains have the largest

share of single-family dwellings in'their housing stock.

Of the 7,000 other types of dwellings such as mobile homes, trailers, and RVs 1n
Washihgton County, 60 percent were located-in the-unincorporated area. Of the
remaining other types.of dwellings; Forest Grove captured the most with 675 units
situated within its-city limits, followed by Hillsboro with.600. The places with the highest
share of this type of housing in their housing stock were Comelius (14%.0f.its housing),
North Plains (11%), and Forest Grove (10%).

Correspondingly, Portland (part) has the largest propertion of renter-occupied
households, and Banks and Sherweod are amongst the places with @ majority of owner-
occupied households. Most places in Washington County saw an increase in the
proportion owner occupied units of all their housing units. Durham experienced the
largest increase in its share of owner-occupied households during the 199Qs (from 13

percent to 56 percent), but the numbers are small (from 33 to 296).

All areas in Washington County saw an increase in vacancy of housing except
Beaverton. Beaverton had a large decrease in vacancy rates during the 1990s. Banks saw
the greatest increase in vacancy rates, from 2 percent to over 10 percent during the same

period; Hillsboro’s rates almost doubled from 4 percent to 8 percent.
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Typically, single-family housing units have fewer persons per household than do multi-
family units. In Washington. County, most single-family households are located in the
smaller cities, and conversely, there aze more multi-family housing units in the larger
cities.’Residences in‘multi family structures tend to have fewer.children as occupants and

more persons who are living alone.

For the reasons mentioned above, owner-occupied households usually have a higher
average number of persons per household (pph) than those occupied by renters. This
situation is true for most areas in Washington County except for Cornelius, where the pph
is higher for renter-occupied households. In 2000, the average number of persons per
owner-occupied household was 3.24, and for renter households, it-was 3.49 persons.
Cornelius also had the highest pph.in the County for all households (3.31). The County’s

pph was 2.61 for all households during the same time.

Of Washington Ceunty’s 9,000 overcrowded households in 2000, the highest numbers
were in the:unincorporated area (2,641), Hillsboro (2,193); and Beavertorn (1,823).. Most
all of the areas in the County (nine of the fourteen areas, plus the County itself)
experienced an inetease in overcrowded housing conditions by well over-100 percent.
The unincorporated area saw an increase of 98 percent: Gaston and Banks, however,
underwent decreases. The area with the highest proportion of overcrowded housing
conditions was Corelius; thirty-ome percent of its households were overcrowded (257).
Hillsboro had a high rate of overcrowding - 2,193 households representing 9 percent of
its households. In all areas in Washington County with overcrowded housing conditions,
renter-occupied-households experierniced higher rates than owner-occupied households
did. The share that overcrowded renter households represent of all renter households
increased in all areas except Banks; North Plains, and Sherwood during 1990 to 2000;
Cornelius experienced the largest increase by more than doubling the severity of its

overcrowding situation.

Of all households in Banks, Sherwood,-and Cornelius, most were occupied by married-
couple families with children (41 percent, 39 percent, and 36 percent, respectively).

Single-persons living in these cities represented th smallest shares in the entire County
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with 16 percent, 17 percent, and 18 percent of their total households occupied by 1

person.

Ofthe 13,500 single-parent families in Washington County, more:than half live in
Beaverton. and the untincorporated area. Although numbers -are relatively'small, Durham
and: Gaston have-the highest proportions, 13 percent:and 14 percent, of single-pargnt
families of all their household types.

Income’ and Poverty

Sherwood and Banks experienced the biggest increase in median income from, 1990 to
2000. Sherwood’s median income:in 2000 was ' $62,520 and grew by 75 percerit since
1990. Banks* median income reached $57,500 and increased by 82 percent. The income
in both <ities surpassed HUD’s adjusted median family.income ($53,7Q0) for the area in
1999. King City and Portland (part):had the lowest levels of median income in 2000
under $29,000 in both cities. Gaston and Durham, in addition to King City and Portland

(part), were'the only areas in Washington to experience decreases.in. median income.

Countywide, the poverty. rate for the general population increased slightly to reach 7.4
percent in 2000. Some areas expetienced an inerease in rates, while othezs in the County
saw a decrease. Areas that underwent the greatest change from 1990 to 2000 were the
smaller cities. An increase from 1 percent to 11 pereeént was seenrin Dyrham, 7 percent to
12 percent in Portland {part), and 10 percent to ¥6 percent in Cornelius.

In 2000, poverty was highest for children in Gaston, Cornelius and Forest Grove: The
highest rates for the elderly occurred in North Plains, Durham, Sherwood, and Forest
Grove where the elderly impoverished represented hetween 11 and 16 percent in their age

group. Poverty only afflicted 2.1 percent of the elderly in King City.

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999 dollar value.
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Housing' Costs

The median housing value increased by at least thirty percent in all cities in Washington
County from 1990 to 2000". Housing wvalue in the unincorporated area increased by the
lowest rate of 18 percent during the period, and King City by 31 percent. Sherwoed,.
Portland (part), and Banks saw increases of over 100 percent. The highest median values
in the County in 2000 were in Portland (part) and Durham, increasing ta-$295,200 and
$248,300, respectively.

Median monthly rent.in Washingtorr County in 2000 ranged from $514 itt Gaston, to
$782 in Hillsboro. King City experienced the least amount of increase since 1990
although it charged the highest rent. The amount of.increase in-rent ranged from under 1
percent in King City to 36>percent in Sherwood during the 1990s. . Hawever, in 2000, the
median rent was higher in King City-at $757 per month; rent in: Sherwood was $733.

Housing costs increased by .at least 4 percent in all areas with the highest increase seen in
Sherwood (87 percent). The highest housing costs were in Portland (part) at over $2,000
per month, followed by Durham, where: the' median monthly:cost is $1,630. King City
had the lowest median monthly ewnerhousing costs of only $845.

The ‘areas in Washington County with the greatest numbers of cost-burdened households
were the most populous — the unineorporated area, Beaverton, Hillsboro, and Tigard.
Between them, they captured 82 percent of the County’s 45,290 cost-burdened

households.

The number -of cost-burdened households has increased in all areas in ' Washington
County since 1990, except in Banks and Gaston where the decredses were insignificant
(three fewer in Banks and one fewer in Gaston). The share of the cost-burdened in
Durham, Gaston, and Sherwood experienced the largest increases; they each increased by

21, 17, and 16 percentage points, respectively from 1990 to 2000.

Countywide Overview - 9



Overview of Demographic Characteristics and Trends in Washington County
Data Tables and Charts
Despite the decrease in share that Banks experienced, it had one of the highest rates of
housing cost-burden (37 percent) in Washington County. Portland (part), with a rate of 43
percent, was the only area to surpass Banks’ rate. Thirty-six percent of households in the
cities of Durham, Forest Grove, Cornelius, and King City were afflicted with
unaffordable housing costs. Tualatin (part) had the lowest proportion of cost-burdened

households, (26 percent); still it was home to 1,818 cost burdened households.

Typically, the share of renter-occupied households that are cost-burdened is larger than
those that are owner-occupied. This situation is true for all areas in Washington County
except in Banks and Gaston were the share of the cost-burdened is greater for owner-

occupied households than for renter households.

Annexation

From 1990 to 2000, 2,468 persons and 1,049 housing units were annexed from the county
into Beaverton, Tigard, Hillsboro, Tualatin (part), Sherwood, Gaston, Forest Grove, and
Cornelius. The majority of persons and housing units were added to Beaverton and

Tigard, together accounting for over half of the total amount of annexations. Annexation

had moderate influence on the growth rates in these two cities.
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Overview of Demographic Characteristics and Trends in Washington County
Data Tables and Charts

Special Needs Population Groups

Persons with Self-care Number of Persons Percen; gf al(lll(’;:lr ; ons
Limitations (universe: persans * 5 Ag?s an =
16 years and older) 1990 2000 1990- . 2000
Banks 2 6 0.5% 0.7%
Beaverton 583 1,176 1.4% 2.0%
Cornelius 127. 148 2.9% 2.2%
Durham 6 22 1.1% 2.2%
Forest Grove 165 581 1.6% 4.4%
Gaston 5 9 1.3% 2.3%
Hillsboro ) 434 946 1.6% 1.8%
King City i 76 106 3.7% 5.5%
North.Plains 26 20 3.6% 1.7%
Portland (part) 0 22 0.0% 2.0%
Sherwood 89 104 3.9% 1.2%
Tigard 347 627 1.5% 2.0%
Tualatin (part) 39 365 0.4% 2.4%
Unincorporated 1,558 2,811 1.4% '1.9%
Washington County 3,457 6,943 15% | 21%
Persons with Self-care Number of Persons Percent of all Persons
Limitations (universe: persons Ages 65 and Older
65 years and older) . 1990 . 2000 1990 2000
Banks 0 3 0.0% 5.8%
Beaverton 223 777 4.6% 11.4%
Cornelius 31 65 5.5% 11.1%
Durham 0 8 0.0% 9.8%
Forest Grove 79 461 3.9% 19.1%
Gaston 2 2 6.1% 8.3%
Hillsboro 123 451 3.8% 10.3%
_King City 72 89 4.1% 5.8%
North Plains 5 15 6.1% 8.8%
Portland (part) 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
Sherwood 14 44 4.0% 7.1%
_Tigard 119 308 3.5% 7.4%
Tualatin (part) 23 213 3.6% 18.8%
Unincorporated 553 1,349 3.8% 7.8%
Washington County 1,244 3,785 3.9% 9.6%
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Elderly Housing

Living Situations of Elderly E:l(}erly %.E'lderly ]%l(.ierly %‘E‘ldel:ly
the Elderly, 2000 Livi Living at | Living at | Livingin | Living in
(universe: population ving Home | Home that | Group Group
65 years and older) at Home Alone | Live Alone Quarters | Quarters
Banks 52 12 23.1% 0 0.0%
Beaverton 6,187 2,171 35.1% 647 9.5%
Cornelius 578 186 32.2% 9 1.5%
Durham 82 19 23.2% 0 0.0%
'Forest Grove 2,146 917 42.7% 270 11.2%
Gaston 24 5 20.8% 0 0.0%
Hillsboro 4,179 1,314 31.4% 221 5.0%
King City 1,538 794 51.6% 0 0.0%
North Plains 171 79 46.2% 0 0.0%
Portland (part) 63 39 61.9% 0 0.0%
Sherwood 610 246 40.3% 13 2.1%
Tigard 4,017 1,251 31.1% 120 2.9%
Tualatin (part) 1,031 273 26.5% 100 8.8%
Unincorporated 16,903 14,137 24.5% 383 2.2%
Washington County 37,688 11,451 30.4% 1,663 4.2%

To.0% Elderly Persons Living Alone as a Share of All Elderly Persons Living at Home, 2000

60.0% -

50.0% -

40.0% |

s00% | b
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Occupancy and Vacancy

Occupancy and Vacancy 'Occupied .Housing Vacancy Rate
Status (universe: housing Units
units) 1990 2000 1990 2000
‘Banks * 186 440 2.1%. 10.6%
Beaverton 22,100 | 30,821 8.2% 5.2%
Cornelius 2,089 | 2,880 2.4% 4.1%
Durham 259 528 3.4% 4.3%
Forest Grove 4,946 6,336 3.1% 5.5%
Gaston 172 196 2.3% 3.9%
illsboro 12,849 | 25,079 | 3.7% 7.8%
King City 1,405 | 1,389 3.5% 6.7%
North Plains 294 594 3.9% 6.2%
Portland (part) 620 673 2.7% 5.7%
Sherwood 1,198 | 4253 | 3.3% 3.6%
Tigard 12,055 | 16,507 4.3% 5.0%
Tualatin (part) 4997 | 7,671 3.9% 6.1%
Unincorporated 55,809 | 71,774 3.7% 4.9%
ashington Couh?ty 118,997 | 169,162 4.6% 5.5%
Vacancy Rates
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Households by HAMFI* Category

Data Tables and Charts

2000 HAMFI 30% 50% 60% 80% 95%
$ 53,700 $16,110 $26,850 $32,220 $42,960 . $51,015
Percent of HAMFI and Number of Households

Number of Households by
HAMFI* Category, 2000 Total Households
(universe: households) <30% 30-50% | 50-60% | 60-80% | 80-95% >95%
Banks 456 28 33 29 53 47 265
Beaverton 30,833 3,110 3,980 2,370 3,832 2,957 14,584
Cornelius 2,885 353 384 167 331 396 1,255
Durham 517 84 76 18 43 34 261
Forest Grove 6,310 1,195 902 . 442 745 695 2,331
Gaston 196 24 29 20 42 . 23 58
Hillsboro 25,028 2,514 2,642 1,496 2,931 2,559 12,886
King City 1,386 317 326 128 166 160 . 290
North Plains 585 91 57 25 57 73 282
Portland (part) 722 114 207 81 94 37 189
Sherwood 4,340 282 353 205 367 350 2,783
Tigard 16,499 1,657 2,039 1,001 1,885 1,512 8,404
Tualatin (part) 7,668 550 750 554 862 821 4,132
Unincorporated 71,840 5,885 7,060 4,347 7,570 7,016 39,962
Washington County 169,287 1§,215 18,838 10,884 18,977 16,680 87,693

*Number of Houselolds in 2000 by categories of HUD’s 1999 Adjusted Median Family Income
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Median Rent
Median Gross Rent 1990 2000
(universe: Specified renter | 995 | (1909 (1999
occupied housing units dollars) dollars)
paying cash rent)
Banks $ 408 § 545 $ 601
Beaverton $ 508 $ 678 $ 706
Cornelius $ 446 $ 595 $ 671
Durham $ 422 $ 563 $ 708
IForest Grove % 370 $ 494 $ 614
Gaston $ 364 $ 486 $ 514
Hillsboro $ 480 B 641 $ 782
ing City $ 565 % 754 757
North Plains $ 347 463 $ 539
ortland (part) $ 428 § 571 $ 598
Sherwood $ 403 § 538 $ 733
Tigard $ 484 $ . 646 673
Tualatin (part) $ 519 $ 693 $ 762
Unincorporated $§ 497 § 664 $ 730

Median Rent (in same dollars, adjusted for inflation)
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-

- .

Median Monthly Owner Housing Cests

Median Monthly Owner Costs | 1990
fo‘r*Housigg Units with. a_ 1990 (1999 2000

Mortgage (,uplverse: .SpeCIfjlﬁd dollars) (1999 dolfars)

owner-occupied housing units)
Banks _ |8 571 |8 762 § 1398
Beaverton $ 82 |$ 1,150 $ 1,387
Cornelius $ 680 $ 908 | $ 1,179
Durham ~$ 1,179 $ 1574 $ 1,630
Forest Grove $ 681 $ 909 | § 1,183
Gaston $ 577 |$ 770 | $ 1,056
Hillsboro. . $ 719 | $° 960 | $ 1,267
King City $ 602 [ $ 803 | § 845
North Plains $ 601 |.$ 802 | $ 1,140
Portland (part) | $ 900 |$ 1201 | $ 2,07
Sherwood $ 595 $ 794 | § 1,482
Tigard - $ 814 |$ 1,086 | $ 1361
Tualatin (part) $ 889 |$ 1187 | 1421
Unincorporated $ 729 | $ 973 | $. 1,388
Washington County - $ 797 | $ 1,064 |7% 1,358
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Washington County Maps by Census Tract

The following is a list of the maps (in categories) that were prepared for the Washington
County Housing Study.

Reference Map
e Census tract identifiers

Population Maps
¢ 2.Elderly (seniors)
e Children
e Minorities

Household Maps
e Housing Tenure
e Cost-burdened Households

Poverty Maps
e Impoverished
e Impoverished Elderly

Land-use Maps
e Percent of Area Zoned Residential
e Vacant Residential Properties

The reference map is provided to identify the Census tract numbers in the thematic maps
listed above.

Data by census tract for each map are located in the Excel file named ‘Mapped Data’ on
the Washington County Housing Study and Data’ CD. Most of the data represent counts,
or numbers, of persons, households, or tax lots. Some data represent a percentage, or
share that a tract holds for a variable. Other data indicate only what the majority of the
value represents (e.g. more renters than owners are indicated as ‘renters’).

Most maps display counts, or numbers that are present in the tract (e.g. number of _
persons). The ‘Tenure’ map shows the tracts according to what the majority of the
households represent for each tract — either renter or owner-occupied. Additionally, the
share, or percentage, that the majority represents of the total households in the tract is
expressed by the shading and color of the tract. The lighter the color, the lower the
percentage; conversely, the darker the color, the greater the share.

On other maps, the intensity of the color represents the gravity that the data value holds

for the corresponding variable. The legend in the ‘Tenure’ map is color coded so that the
tracts with a majority of renter households are indicated in shades of orange. Tracts with
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a majority of owner-occupied households are in shades of green. The darker the shade,
the greater the percentage that either renter, or owner-occupied households, represent of
all households in the tract.

The data tables used to make the maps are shown following the brief summary of what is
seen on each of the maps, and following the maps themselves. Some tables have the
census tracts listed in ascending order so that a specific tract may easily be found to look
up its data value. Data in other tables are sorted in the descending order of the data
values. The higher values are located toward the top to view which tracts have the
greatest quantity, or share of a particular variable.

Using the maps and the source tables (containing the mapped data) together provide the
best technique to interpret the map and detect further the signs of areas where there might
be housing needs or a target population. At the least, the maps indicate the areas, or more
specifically, the census tracts that warrant further investigation to determine areas in
housing need.

Summary: Map Interpretation

Population

Elderly

Persons ages 65 years and older are concentrated in three main areas:
1) King City and the southern part of Tigard
2) Parts of Beaverton (north and west) and southwest Portland (part)
3) Forest Grove.

Children

The greatest numbers of children are residing mostly on the edge of city limits, except in
Hillsboro and Cornelius, where they are more concentrated southwest and south of the
city centers (respectively).

Minorities
The ethnic minority population is mostly conéentrated in the central portion of the

county, fromi Comelius east along T.V. Highway, to Highway 217 and south along 217 to
I-5.

Poverty
All Persons

All persons in poverty follow a similar pattern to the location of the ethric minority
population, except that the concentiration of the impoverished starts in Forest Grove and

is more pronounced near central Hillsboro, Beaverton, Tigard and Tualatin - virtually all
of the city centers.

Seniors in Poverty
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Seniors that are impoverished appear in the same areas as. However, there are additional
tracts near the I-5/217 interchange and some rural tracts where there are concentrations of
elderly residing that had income below the poverty level in 2000. The additional areas of
concentrations not common to the other sub-population groups are North Plains and the
north bank along the entire length of the Tualatin River.

Households

Tenure :

The tracts in the areas away from the more populous cities more commonly have more
owner-occupied households than renter households. The highest concentrations of renter
households are in Forest Grove, Tualatin (part), Tigard, and Beaverton, north of Canyon
Road. :

Cost-burdened Households

The highest concentrations of tracts are located in and around King City and north of
Scholls Ferry Road. Another area where there are cost-burdened, is Portland (part), where
housing value is high. Forest Grove and Hillsboro many cost-burdened households, as
well.

Land-use and Zoning

Residentially Zoned Property

The most concentrated areas with a large proportion of residentially zoned property are in
and around Beaverton and King City; in the vicinity of Hillsboro, and in the Portland
(part) area, north of highway 26. Forty-one tracts in Washington County have more than
half of their land area zoned residential.

Land-use

The greatest numbers of vacant residential lots are in and around Sherwood, King City
and Portland (part). Forest Grove and the tract that is adjacent to the north and the west of
the city, and Hillsboro appear to have a large number of vacant residential lots.

The maps begin on the next page.
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WA Co. Census Tracts

" _JPopulation WA Co. Census Tracts Children
Tract Tract Persons

Census ID Number Total Persons Censns.ID Number | Under 18
41067032300 323.00 2,768 41067030502 | 305.02 740
41067031904 319.04 2,758 41067032106 | 321.06 647
41067031402 314.02 2,629 41067030803 | 308.03 631
41067031100 311.00 2,458 41067033400 | 334.00 614
41067033600 336.00 2,261 41067033600 | 336.00 600
41067033400 334.00 2,222 41067031509 | 315.09 549
41067032106 321.06 2,142 41067031100 | 311.00 546
41067031509 315.09 1,960 41067031612 | 316.12 517
41067031612 316.12 1,589 41067031402 | 314.02 460
41067030700 307.00 " 1,508 410676032800 | 328.00 326
41067032800 328.00 1,375 41067030700 | 307.00 281

Data are sorted from greatest to least number of persons.

WA Co. Census Tracts Elderly
Persons
" Tract 65 and
Census ID {"Number over
41067031906 319:06 2,628
41067030803 308:03 1,616
41067031200 -312.00 1,290
41067033200 332.00 977
41067030200 302:.00 975
41067030100 301.00 955
41067033100 331.00 855
41067031003 310.03 824
41067031510 315.10 795
41067030501 | 305:01 783
41067032500 | 325.00 . 741
41067033300 333.00 706
41067032606 | 326.06 689
41067030401 304.01 668
41067031005 310.05 665
41067030300 "303.00 657
41067030402 304.02 643
41067031903 319.03 631
41067031404 314,04 621
41067030804 | 308.04 620 -
41067033000 330.00 588
41067031610 316.10 578
41067032001 320.01 573
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WA Co. Census Tracts Elderly
Persons
Tract 65 and
Census 1D Number over
41067031808 318.08 561
41067032902 329.02 555
41067032404 324.04 497 .
41067031006  310.06 487
41067032406 324.06 487
41067031905 319.05 485
41067031609 316.09 482
41067031504. 315.04 480
41067031807 318.07 | 480
41067030600 306.00 468
41067031507 315.07 468
41067032200 322.00 463
41067031403 314.03 461
41067032103 321.03 460
41067031004 310.04 459
41067032700 327.00 454
41067031300 313,00 453
41067032604 326.04 453
41067030801 | 308.01 452
41067031508 315.08 416
41067032403 324.03 416
41067031704 317.04 414
41067031605 316.05 379
41067032901 329.01 376
41067031806 318.06 374
41067031506 315.06 357
' 41067032603 | 326.03 343
41067032105 | 321.05 339
- 41067030900 309.00 338
141067031613 316.13 334
41067032605 326.05 319
41067032002 320.02 317
41067031805 | 318:05 313
41067031606 316.06 300
41067030502 305.02 291
41067031809 318.09 279
41067032300 323.00 276
41067031904 319.04 267 |
41067031706 317.06 263
41067032405 324.05 | 245
41067031703 317.03 244

Countywide Overview, Maps - 44



Countywide Overview - Washington County Housing Study Maps

WA Co. Census Tracts Elderly
Persons .
Tract 65 and

Census ID Number over
41067031804 318.04 243
41067031705 317.05 242
41067031611 316.11 236
41067031100 311.00 227
41067033500 335.00 226
41067033600 336.00 213
41067031608 316.08 210
41067031512 315.12 187
41067032800 328.00 180
41067033400 334.00 175
41067032104 321.04 169
41067031511 315.11 156
41067032106 321.06 142
41067030700 307.00 109
41067031509 315.09 99.
41067031402 314.02 85
41067031612 [ 316.12 69

Data are sorted from greatest to least number of persons.

WA Co. Census Tracts Minority,
Population
Persons other
Tract than White Non-
Census ID Number Hispanie
41067032403 324.03 5,274
41067031510 315.10 3,429 -
41067032002 320.02 2,887
41067031605 316.05 | 2,763
41067032902 329.02 2,752
41067031300 313.00 2,558
41067031611 316.11 2,412
41067031608 316.08 2,348
41067031200 312.00 2,244
41067033200 332.00 1,992
41067031905 319.05 1,972
41067032500 325.00 1,928
410676031005 310.05 - 1,793
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WA Co. Census Tracts . Minority
Population
Persons other
" Tract than White Non-

Census ID Number Hispanic
41067031613 316.13 1,793
41067031809 . 318.09 1,763

1 41067031808 318.08 1,690
41067031903 319.03 1,633
41067031610 316.10 1,603
41067032604 326.04 1,600
41067031706 .| 317.06 1,594
41067032606 326.06 1,552
41067032405 324.05 1,537
41067032605 326.05 1,515
41067030900 | 309.00 1,493
41067032406 324.06 1.467
41067031609 316.09 1,425
41067031512 315.12 1,379
41067031006 310.06 1,320
41067031003 310.03 1,309
41067031606 316.06 1,296
41067030100 301.00 1,256
41067031704 317.04 1,237
41067032901 329.01 1,216
41067031404 314.04 1,208
41067033100 . 331.00 1,104
41067031004 310.04 1,086
41067031805 318.05 1,051
41067031806 318.06 1,038
41067032404 324.04 1,003
41067031705 317.05 982
41067031703 317.03 971
41067030804 308.04 937
41067031507 315.07 926
41067030801 308.01 908
41067033300 333.00 867
41067031403 314.03 860
41067031906 319.06 851
41067031804 318.04 820
41067031508 315.08 818
41067031504 315.04 809.
41067031402 314.02 801
41067031100 311.00 770
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Household Maps

WA.Co. Census Tracts Minority
Population
Persons other
Tract than White Non-
Census ID Number Hispanic
41067032603 326.03 765
41067032105 321.05 715
41067031506 315.06 709
41067031511 315.11 692
41067033000 330.00 684
41067031807 318,07 676
41067030600 306.00 669
41067032103 321.03 665
41067030401 304.01 646
41067030200 302.00 638
41067030402 304.02 570
41067030501 305.01 565
41067032300 323.00 522
41067032700 327.00 509
41067032001 320.01 476
41067032200 322.00 462
41067030700 307.00 455
41067030803 308.03 446
41067031612 316.12 439
41067031904 319.04, 400
41067030502 305.02 391
41067031509 315.09 - 364
41067032104 321.04 322
410670303600 303.00 281
41067033500 335.00 236
41067032106 321.06 . 163
41067033600 336.00 163
41067032800 328.00 152
41067033400 334.00 142

Data are sorted by Census tract number in ascending order.

WA County
Census Tracts

Household Maps, 2000 Data
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Percent
More Owneror = Renters(Negative) | Households
Tract Total Renter or that are Cost-
Census ID | Number Hoauseholds Households Owners(Positive) Burdened
41067030100  301.00 3,790 . Owners 54.4 1,245
41067030200 | 302.00 2,412 Owners 64.4 734
41067030300 | 303.00 1,754 Owners 73.7 499
41067030401 | 304.01 1,692 Renters -51.1 587
41067030402 | 304.02 2,048 Renters -60.9 655
41067030501 305.01 2,044 Owners 64.2 760
41067030502 | 305.02 1,456 Owners 57.8 553
41067030600 | 306.00 2,047 Owhers 59.0 738
41067030700  307.00 640 Renters -80.8 181
41067030801 | 308.01 2,126 Ownets 51.3 613
41067030803 308.03 2,202 Owners 54.8 861
41067030804 | 308.04 2,167 Owners 57.0 775
41067030900 | 309.00 1,722 Renters =734 652
41067031003 | 310.03 2,764 Owners 67.8 806
41067031004 | 310.04 2,528 Owners 63.3 900
41067031005 | 310.05 1,977 Renters -52.5 666
41067031006 | 310.06 2,418 Renters -69.1 745
41067031100 | 311.00 1,019 Renters -67.3 357
41067031200 | 312.00 2,726 Renters -71.6 1,166
41067031300 | 313.00 2,573 Renters -73.4 932
41067031402 | 314.02 1,160 Renters -98.4 351
41067031403 | 314.03 1,728 Owners 63.9 574
41067031404 | 314.04 1,981 Owners 63.9 671
41067031504 | 315.04 2,383 Owners 61.4 714
41067031506 | 315.06 1,503 Owmers 52.5 588
41067031507 | 315.07 1,850 Owners 55.2 584
41067031508 | 315.08 1,931 Owners- 78.0 628
41067031509 | 315.09 660 Owners . 65.9 149
41067031510 | 315,10 4,125 Owners 82.4 1,530
41067031511 | 315.11 1,028 Owners 82.0 302
41067031512 | 315.12 1,821 . Owners 65.0 488
41067031605 | 316.05 2,800 Owners 72.7 966
41067031606 | 316.06 1,745 Owners 58.5 ‘ 646
41067031608 | 316.08 3,440 Renters -99.8 1,037
41067031609 | 316.09 1,715 Renters -71.4 599
41067031610 | 316.10 2,171 Renters -55.0 798
41067031611 | 316.11 2,461 Renters -61.4 631
41067031612 | 316.12 | 531 Owners ' 50.7 256
41067031613 | 316.13 1,807 Renters . -65.7 693
41067031703 | 317.03 1,501 Owners 67.2 510
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Countywide Overview - Washington County Housing Study Maps

WA County
Census Tracts ~ . Household Maps, 2000 Data
Percent
More Owner or  Renters(Negative) | Households
Tract Total Renter or that are Cost-
Census ID | Number | Households Households Owners(Positive) Burdened

41067031704 | 317.04 2,205 Owners 76.9 780
41067031705 | 317.05 1,405 Renters -61.6 503
41067031706 | 317.06 - 1,761 Renters -74,2 572
41067031804 | 318.04 1,331 Owners 68.7 483
41067031805 | 318.05 1,921 Owners 85.2 ' 558
41067031806 | 318.06 1,698 Owners 79.0 557
410670318607 | '318.07: 1,410 Owners 62.3 384
41067031808 | 318.08 2,694 - Owners . §0.8 1,154
41067031809 | 318.09 3,164 Renters -58.3 1,037
41067031903 | 319.03 3,261 Owners 66.6 1,207
41067031904 | 319.04 |, 931 Owners 82.2 251
41067031905 | 319.05 | 3337 | . Owners 75.6 1,572
41067031906 319.06 | . 3,375 - Owners . 66.4 1,257
41067032001 | 320.01 1,642  Owners ., 646 427
41067032002 320.02 3,599 _ Renters . -80.8 1,083
41067032103 | 321.03 2,077 Owners 70.1 960
41067032104 | 321.04 1,402 Owners 84.7 575
41067032105 | 321.05 2,136 Qwners 85.5 722
41067032106 | 321.06 569 Owners . 88.0 252
41067032200 | 322.00 1,258 Owners 85.1 418
41067032300 | 323.00 670 Owners |  74.0 250
41067032403 | 324.03 | 2,230 Renters . -59.1 777
41067032404 | 324.04 2,106 Owrers » 77.7 667
41067032405 | 324.05 2,141 - Owners 70.0 683
41067032406 | 324.06 2,351 Qwners , 68.8 1,071
41067032500 | 325.00 1,852 Owners . 60.8 691
41067032603 | 326.03 1,953 . Owners 77.9 659
41067032604 | 326.04 1,787 Owners 555 655
41067032605 | 326.05 2,801 Renters -52.6 792
41067032606 | 326.06 1,962 Owners 37.1 705
41067032700 | 327.00 994 ‘Owners 72.0 314
41067032800 | 328.00 281 Owners 71.9 78
41067032901 | 329.01 911 Owners 54.8 352
41067032902 | 329.02 1,780 Owners 76.0 678
41067033000 | 330.00 1,074 Owners 75.4 388
41067033100 | 331.00 2,136 Owners 52.6 788
41067033200 | 332.00 1,712 - Renters -81.9 740
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WA County
Census Tracts . Household Maps, 2000 Data
Percent
More Owner or | Renters(Negative) | Households
Tract Total Renter or that are Cost-
Census ID | Number Households Households Owners(Positive) Burdened
41067033300 | 333.00 2,289 Owners 75.3 690
41067033400 | 334.00 442 Owners 85.3 121
41067033500 | 335.00 871 Owners 81.1 360
41067033600 | 336.00 |- 481 Owners 80.7 : 202

Data are sorted from greatest to least number of households.
. WA Co. Census Tracts | Households

Tract Total
Census ID Number | Households
41067031510 | 315.10 4,125
41067030100 | 301.00 3,790
41067032002 | 320.02 3,599
41067031608 | 316.08 3,440
"41067031906 | 319.06 3,375
'41067031905 | 319.05 3,337
41067031903 | 319.03 3,261
41067031809 | 318.09 3,164
41067032605 | 326.05 2,801
41067031605 | 316.05 2,800
41067031003 | 310.03 2,764
41067031200 | 312.00 2,726
41067031808 | 318.08 2,694
41067031300 | 313.00 2,573
41067031004 | 310.04 2,528
41067031611 | 316.11 2,461
41067031006 | 310.06 2,418
41067030200 | 302.00 2,412
41067031504 | 315.04 2,383
41067032406 | 324.06 2,351
41067033300 | 333.00 2,289
41067032403 | 324.03 2,230
41067031704 | 317.04 2,205
41067030803 | 308.03 2,202
41067031610 | 316.10 2,171
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-WA.Co. Census Tracts | Households

Tract Total
Census ID | Number | Households
41067032200 | 322.00 1,258
41067031402 | 314.02 1,160
41067033000 | 330.00 1,074
41067031511 | 315.11 1,028
41067031100 | 311.00 1,019

41067032700  327.00 994
41067031904 | 319.04 931
41067032901 | 329.01 911
41067033500 | 335.00 871
41067032300 | 323.00 670
41067031509 | 315.09 660
41067030700 | 307.00 640
41067032106 | 321.06 3569
41067031612 | 316.12 531
41067033600 ’| 336.00 1 481"
41067033400 | 334.00 442
41067032800 | 328.00 281

Data are sorted from greatest.to least number of households.

WA Co. Census
Tracts Tenure

Majority
Tract Renter
Census ID Number Households
41067030401 | 304.01 | Renters
41067030402 | 304.02 Renters
1 41067030700 | 307.00 | Renters
41067030900 | 309.00 | Renters
41067031005.| 310.65 | Renters
41067031006 -~310.06 | Renters
41067031100 311.00 | Renters
41067031200 | 312:00 | Renters
41067031300 | 313.00 | Renters
41067031402 | 314.02 | Renters
41067031608 | 316.08 | Renters
41067031609 | 316.09 | Renters

Countywide Qverview, Maps - 52






Countywide Overview - Washington County Housing Study Maps

WA Co. Census
+  Tracts Tenure

Majority
Tract Owner
Census ID Number Households.
41067031511 315.11. | Owners
41067031512 | 315.12 | Owners
41067031605 { 316.05 | Owners
41067031606 | 316.06 | Owners
41067031612 | 316.12 | Owners
41067031703 | 317.03 | Owners
41067031704 | 317.04 | Owners
41067031804 | 318.04  Owners
41067031805 | 318.05 ! Owners
41067031806 | 318.06 = Owners
41067031807 | 318.07 | Owners
41067031808 | 318.08 | Owners
41067031903 | 319.03 | Owners
41067031904 | 319.04 | Owners
41067031905 | 319.05 | Owners
41067031906 | 319.06 | Owners
41067032001 | 320.01 Owners
41067032103 | 321.03 | Owners
41067032104 | 321.04 | Owners
41067032105 321.05 | Owners
41067032106 | 321.06 | Owners
41067032200 | 322.00 | Owners
41067032300 | 323.00 | Owners
41067032404 | 324.04 | Owners
41067032405 | 324.05  'Owners
41067032406 | 324.06 | Owners
41067032500 | 325.00 | Owners
41067032603 | 326.03 | Owners
41067032604 | 326.04 | Owners
41067032606 | 326.06 | Owners
41067032700 | 327.00 | Owners
41067032800 | 328.00 | Owners
41067032901 | 329.01 | Owners
41067032902 329.02 | Owners
41067033000 | 330.00 | Owners.
41067033100 | 331.00 | Owners
41067033300 | 333.00 | Owners
41067033400 | 334.00 | Owners
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WA Co. Census
Tracts Tenure

A Majority

. Tract Owner
Census 1D Number }.Households
41067033500 | 335.00 | Owners
41067033600 | 336.00 | Owners

Data are sorted from greatest to least number of households.

WA Co. Census Cost-burdened
Tracts Households
Households that are
Spending 30% or more
Tract of their income on
Census 1D Number housing costs
| 41067031905 | 319.05 ’ 1,572
41067031510 | 315.10 1,530
41067031906 | 319.06 | . 1,257 ,
41067030100 | 301.00 1,245 ;
41067031903 | 319.03 1,207
41067031200 | 312.00 1,166
41067031808 | 318.08 ’ 1,154
41067032002.| 320.02 1,083
141067032406 | 324.06 1,071 ‘
41067031608 | 316.08 1,037 7
41067031809 | 318.09 1,037
41067031605 | 316.05 © 966
41067032103.] 321.03 960
1 41067031300 | 313.00 932
41067031004 | 310.04 900 .
41067030803 | 308.03 861
41067031003 | 310.03 806
41067031610 | 316.10 798
41067032605 | 326.05 792,
41067033100 | 331.00 788
1 41067031704 | 317.04 780
41067032403 | 324.03 777 ;
41067030804 | 308.04 775
41067030501 | 305.01 760
41067031006 | 310.06 745
41067033200 | 332.00 740
41067030600 | 306.00 738
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WA Co. Census Cost-burdened
Tracts Households
Households that are
Spending 30% or more
Tract of their income, on

Census ID Number housing costs
41067030200 | 302.00 734
41067032105 | 321.05 722,
41067031504 | 315.04 714
41067032606 | 326.06 705
41067031613 | 316.13 693
41067032500 | 325.00 691
41067033300 | 333.00 690
41067032405 | 324.05 683
41067032902 | 329.02 678
41067031404 | 314.04 671
41067032404 | 324.04 667
41067031005 | 310.05 666 .
41067032603 | 326.03 659
41067030402 | 304.02 655

141067032604 | 326.04 655
41067030900 | 309.00 652
41067031606 | 316.06 646
41067031611 | 316.11 631
41067031508 | 315.08 T 628
41067030801 | 308.01 613
41067031609 | 316.09 599 -
41067031506 | 315.06 588

| 41067030401 | 304.01 587
41067031507 | 315.07 584
41067032104 | 321.04 575 .
41067031403°| 314.03 574
41067031706 | 317.06 572
41067031805 | 318.05 558
41067031806 | 318.06 557
41067030502 | 305.02 553
41067031703 | 317.03 510
41067031705 | 317.05 503
41067030300 | 303.00 499
41067031512 | 315.12 488
41067031804 | 318.04 483
41067032001 | 320.01 427
41067032200 | 322.00 418
41067033000 | 330.00 388
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WA Co. Census Cost-burdened
Tracts Households
Households that are
Spending 30% or more
Tract of their income on
Census ID | Number housing costs
41067031807 | 318.07 384
41067033500 | 335.00. , 360
41067031100 | 311.00 357
41067032901 | 329.01 352
41067031402 | 314.02 351
41067032700,| 327.00 314
41067031511 | 315.11 302
41067031612 | 316.12 256
41067032106 | 321.06 252
141067031904 1 319.04 251
41067032300 | 323.00 250
41067033600 | 336.00 202
41067030700 | 307.00° 181
41067031509 | 315.09 149
41067033400 | 334.00 121
41067032800 | 328.00 78
Poverty Maps
Data are sorted by Census tract number in asgending order.
WA Co. Census
Tracts Poverty Maps, 2000 Data
Persons S
Below Elderly Persons
Tract Poverty Below Poverty
Census ID Number Level - Level
41067030100 | 301.00 679 65
41067030200 | 302.00 318 61
41067030300 | 303.00 243 5
41067030401 | 304.01 356 . 16
41067030402 | 304.02 364 17
41067030501 | 305.01 - 280 26
41067030502 | 305.02 207 0
41067030600 | 306.00 427 27
41067030700 | 307.00 205 8§
41067030801 | 308.01 265 16
41067030803 | 308.03 168 24

Countywide Overview, Maps - 57



Countywide Overview - Washington County Housing Study Maps

WA Co. Census
Tracts Poverty Maps, 2000 Data
Persons
Below Elderly Persons
Tract Poverty Below Poverty
Census ID Number Level Level
41067030804 | 308.04 349 46
41067030900 | 309.00 675 49
41067031003 ' 310.03 403 26
41067031004 | 310.04 282 18
41067031005 .| 310.05 469 24
41067031006 | 310.06 543 28
41067031100 | 311.00 211 18
41067031200 | 312.00 922 53
41067031300 | 313.00 1,191 22
41067031402 | 314.02 224 10
41067031403 | 314.03 365 7
41067031404 | 314.04 356 12
41067031504 |.315.04 459 5
41067031506 | 315.06 168 15
41067031507 | 315.07 323 g
41067031508 | 315.08 184 34
41067031509 | 315.09 53 9
41067031510 | 315.10 324 25
41067031511 | 315.11 150 8
41067031512 | 315.12 172° 0
41067031605 | 31605 |- 438 .- 23
41067031606 | 316.06 598 6
41067031608.| 316.08 512 19
41067031609 | 316.09 526 19
41067031610 | 316.10 679 10
41067031611 | 316.11 268 0
41067031612 | 316.12 156 0
41067031613 | 316.13 751 2Q
41067031703 | 317.03 |. 270 4
41067031704 | 317.04 526 24
41067031705 | 317.05 498 9
41067031706 | 317.06 585 67
41067031804 | 318.04 224 -7
41067031805 | 318.05 124 5
41067031806 | 318.06 230 19
41067031807 | 318.07 194 112
41067031808 | 318.08 165 66
41067031809 | 318.09 429 13
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WA Co. Census
Tracts Poverty Maps, 2000 Data
Persons
Below Elderly Persons
Tract Poverty Below Poverty
Census ID Number Level Level
41067031903 | 319.03 442 15
41067031904 | 319.04 93 10
41067031905 | 319.05 520 0
41067031906 | 319.06 236 52
41067032001 | 320.01 217 23
41067032002 | 320.02 942 22
41067032103 | 321.03 212 42
41067032104 | 321.04 100 32
41067032105 | 321.05 177 0
41067032106 | 321.06 165 7
141067032200 | 322.00 97 12
141067032300 | 323.00 163 17
41067032403 | 324.03 1,749 37 -
41067032404 | 324.04 397 0
41067032405 | 324.05 240 28
141067032406 | 324.06 537 72
41067032500 | 325.00 578 42
41067032603 | 326.03 251 10
41067032604 | 326.04 559 60
41067032605 | 326.05 222 0
41067032606 | 326.06 895 38
141067032700 | 327.00 219 38
41067032800 | 328.00 121 0
41067032901 | 329.01 510 51
41067032902 | 329.02 1,103 40
| 41067033000 | 330.00 397 10
41067033100 | 331.00 707 83
41067033200 | 332.00 1,388 164
41067033300 | 333.00 388 17
41067033400 | 334.00 133 0
41067033500 | 335.00 233 11
41067033600 | 336.00 76 0

Data are sorted from greatest to least number of persons.
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« Impoverished
WA Co. Census Tracts Population, 2000 Data
Tract Persons with income

Census ID Number below poverty level
41067032403 | 324.03 1,749
41067033200 | 332.00 1,388
41067031300 | 313.00 1,191
41067032902 | 329.02 1,103
41067032002 | 320.02 942
41067031200 | 312.00 922
41067032606 | 326.06 895
41067031613 | 316.13 751
41067033100 | 331.00 707
41067030100 | 301.00 679
41067031610 | 316.10 679
41067030900 | 309.00 675
41067031606 | 316.06 598
41067631706 | 317.06 585
41067032500 | 325.00 578
41067032604 | 326.04 559
41067031006 | 310.06 543
41067032406 | 324.06 537
41067031609 | 316.09 ' 526
41067031704 | 317.04 526
41067031905 | 319.05 520
41067031608 | 316.08 512
41067032901 | 329.01 510
41067031705 | 317.05 498
41067031005 | 310.05 469
41067031504 | 315.04 459
41067031903 | 319.03 442
41067031605 | 316.05 438
41067031809 | 318.09 429
41067030600 | 306.00 427
41067031003 | 310.03 403
41067032404 | 324.04 397
41067033000 | 330.00 397
41067033300 | 333.00 388
41067031403 | 314.03 365
41067030402 | 304.02 364
41067030401 | 304.01 356
41067031404 | 314.04 356
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Impoverished
WA .Co. Census‘Tracts Population, 2000 Data
Tract Persons with income
Census ID Number below poverty level
41067030804 | 308.04 349
41067031510 | 315.10 324
41067031507 | 315.07 323
41067030200 | 302.00 318
41067031004 | 310.04 282
41067030501 | 305.01 280
41067031703 | 317.03 270
41067031611 | 316.11 268
41067030801 | 308.01 ] 265
41067032603 | 326.03 251
41067030300 | 303.00 243
41067032405 | 324.05 ’ 240
41067031906 | 319.06 236
41067033500 | 335.00 233
41067031806 | 318.06 ' 230
41067031402 | 314.02 224
41067031804 | 318.04 224
41067032605 | 32605 222
41067032700 | 327.00 . 219
4106703200] | 320.01 217
41067032103 | 321.03 212
41067031100 | 311.00 211
41067030502 | 305.02 207
41067030700 307.00 205
41067031807 | 318.07 194
41067031508 | 315.08 184
41067032105-| 321.05 177
41067031512 | 315.12 ' 172
41067030803 | 308.03 168
41067031506 | 315.06 168
41067031808 | 318.08 165
41067032106 | 321.06 165
41067032300 | 323.00 163
41067031612 |-316.12 156
41067031511 | 315.11 150
41067033400 | 334.00 133
41067031805 | 318.05 124
41067032800 | 328.00 - 121
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Impoverished
WA Co. Census Tracts Population, 2000 Data

Tract Persons with income
Census ID Number below poverty level
41067032104 | 321.04 100
41067032200 | 322.00 97
41067031904 | 319.04 93
41067033600 | 336.00 76
41067031509 | 315.09 53

Data are sorted from greatest to least number of persons.

Impoverished
WA Co. Census Tracts Elderly, 2000 Data
Persoiis 65 and over
Tract with income below
Census ID Number poverty level
41067033200 | 332:00 164
41067031807 | 318.07 ‘ 112
41067033100 | 331.00 83
"41067032406 | 324.06 72
41067031706 | 317.06 67
41067031808 | 318.08 66
41067030100 | 301.00 65
41067030200 | 302.00 61
41067032604 | 326.04 60
41067031200 | 312.00 53
41067031906 | 319.06 52
41067032901 | 329.01 51
41067030900 | 309.00 49
41067030804 | 308.04 46
41067032103 | 321.03 42
41067032500 | 325.00 42
41067032902 | 329.02 40
41067032606 | 326.06 38
41067032700 | 327.00 38
41067032403 | 324.03 37
41067031508 | 315.08 34
41067032104 | 321.04 32
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Impoverished
WA Co. Census Tracts Elderly, 2000 Data
Persons 65 and over
Tract with income below
Census:1D Number poverty level
41067031006 | 310.06 28
41067032405 | 324.05 28 N}
41067030600 | 306.00 27
41067036501 | 305.01 26
41067031003 | 310.03 26
41067031510 | 315.10 » 25
41067030803 | 308.03 24
41067031005 | 310.05 24
141067031704 | 317.04 24
41067031605 | 316.05 23
41067032001 | 320.01 | 23.
41067031300 | 313.00 22
41067032002 | 320.02 22
41067031613 | 316.13 20
41067031608 | 316.08 19
41067031609 | 316.09 . 19
41067031806 | 318.06 19
41067031004 | 310.04 . 18
41067031100 | 311.00 18
41067030402 | 304.02 17
"[ 41067032300 | 323.00 - 47
41067033300 | 333.00 17
41067030401 | 304.01 16
41067030801 | 308.01 16
41067031506 | 315.06 : 15
41067031903 | 319.03 15
41067031809 | 318.09 | _ 13
41067031404 | 314.04 12
41067032200 | 322.00 12
41067033500 | 335.00 11
41067031402 | 314.02 10
41067031610 | 316.10 10
41067031904 | 319.04 | 10
41067032603 | 326.03 10
41067033000 | 330.00 10
41067031507 | 315.07 9
41067031509 | 315.09 9
41067031705 | 317.05 9
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Impoverished
WA Co. Census Tracts Elderly, 2000 Data
Persons 65 and over
Tract with income below

Census ID Number poverty level

41067030700 | 307.00
41067031511 | 315.11
41067031403 | 314.03
41067031804 | 318.04
141067032106 | 321.06
41067031606 | 316.06
41067030300 | 303.00
41067031504 | 315.04
41067031805 | 318.05
41067031703 | 317.03
41067030502 | 305.02
41067031512 | 315.12
41067031611 | 316.11
41067031612 | 316.12
41067031905 | 319.05
41067032105 | 321.05
41067032404 | 324.04
41067032605 | 326.05
41067032800 | 328.00
41067033400 | 334.00
41067033600 | 336.00

olo|lo|lolo|o|lo|lo|lolo|o|a|u|ri|un|ay]wl]~{co]|ce

Land-use and Zoning Maps

Data are sorted by Census tract number in ascending order.

WA Co. Census Land-use and Zoning Maps, 2002
Tracts Data
Percent of Fax
lot Area that is | Number of Vacant
Tract Zoned Tax lots Zoned
Census ID Number Residential Residential
41067030100 | 301.00 87.9 447
41067030200 | 302.00 93.9 105
41067030300 | 303.00 89.0 73
41067030401 | 304.01 44.8 23
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WA:Co. Census -Land-use and Zoning Maps, 2002
Tracts Data |
Percent of Tax
lot Area thatis | Number of Vacant
‘ Tract Zoned Tax lots Zoned
Census ID Number Residential Residential
41067030402 | 304.02 73.4 77
41067030501 | 305.01 71.2 69
41067030502 | 305.02 96.3 71
41067030600 | 306.00 88.2 119
41067030700 | 307.00 29.1 41
41067030801 | 308.01 73.8 58
41067030803 | 308.03 93.8 54
41067030804 | 308.04 69.6 70
41067030900 | 309.00 87.8 . 104
41067031003 | 310.03 98.0 37
41067031004 | 310.04 100.0 38
41067031005 | 310.05 68.5 14
41067031006 | 310.06 69.3 35
41067031100 | 311.00 92.3 32
41067031200 | 312.00 90.1 35
41067031300 | 313.00 77.9 67
41067031402 | 314.02 40.7 15
41067031403 | 314.03 823 28
41067031404 | 314.04 83.5 11
41067031504 | 315.04 61.7 64
41067031506 | 315.06 94.5 13
41067031507 | 315.07 76.5 157
41067031508 | 315.08 949 300
41067031509 | 315.09 266 50
41067031510 | 315.10 97.6 510
41067031511 | 315.11 90.2 11
41067031512  315.12 97.9 162
41067031605 | 316.05 89.3 . 162
41067031606 | 316.06 88.1 73
41067031608 | 316.08 42.0 13
41067031609 | 316.09 41.2 239,
41067031610 | 316.10 79.5 48
41067031611 | 316.11 64.5 144
41067031612 | 316.12 89.5 186
41067031613 | 316.13 83.3 140
41067031703 | 317.03 68.0 ' 49
41067031704 | 317.04 92.2 . 55
41067031705 | 317.05 82.4 91
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WA Co. Census Land-use and Zoning Maps, 2002
Tracts Data
Percent of Tax
lot Area thatis | Number of Vacant
Tract Zoned Tax lots Zoned

Census ID Number Residential Residential
41067031706 | 317.06 90.4 80
41067031804 | 318.04 47.4 290
41067031805 | 318.05 93.4 227
41067031806 | 318.06 99.8 123
41067031807 | 318.07 97.4 79
41067031808 | 318.08 97.6 356
41067031809 | 318.09 87.5 214
41067031903 | 319.03 91.1 77
41067031904 | 319.04 94 .4 57
41067031905 | 319.05 98.5 486
41067031906 | 319.06 48.8 329
41067032001 | 320.01 40.4 47
41067032002 | 320.02 31.6 67
41067032103 | 321.03 56.6 397
41067032104 | 321.04 | . 54.2 77
41067032105 | 321.05 42.4 | 36
41067032106 | 321.06 58.5 336
41067032200 | 322.00 252 . 279
41067032300 | 323.00 134 106
41067032403 | 324.03 79.2 57
41067032404 | 324.04 98.8 132
41067032405 | 324.05 73.6 276
41067032406 | 324.06 88.4 117
41067032500 | 325.00 25.6 176
41067032603 | 326.03 29.2 81
41067032604 | 326.04 83.8 159
41067032605 | 326.05 17.2 239
41067032606 | 326.06 92.8 68
41067032700 | 327.00 | - 3.4 105
41067032800 | 328.00 2.4 : 26
41067032901 | 329.01 26.5 115
41067032902 | 329.02 18.9 97
41067033000 | 330.00 12.1 1 193
41067033100 | 331.00 23.2 74
41067633200 | 332.00 257 36
41067033300 | 333.00 10.5 274
41067033400 | 334.00 3.7 73
41067033500 | 335.00 2.6 122
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WA Co. Census. Land-use and Zoning Maps, 2002

Tracts Data

Percent of Tax
lot Area thatis | Number of Vacant

Tract Zoned Tax lots Zoned
Census ID Number Residential Residential
41067033600 | 336.00 1.4 - 96

Data are sorted from greatest to lowest percentage.

Percent of -
Taxlot |
Area that is
Tract Zoned
Census ID Number | Residential
41067031004 | 310.04 100.0
141067031806 | 318.06 99.8
141067032404 | 324.04 988 .
141067031905 1319.05 | 985,
41067031003 |310:03 | 98.0
41067031512 | 315.12 | 979
141067031510 {315.10 || 97.6
| 41067031808 |318:08 97.6
141067031807 | 318,07 97.4
41067030502 [305.02 - 96.3
41067031508 |315.08 | 949
41067031506 | 315.06 94.5
41067031904 | 319.04 94.4
41067030200 -|302.00 | 939 .
41067030803 | 308:03 93.8 -
41067031805 | 318.05 93.4
41067032606 | 326:06 |  92.8
41067031100 4311:00 | ~ 92.3
41067031704 | 317.04 92.2
41067031903 |319:03 91.1
41067031706 |317.06 | . 90.4
41067031511 [315.11 | 902
1 41067031200 | 312:00 90.1
41067031612 |31612 | 895
41067031605 |316.05 89.3
41067630300 | 303.00 89.0
41067032406 | 324.06 88.4
41067030600 | 306.00 88.2
41067031606 | 316.06 88.1
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Percent of
Tax.lot
Area that is
Tract Zoned
Census ID Number | Residential
41067032500 | 325.00 25.6
41067032200 | 322.00 25.2
41067033100 | 331.00 23.2
41067032902 | 329.02 18.9
41067032605 | 326.05 17.2
41067032300 | 323:00 13.4
41067033000 | 330.00 12.1
41067033300 | 333.00 10.5
41067033400 | 334.00 3.7
41067032700 | 327.00 3.4
41067033500 | 335.00 2.6
41067032800 | 328,00 2:4
41067033600 | 336.00 1:4

Data are sorted from greatest to lowest number of tax lots.

Land-use,
WA Co. Census Tracts 2002 Data
Number of
Vacant Tax
Tract lots. Zoned
Ceisus ID Number Residential
41067031510 | 315.10 ) 510
41067031905 | 319.05 486
41067030100 | 301.00 ) 447
41067032103 | 321.03 1397
41067031808 | 318.08 356
41067032106 | 321.06 336
41067031906 | 319.06 329
410670315087 315.08 : 300
41067031804 | 318.04 ) 290
41067032200 | 322.00 279
41067032405 | 324.05 276
41067033300 | 333.00 274
41067031609 | 316.09 - 239
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Land-use,
WA Co. Census Tracts 2002 Data
Number of
Vacant Tak
Tract .| lots Zoned
Census ID Number Residential
41067032605 | 326.05 239
41067031805 | 318.05 227
41067031809 | 318.09 214
41067033000 | 330.00 193
41067031612 | 316.12 186
41067032500 | 325.00 176
41067031512 | 315.12 162
41067031605 | 316.05 162
41067032604 | 326.04 159
41067031507 | 315.07 157
41067031611 | 316.11 144
41067031613 | 316.13 ) 140
41067032404 | 324.04 132
41067031806 | 318.06 123
41067033500 | 335.00 122
41067030600 | 306.00 119
41067032406 | 324.06 117
41067032901 |.329.01 115 _
41067032300 323.00 106
41067030200 | 302.00 105
41067032700 | 327.00 105
41067030900 | 309.00 104
41067032902 | 329.02 97
41067033600 | 336.00 96
41067031705 | 317.05 91
41067032603 | 326.03 81 '
41067031706 | 317.06 80
41067031807 | 318.07 79
41067030402 | 304.02 77
41067031903 | 319.03 ' 77
41067032104 | 321.04 77
41067033100 | 331.00 74
41067030300 | 303.00 73
41067031606 | 316.06 73
41067033400 | 334.00 \ 73
41067030502 | 305.02 71
41067030804 | 308.04 70
41067030501 | 305.01 69
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Land-use,

WA Co. Census Tracts 2002 Data

Number of

Vacant Tax

Tract lots Zoned

Census ID Number Residential
41067032606 | 326.06 . 68
41067031300 | 313.00 67
41067032002 | 320.02 67
41067031504 | 315.04 64
41067030801 | 308.01 58
41067031904 | 319.04 57
41067032403 | 324.03 57
41067031704 | 317.04 55
41067030803 | 308.03 54
41067031509 | 315.09 50
41067031703 | 317.03 49
41067031610 | 316.10 48
41067032001 | 320.01 47
41067030700 | 307.00 41
41067031004 | 310.04 38
41067031003 | 310.03 37
41067032105 | 321.05 36
41067033200 | 332.00 36
41067031006 | 310.06 35
41067031200 | 312.00 35
41067031100 | 311.00 32
41067031403 | 314.03 28
41067032800 | 328.00 26
41067030401 | 304.01 23
41067031402 | 314.02 15
41067031005 | 310.05 14
41067031506 | 315.06 13
41067031608 | 316.08 13
41067031404 | 314.04 11
41067031511 | 315.11 11
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Findings in Washington County:

e Washington County’s population increased during the 1990s to reach 445,342 in
2000.

¢ Although the majority of persons in Washington County are White, the share that
they represented in 2000 decreased from 1990.

e The largest ethnic minority group, Hispanic, added 35,300 persons to its share of
Washington County’s total population during the 1990s. Hispanics represented
11% of the county-wide population in 2000.

e The Asian/Pacific Islander population grew by 17,611 persons to represent seven
percent of the total population in 2000.

e Approximately 11,500 elderly persons in Washington County were living alone in
2000.

e More than one third of persons with disabilities ages 16 and older are seniors (65
years and above).

¢ A physical disability was suffered by 23,500 persons ages 5 years and older (6%);
almost 27,000 persons ages 16 and over (8%) had difficulty going to work.

o Since 1986, 272 AIDS cases have been reported in Washington County.

¢ Homeownership decreased amongst the White and Hispanic racial/ethnic groups
during the last decade.

e There has been an increase in the number of households occupied by one person
and in the number occupied by 5 or more persons.

e Median household income in Washington County increased by 25% during the _
1990s from $32,248' to $40,135.

e In 2000, persons living with household income below the poverty level accounted
for 7.4% of the population (32,600).

o Nearly one fourth of all householders live alone.

e Ten percent of rental housing is overcrowded, significantly higher than in owner

housing where only 2% occupied units are overcrowded.

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999-dollar value.
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e 1In 2000, 32,600 persons (7%} lived in households where income was below the
poverty level.
o Thirty-eight percent of all renter households and 24% of ownet-occupied

households were cost-burdened in 2000.

Summary

Washington County captures approximately 25% of the Portland-Vancouver metropolitan
area. Washington County’s growth rate from 1990 to 2000 was 43 percent, which the
second largest growth rate of the four counties in the region (including Washington
Countyand Clackamas, Multnomah, and Clark Counties). The population growth in
Clark County only surpassed Washington County by 2 percentage points.

Population
Washington County’s population reached 445,342 in 2002. The growth rate was more
than double the rate for Oregon (20%) during the same period.

Washington County is predominately white (77.7%). The mdst significant increase of
ethnic minority population occurred amongst Hispanics, which grew by 35,300 persons,
or 245 percent, during the 1990s. In 2000, this ethnic ‘minority group represented 11
percent of the total population in the County with-almost 50,000 persons. The
Asian/Pacific Islander population grew by 17,611 persons to represent almost seven
percent of the total population in 2000, and experienced an increase-of 133 percent.
Persons ideritified as being of ‘2 or more races’ captured 2 percent (approximately 10,800
persons) of the County’s population in 2000, followed by Blacks, who represented 1

percent, or almost 4,800 persons

Washington County experienced a 43 percent increase in the number of children (all
persons under age 18) during the last decade. Over 32,000 children were added to reach
119,620 in 2000.
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The elderly share of the total population actually decreased slightly, however, about
7,800 persons ages 65 years and older were added, increasing their share of population by

25 percent. In 2000, the elderly population was 39,350.

Special Needs Population

Ninety-six percent of persons ages 65 and older were living at home. Of those, 30

percent, or approximately 11,500 were living alone in 2000.

Seventy-nine percent of all elderly persons reported having a sensory disability in 2000,
and 27 percent reported having a physical disability. Almost 3,800 elderly persons had
difficulty going outside of their home because of a disability.

Of the general population, 5 percent, or 19,500 had a go-outside disability. A physical
disability was suffered by 23,500 persons ages 5 years and older (6%) and almost 27,000
persons ages 16 and over (8%) had difficulty going to work.

Since 1986, a tatal of 272 AIDS cases have been reported in Washington County.

More than 35,387 persons are estimated to have been in need of alcohol or other drug

treatment in 2000, representing 9.4% of all persons ages 10 and over in the County.

The number of persons residing in group quarters increased by about 500 during the
1990s. In 2000, over 4,000 persons had group-living arrangements, and about twe thirds
were not institutionalized (about 2,580 persons). The number of institutionalized persons,
and the share of the population that they represent decreased during the same time period.
Of the 1,520 persons residing in institutions in 2000, ilome for the majority was either a

correctional facility or nursing home.

During the 1990s, the number of persons employed in the farming, fishing, and forestry
industry decreased by almost one-half, from 4,800 to 2,200 persons.
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Housing and Households

During 1990 to 2000, the number of housing units in Washington County grew 44
percent, which was approximately the same rate as population-(43%). A total of 32,827

single-family units and 20,541 multi-family units were added during the period.

The area is composed primarily of single-famiily units. Sixty-three percent of all housing
in 2000 were single-family structures. Thirty-three percent were multi-family units, and
only 4 percent of all housing units were mobile homes or dwellings of other types. The

vacancy rate increased from 4.6% in 1990, to 5.5% in 2000.

In 1990 and in 2000, owners occupied 60 percent of housing, and renters occupied 40
percent. Homeownership increased for all racial/ethnic groups except for Whites and
Hispanics. Although the number of owner-occupied households with a White
householder increased, the percentage that they held amongst all homeowners decreased
by 5 percentage points (96% to 91%). Households occupied by Hispanic homeowners

saw a slight reduction — a decrease of 2 percentage points (5% to 3%).

There has been an increase in the number of households occupied by one person and in
the number occupied by 5 or more persons. In 2000, children were living in over one-
third of all 169,000 households in Washington County. The average number of persons
per household increased during the last decade from 2.59 to 2.61. Despite only a slight
increase in household size, in 2000, almost 6,700 renter households (10%) and 2,300

owner occupied households (2%) had overcrowded conditions in Washington County. ‘

Income? and Poverty

Median household income in Washington County increased by 25 percent during the
1990s from $32,248 to $40,135. In 2000, persons living with household income below the
poverty level accounted for 7.4 percent of the population (32,600) in Washington County.
Of these persons in poverty, 32 percent were under age 18, the same proportion as in

1990. Sixty-one percent were between ages 18 and 65, an increase of 3 percentage points

? Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999-dollar value.
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since 1990. Impoverished persons over 65 experienced the greatest change decreasing

from 7.3 percent to 5.6 percent. Whites represented two-thirds of all persons with income

below the poverty level; Hispanics captured 30 percent of the share of the impoverished.

Housing Costs?

From 1990 to 2000, the median housing value in Washington County increased by 63
percent from $113,579 to $184,800. Median housing costs for owners increased by 28
percent, while median rent increased' by 10 percent. There were 55,000 cost-burdened
households in 2000. Thirty-eight percent of all renter-occupied households, and 24
percent of all owner-occupied households were spending at least 30 percent of their

income on housing costs.
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3. Population by Age

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 2000 Population Absolute Change Percent Change
population) ) 1990-2000 1990-2000
1990 2000 .
0-17 83,586 | 119,618 | 26.8% | 26.9% 36,032 43.1%
under 5 24,406 | 35,111 7.8% 7.9% ‘ 10,705 43.9%
5-9 24,558 | 34,317 7.9% 7.7% 9,759 39.7%
10-14 22,314 | 31,715 7.2% 7.1% 9,401 42.1%
15-17 12,308 | 18,475 4.0% 4.1% 6,167 50.1%
18-19 7,570 | 11,078 2.4% 2.5% 3,508 46.3%
20-24 20,528 | 30,254 6.6% 6.8% 9,726 47.4%
25-40 : 88,058 | 114,546 | 28.3% 25.7% - 26,488 30.1%
41-64 _ 80,246 | 130,495 | 25.8% 29.3% 50,249 62.6%
65-84 28,141 | 33,863 9.0% 7.6% 5,722 20.3%
85 and over 3,425 | 5,488 1.1% 1.2% 2,063 60.2%

| ) _ | Washington County. ~7
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Special Needs Population Groups

Washington County Overview and Tables

* Share of all persons 65 and over

** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home
*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters

4. Elderly Population
. Share of Total Population Absolute Percent
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Change
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990- Change
1990 2000 2000 1990-2000
62 and over 37,767 46,470 12.1% 10.4% 8,703 23.0%
65 and over 31,566 39,351 10.1% 8.8% 7,785 24.7%
1 62-64 6,201 7,119 2.0% 1.6% 918 14.8%
65-74 17,749 19,218 5.70% 4.3% 1,469 8.3%
75-84 10,392 14,645 3.3% 3.3% 4,253 40.9%
85 and over 3,425 5,488 1.1% 1.2% 2,063 60.2%
5. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)
Elderly Persons Residing at Home or
in Group Quarters Persons 65 and over Share
"Living at home 37,688 95.8%*
" Living alone 11,451 30.4%**
Living'in group quarters 1,663 4.2%*
Institutionalized 782 47%***
Non-institutionalized 881 53%***
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8c. Persons with Disabilities by Race/Hispanic Origin** and Age (2000)*, continued

American All . Go-Outside-
Indian/Alaska disability Sensory Physical Mental Self-care Home Employment
. disabilities disabilities disabilities disabilities e pere disabilities

Native types | disabilities
Total disabilities
tallied for persons 1,086 95 254 237 59 160 281
Ages 5 years and
over

Ages5-15 105 0 10 71 24 n/a n/a

Ages 16 - 64 936 78 221 166 30 160 281

Ages 65 and over " 45 17., 23 0 5 0 n/a
*Disabilities are tallied for persons with each of one or more disability type.
** Persons of Hispanic origin also included in the racial categories.

8d. Persons with Disabilities by Race/Hispanic Origin** and Age (2000)*, continued
Asian/Native AlL Sensory Physical Mental Self-care | CO-Outside- Employment
Hawaiian/Pacific disability oy eret e Y ene s o yere s e e Home sy,
disabilities disabilities disabilities disabilities oy ere. disabilities
Islander types ' disabilities
Total disabilities
tallied for persons 6,193 472 902 844 275 1,577 2,123
Ages S years and
over .
Ages 5-15 242 69 47 95 31
Ages 16 - 64 4,628 210 437 486 87 1,285 2,123
Ages 65 and over 1,323 193 418 263 157 292 n/a

*Disabilities are tallied for persons with each of one or more disability type.
** Persons of Hispanic origin also included in the racial categories.

)
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9, AIDS Population*
Year # AIDS Gases | Cumulative
Reportéd Total
1986 ) ’ 4 4
1987 8 12
1988 15 27
1989 10 37
1990 15 52
1991 18 70
1992 18 88
1993 34 122
1994 27 149
1995 : 29 178
1996 22 200
1997 19 219
1998 6 225
1999 15 240
2000 12 252
2001 20 272
Total Cases Reported 272

* Source: Oregon Department of Human Setvices,

Reporting System, 2001

gram, HIV/AIDS

10. Persons in Need of Alcohol or Other Drug Treatment

Estimated Persons in Need of
Alcohol’or Other Drug

Treatment (universe: persons 2000 Persons % Population

ages 10 and over)

Persons 35,387 9.4%**

*Estimated using the percentage of the population in- Washington County estimated to

have treatment needs Washington County.

** The percentage of persons in Washington County 10 years and over that are
estimated to have aneed for treatment; calculated by Oreégon’s Department of Human
Services, Office of Mental Health and Addiction Services.
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18. Household Size
Eousehold Size (universe: occupied Share of Houscholds Absolute Percent
ousing units) 1990 2000 Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 27,759 41,741 23.3% 24.7% 13,982 50.4%
-person household 40,890 56,349 34.4% 33.3% 15,459 37.8%
3-person household 20,320 27,705 17.1% 16.4% 7,385 36.3%
4-person household 18,982 25,802 16.0% 15.3% 6,820 35.9%
S-person household 7,204 10,705 6.1% 6.3% 3,501 48.6%
16-person household 2,347 3,994 2.0% 2.4% 1,647 70.2%
7-or-more-person household 1,495 2,866 1.3% 1.7% 1,371 91.7%
19. Person Per Household
Average Number of Persons per Household
(universe: occupied housing unijts) 1990 2000
Occupied housing 2.59 2.61
" Owner-occupied housing 2.78 2.75
Renter-occupied housing, 2.30 2.39
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21. Household Type
Share of Total Absolute. Percent
. . . 1990 2000 Change Change
iﬁ[n(;;xss)ehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990,2300 1990.2(%00
Persons living alone: 27,759 41,741 23.3%* 24.7%* 13,982 50.4%. .
Male householder 11,228 18,485 9.4% 10.9% 7,257 64.6%
Female householder 16,531 23,256 13.9% 13.7% 6,725 40.7%
amily households: 83,098 114,074 69.8%* 67.4%* 30,976 37.3%
Married couple family: 69,163 92,254 58.1%** 54.5%** 23,091 33.4%
With children under 18 years 34,857 46,690 50.4%%** 50.6%*** 11,833 33.9%
No children under 18 years 34,306 45,564 49.6%*** 49.4%%*¥ 11,258 32:8%
Total single-parent households 9,216 13,510 11.1%** 11.8%** 4,294 46.6%
Single-father family 2,014 3,617 21.9%**** | 26 8Yp**** 1,603 79.6%
Single-mother family 7,202 9,893 78.1%**** | 73 D0p%¥k* 2,691 37.4%
Other family households 4,719 8,310 5.7%** 7.3%** | 3,591 76.1% .
Non-family households 8,140 13,347 6.8%* 7.9%* 5,207 64.0%

* The share of all households
**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
**+*The share of single-parent family households
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22. Households by Age
Share of All | Absolute| Percent
[Households by Age of Households Change Change
Householder (universe: - (1990- | (1990-
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 1990 2000 2000) 2000)
15 to 24 years 6,675 10,822 5.6% 6.4% 4,147 62.1%
25 to 34 years 28,717 | 37,521 | 24.1% @ 22.2% 8,804 30.7%
35 to 44 years 32,001 | 41,565 | 26.9% | 24.6% 9,564 29.9%
45 to 54 years 19,233 | 35,509 | 16.2% | 21.0% 16,276 | 84.6%
55 to 64 years 12,394 | 19,117 | 104% | 11.3% | 6,723 54.2%
65 to 74 years 11,184 | 11,825 9.4% 7.0% 641 5.7%
75 years and over 8,793 | 12,803 | 7.4% 7.6%. | 4,010 | 45.6%
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24. Household Income

Washington County Qerview and Tables

Absolute | Percent
1990 1990 Share 1990 Share Change | Change
1990 (converted 2000 of Total | of Total 1990-2000| 1990-2000

ousehold Income* (universe:| (in 1989 to 1999 (in 1999 (in 1989 (in1999 (2000 Share| (in same | (in same

ccupied housing units) dollars) | dollars)** | dollars) dollars) dollars) of Total | dollars) dollars)
ess than $10,000 9,749 7,304 7,882 8.2% 6.1% 4.7% 578 7.9%

$10,000 to $14,999 7,803 4,378 6,694 6.5% 3.7% 4.0% 2,316 52.9%
$15,000 to $19,999 9,264 5,847 7.382 7.8% 4.9% 4.4% 1,535 26.3%
$20,000 to $24,999 10,491 6,937 9,427 8.8% 5.8% 5.6% 2,490 35.9%
$25,000 to $29,999 10,213 7,549 9,914 8.6% 6.3% 5.9% 2,365 31.3%
$30,000 to $34,999 10,957 7,792 10,446 9.2% 6.5% 6.2% 2,654 34.1%
$35,000 to $39,999 9,356 7,651 9,274 7.9% 6.4% 5.5% 1,623 21.2%
$40,000°t0' $44,999 8,498 8,205 9,937 7.1% 6.9% 5.9% 1,732 21.1%
$45,000 to $49,999 7,414 7,421 8,852 6.2% 6.2% 5.2% 1,431 19.3%
$50,000 to $59,999 11,778 13,170 17,599 9.9% 11.1% 10.4% 4,429 33.6%

$60,000 to $74,999 11,252 14,785 21,593 9.4% 12.4% 12.8% 6,808 46.0%
$75,000 to $99,999 7,173 15,679 23,093 6.0% 13.2% 13.6% 7,414 47.3%
$100,000 to $124,999 2,631 5409 | 11,995 2.2% 4.5% 7.1% 6,586 121.8%
$125,000 to $149,999 979 3,124 | 5973 0.8% 2:6% 3.5% 2,849 91.2%
$150,000 or more 1,600 3,906 9,226 1.3% 3.3% 5.4% 5,320 136.2%
$150;000 to $199,999 0. 2,300 5,093 0.0% 1.9% 3.0% 2,793 121.4%
$200,000 or more 0 1,606 4,133 0.0% 1.3% 2.4% 2,527 157.4%

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census data-collection.

**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation so that a meaningful comparison may be made.
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median :
- Household Income 2000 Median
{Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | (converted to 1999 |Household Income| Percent Change
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) dollarg)** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $24,162 $32,248 $40,135 24.5%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding-Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflatien so that a meaningful comparison may be made.

i

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFTI) Category

12000 HAM¥I* _$53,700
30% $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% $51,015
Percent of HAMFI Number of Households.in 2000
30% or less 16,215
31-50% 18,838
51-60% 10,884
59-80% 18,977
81-95% 16,680
Over 95% 87,693
otal 169,287

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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29. Poverty by Race

Total number of

Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty |poverty was determined income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)|  poverty**
White : 362,169 21,390 5.9% 65.7%

lack/African American 4,423 474 10.7% 1.5%

merican Indian/Alaskan Native 2,862 : 318 11.1% 1.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander J 31,104 2,800 9.0% 8.6%
Other Race 26,248 6,179 23.5% 19.0%
Two or More Races 14,525 1414 9.7% 4.3%

1 Other Races 40,773 7,593 18.6% 23.3%

ispanic Origin* _ 48,963 10,098 20.6% 31.0%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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30. Rent
Absolute Percent

Monthly Gross Rent (universe: 1990 Share of 2000 Share of| Change 1990-| Change 1990-
specified renter occupied housing units) 1990 2000 Total Total 2000 2000
Renter Households 45,912 66,172 100.0% 100.0% 20,260 44.1%
Less than $200 697 935 1.5% 1.4% 238 34.2%
$200-$349 1,260 918 2.7% 1.4% -342 -27.1%
$350-$499 5,578 3,433 12.2% 5.2% -2,145 -38.5%
$500-$799 25,566 36,306 55.7% 54.9% 10,740 42.0%
$800-$999 7,556 12,592 16.5% 19.0% 5,036 66.6%
$1000 and above 4,488 10,496 9.8% 15.9% 6,008 133.9%

o cash rent 745 1,492 1.6% 2.3% 747 100.3%
31. Median Gross Rent
Median Gross Rent (universe:
specified renter occupied housing units 1990 (converted | 2000 (in 1999 |Percent Change
k:ying cash rent) 1990 (in 1989 dollars) | to1999 dollars)* dollars) (in same dollars)

onthly Rent $489 $653 $720 10.3%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

Washington County Overview and Tables

edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs . 1990 1990-2000
El?‘lniverse: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change

its) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Median Monthly Housing Costs $797 $1,064 $1,358 27.6%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Housing Unit Value

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 (in 1989 1990 (converted| 2000 (in 1999 |Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) dollars) to 1999 dollars)* dollars) (in same dollars)
edian Value $85,100 $113,579 $184,800 62.7%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Findings in Banks:

e Banks’ population reached 1,286 in 2000, an increase of 128% since 1990; triple
the rate of Washington County (43%).

¢ In 2000, Banks was home to few persons who were elderly, disabled,
impoverished, or of any ethnic minority groups.

e Married-couple families and homeowners occupied most households in Banks.

o Median household income for Banks increased at a faster pace than for
Washington County; in 2000 Banks’ median household income was $57,500,
which was $17,000 higher than Washington County’s.

e Median income increased by the samerate as median housing costs -
approximately 82% - and housing value increased by 119%.

e Twenty-eight percent of all households were cost-burdened in 2000.

Summary

Population

Banks’ population reached 1,286 in 2000, an increase of 128 percent since 1990, three
times the rate of Washington County (43%).

While the number of Whites more than doubled, their share of the total population
decreased slightly from 93 percent to 90 percent during the 1990s. Although small in
number, persons in all ethnic minority groups except Native Americans, increased. The

Asian/Pacific Islander population had the greatest increase — 28 persons.
Children, ages 0-17 represented over one-third of the population and the elderly only a
small fraction (4%). The share of persons ages 62 years and older decreased from 9

percent during the 1990s.

Special Needs Population

In Banks, 7 percent of the population over 16 years of age had an employment disability,
the highest any persons had of all types of disabilities in 2000. Twenty-seven percent of
the elderly had a physical disability.
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There were no AIDS cases reported in Banks during the past decade.

Ninety-four persons were estimated to have a need for alcohol or other drug treatment.

There were no persons living in group quarters during the past decade.

Housing and Households

Banks had approximately 500 housing units with a large increase in the vacancy rate,
climbing to 10% in 2000. There was an increase in the number of multi-family units at
that time, but the total only reached 58. Eighty-three percent of all housing units were
single-family units in 1990 and this increased to 84 percent by 2000. Over three-quarters
of all units were owner-occupied (337) in 2000 of which almost all were married-‘couple

families.

The average number of persons per household in 2000 was 2.92, but few households had

overcrowded conditions.

Income' and Poverty

The median income in Banks increased by 82 percent between 1990 and 2000, from
$31,599 to $57,500. The poverty rate fell from 13.3% in 1990 to only 3.2% in 2000. The

only racial group reported to have had income below the poverty level in 2000 was
White.
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Housing Costs'
The median housing value in-Banks more than doubled from-1990 to 2000 ($75,408 to

$165,100). Median rent increased by 10 percent ($601 in 2000), and median owner
housing costs increased by 83 percent ($1,398 in 2000). Thirty-eight percent of all owner

occupied households and 35 percent of renter occupied housing were considered cost- .
burdened.

Annexation

From 1990 to 2000, no persons or housing units were annexed from the County into
Banks. Annexation accounted for nene of Banks’ population and housing growth during
the period.

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999-dollar value
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Special Needs Population Groups

4. Elderly Population

Banks Overview and Tables

. Absolute
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Share of Total Population Change Percent
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990- Change
1990 2000 2000 1990-2000
62 and over 52 54 9.24% 4.20% 2 3.85%
65 and over 39 52 6.93% 4.04% 13 33.33%.
62-64 13 2 2.31% 0.16% -11 -84.62%
65-74 18 30 3.20% 2.33% 12 66.67%
75-84 17 15 3.02% 1.17% -2 -11.76%
85 and over 4 7 0.71% 0.54% 3 75.00%
5. Living Situations of the Elderly, 2000
Elderly residing at Home or Group
Quarters Persons 65 and Over Share
Living at home 52 100%*
Living alone 12 23.1%**
Living in group quarters 0 0%*
" Institutionalized 0 0%***
Non-institutionalized 0 0%o***

* Share of all persons 65 and over
“** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home

*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters
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Banks Overview and Tables

11a. Agricultural Employment

Workers by Employer's Fype of 1990 Lodustry .In(:?st i 2000 Ladustry .In(}lxst :
Business (Industry) (universe: eriployed ;\gmcu ure(,i ;}gn o ure(,l
persons ages 16 and over) orestryz an orestry,. an
fisheries fisheries
Persons Employed by Employer's Type of
Business ‘ 8 9
11b. Agricultural Employment (2000 only)
Workers by Type of Work 2000-Occupation: ;000 (.)ccui[_) al:!"?“
(Occupation) (universe: employed Farmers and farm arm(;l}g, 1SN,
persons ages 16 and over) managers an ore._stry
occupations
Persons Employed by Type of Work '
They Do 2 10
12, Persons Residing in Group Quarters
P efslcl)?::in()fgigup Absolute | Percent
quarters Change | Change
Persons in Group Quarters 1990- 1990- ¢
(universe: all persons) 1990 2000 1990 2000 2000 2000
Institutionalized persons: - 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Correctional institutions 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Nursing homes 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Mental (Psychiatric) hospitals 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Juvenile institutions 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Other institutions 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Non-institutionalized persons 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
College dormitories 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Military quarters 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Emergency shelters for
homeless 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Visible in street locations 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Other non-institutional group
quarters 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Total persons in group
uarters 0 0 0.0%* 0.0%* 0 0.0%

* Share of total population
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18. Household Size
Household Size (universe: occupied Share of Houscholds Absolute Percent
housing units) 1990 2000 Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)

1-person household 32 78 17.2% 17.7% 46 143.8%
D-person household 52 131 28.0% 29.8% 79 151.9%
3-person household 30 74 16.1% 16.8% 44 146.7%
4-person household 43 97 23.1% 22.0% 54 125.6%
S-person household 18 43 9.7% 9.8% 25 138.9%
6-person household 7 9 3.8% 2.0% 2 28.6%
7-or-more-person household 4 8 2.2% 1.8% 4 100.0%
19. Person Per Household

verage Nuil,iber of Persons per Household

universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000

‘Occupied housing 3.03 2.92

Owner-occupied housing 3.02 3.01

Renter-occupied housing 3.04 2.58
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure

Banks Overview and Tables

Number of occupants per room b Absolute Percent
Tenure(universe.!)occu;ied housingy 1990 2000 1990,1.501:2;' e of 20001.801:2; e of Change Change
units) 1990-2000 1990-2000
lOwner occupied: 119 337 100.0% 100.0% 218 183.2%
0.50 or less occupants per room 70 246 58.8% 73.0% 176 251.4%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 46 90 38.7% 26.7% 44 95.7%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 2 1 1.7% 0.3% -1 -50.0%
1.51 to 2.00-occupants per room 1 0 0.8% 0.0% -1 -100.0%
2.01 or morE occtipants-per rooty 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Overcrowded owner occupied units 3 1 2.5% 0.3% -2 -66.7%
Renter occupied:. 67 94 100.0% 100.0% 27 40.3%
0.50 or less occupants per room 27 47 40.3% 50.0% 20 74.1%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 34 42 50.7% 44.7% - 8 23.5%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 2 5 3.0% 5.3% 3 150.0%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants pér room 3 0 4.5% 0.0% -3 -100.0%
2.01 or more occupants per room 1 0 1.5% 0.0% -1 -100.0%
Overcrowded renter occupied units 6 5 9.0% 5.3% -1 -16.7%

* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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21. Household Type
Share of all Households Absolute Percent
. . . 1990 2000 Change Change
.iin(;:l;;ehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990_2%00 1990_2500
Persons living alone: 32 78 17.2%* 17.7%* 46 143.8%
Male householder 14 40 7.5%* 9.1%* 26 185.7%
Female householder 18 38 -9.7%* 8.6%* 20 111.1%
Family households: 146 337 78.5%* 76.6%* 191 130.8%
Married couple family: 106 282 72.6%** 83.7%** 176 166.0%
With children under 18 years 67 178 63.2%*** 63.1%%** 111 165.7%
No children under 18 years 39 104 36.8%*** | 36.9%*** 65 166.7%
Total single-parent households 31 45 21.2%** 13.4%** 14 45.2%
_Single-father family = 5 15 16.1%* %% | 33 30p%*k* 10 200.0%
Single-mother family 26 30 83.9%**** | 66.7%**** 4 15.4%
Other family households 9 10 6.2%** 3.0%** 1 11.1%
Non-family households 8 25 4.3%* 5.7%* 17 212.5%

*'The share of all households

**The share of all family households.

***The shdre of all martied-couple family households
****The share of single-parent family households
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22. Households by Age

Banks Overview and Tables

?{h:t:‘seeziﬁlg Ahsolute| Percent
Households by Age of | 1990 | 2000 C(i‘;';‘og_e (Ei‘;‘;“;{e
Householder (universe: .
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 2000) | 2000)
15 to 24 years 11 31 5.9% 7.0% 20 |[181.8%
25 to 34 years 55 142 29.6% 32.3% 87 1158.2%
35 to 44 years 46 136 24.7% 30.9% 90 | 195.7%
45 to 54 years 24 77 12.9% 17.5% | 53 220.8%
55 to 64 years 23 22 12.4% 5.0% -l -4.3%
65 to 74 years 14 16 7.5% 3.6% 2 14.3%
75 years and over 13 16 7.0% 3.6% 3 23.1%
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median .
Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | Household Income 2000 Median 1990-2000
. . . . . Household Income| Percent Change
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) | (converted to 1999 . doll . doll
dollars)** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $23,676 $31,599 $57,500 82.0%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFT) Category

2000 HAMFT* $53,700
© 30% $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% $51,015
Number of Households in
Percent of HAMFI 2000
30% or less 28
31-50% 33
- 51-60% 29
59-80% 53
81-95% 47
Over 95% 265
Total 456

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

Banks Overview and Tables

overty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent
universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change

status is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
ncome in 1989, 1999 at or above :
overty level: 496 1,223 86.7% 96.8% 727 146.6%
In married-couple families 387 966 67.7% 76.4% 579 149.6%
In other families: 71 154 12.4% 12.2% 83 116.9%
Male householder, no wife present 0 64 0.0% 5.1% 64 100.0%
Female householder, no husband present 71 90 12.4% 7.1% 19 26.8%
Unrelated individuals 38 103 6.6% 8.1% 65 171.1%

Income in 1989, 1999 below poverty

llevel: ** 76 41 13.3% 3.2% -35 -46.1%
In married-couple families 9 15 1.6% 1.2% - 6 66.7%
.In other families: 53 15 9.3% 1.2% -38 -71.7%
Male householder, no wife present 0 7 0.0% 0.6% 7 100.0%
Female householder, no husband present 53 8 9.3% 0.6% -45 -84.9%
Unrelated individuals 14 11 2.4% 0.9% -3 - -21.4%

Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is '

Determined 572 1,264 100.0% 100.0% 692 121.0%.

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or'tollege gtoup quartérs.
** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.
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29, Poverty by Race

Banks Overview and Tables

' Total number of
{Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 | 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)|  poverty**
'White 1,133 41 3.6% ’ 100.0%
iBlack/African American 1 0 0.0% 0.0%
lAmerican Indian/Alaskan Native 5 0 0.0% 0.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 39 0 0.0% 0.0%
Other Race 38 0 0.0% 0.0%
Two or More Races 48 0 0.0% 0.0%
All Other Races 86 0 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic Origin* 49 0 0.0% 0.0%
*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racidl categories. ‘
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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30. Rent
Monthly Gross Rent (universe: Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
speciﬁec)l' renter occupi(ed housing units) 1990 2000 Households Change Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000

enter Households 75 94 100.0% 100.0% 19 25,3%
Less than $200 0 1 0.0% 1.1% 1 100.0%
$200-$349 6 2 7.7% 2.1% -4 -65.5%
$350-$499 24 9 31.7% 9.6% -15 -62.2%
$500-$799 33 57 44.5% 60.6% 24 70.6%
$800-$999 10 6 13.3% 6.4% -4 240.0%
$1000 and above 0 14 0.0% 14.9% 14 100.0%
No cash rent 2 5 2.7% 5.3% 3 150.0%
31. Median Gross Rent

edian Gross Rent (universe: 1990 1990 2600 1990-2000
specified renter occupied housing units . (converted t01999 | . : Percent Change

aying: cash rent) (in 1989 dollars) dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollars) |
g/[onthly Rent $408 $545 $601 10.4%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

iedian Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 . 1990-2000
(universe: specified owner occupied housing | 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
units) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dellars) | (in same dollars)

edian Monthly Housing Costs $571 $762 $1,398 83.4%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Value of Housing Units

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 o o 2000 re :ii‘:'é%“a‘:l .
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1999 dolla rs)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollargs)
Median Value $56,500 $75,408 $165,100 118.9%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Findings in Beaverton:

Beaverton experienced a 43 percent increase in population from 1990 to 2000
(from 53,310 to 76,129).

Hispanic and Asian minority groups each represented at least 10 percent of the
total population and both groups are growing; the proportion of the White
population is decreasing,.

During the last decade, the number of Hispanics increased at a faster pace than
Asians/Pacific Islanders.

The majority of persons with a disability in 2000 had an employment disability —
4,400 persons ages 16 years and older.

One-third of seniors 65 years and older had a physical disability.

Thirty-five percent of seniors were living alone in 2000.

Beaverton has the greatest number of multi-family housing units along with the
greatest number of renters of all cities in the County.

Approximately 38 percent of all AIDS cases reported in Washington County since
1986 were in Beaverton. .

Almost half of all housing units are in multi-family structures.

The vacancy rate decreased 3 percentage points from 8.2% to 5.2% during the last
decade.

In 30 percent of all households, in Beaverton, the householder livedilone.

Rental occupied houses are about 5 times more likely to be overcrowded in
Beaverton.

Only about 30 percent of Beaverton’s households include children.

Household income for about 8 percent of the population was below the poverty
level in 2000.

Almost one-third of all households (30 percent) were cost-burdened.
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Summary

Population

Beaverton’s population reached 76,129 in 2000, an increase of 48 percent since 1990.
This increase is over twice the rate of the Oregon population change during the same

period (20 percent) and almost twice as much as Washington County (43 percent).

Although Beaverton has the second most minorities of all cities in Washington County
(20,094), Beaverton is predominantly white (74 percent). The minority population in
Beaverton is mainly composed of Hispanics and Asians/Pacific Islanders. Each of these
racial groups grew from 1990 to 2000 to represent at least 10 percent of all residents (11
percent and 10 percent, respectively). The Hispanic population in Beaverton increased
at a faster pace than the Asian/Pacific Islander population. In 2000, there were
approximately 900 more persons of Hispanic origin than of Asian/Pacific Islander. This
situation indicated a shift in the share thatboth:population groups represented in 1990.

Special Needs Population

The majority of persons ages 16 years and older have employment disabilities.
Approximately 4,400 persons over the age of 16 had an employment disability in 2000
this represents 7.3 percent of all persons 16 and over. Of the population ages 5, years and
older, almost 4,000 persons had a physical disability and 3,300 had a mental disability.
About one-third of seniors over 65 years and older had a physical disability.

There have been 102 cases of AIDS reported in Beaverton since 1986. This number
represents about 38 percent of all the cases reported in Washington County. Over 6,000
persons are estimated to have had alcohol or other drug treatment needs in Beaverton in

2000.

Housing and Households

The number of heusing units in Beaverton grew by 35 percent from 1990 to 2000, which
is less than the population growth rate (48 percent). Eighteen percent of all housing units

in Washington County are in Beaverton. The housing vacancy rate has substantially
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decreased since 1990 from 8.1 percent to 5.2 percent. Almost half of all housing units
are in multi-family structures in Beaverton, the greatest proportion of all cities in

Washington County.

Beaverton offers the most rental housing opportunities of all cities in Washington
County. Forty-seven percent of community housing units were rented in 2000. Although
11 percent of Beaverton residents were Hispanic, they occupied only 7 percent of all
householdsin 2000. This ethnic group is 6 times more likely to be renters than
homeowners in Bedverton. In addition, rental occupied houses are about 5 times more

likely to be overcrowded then owner occupied units.

In almost 30 percent of all households in Beaverton, the householder lived alone in 2000.
Beaverton has the gredtest number, of single-person households in Washington County
(9,163 m 2000) and the largest number of rental units in the area. Although 60 percent of
households in Beaverton were composed of families, only about 30 percent of
Beaverton’s households included children in 2000. Only fourteen percent of all family

households had children: and one-third of those were single-parent families.

IncomeError! Bookmark not defined. and Poverty
The median household income in Beaverton increased by only 6 percent from 1989

($45,313) to 1999 ($47,863). About 8 percent of the population was below the poverty
level. Nine percent of children (ages 0-17) and 7 percent of the elderly are amongst the

impoverished.

Housing Costs'

The median housing value more than doubled since 1990 to a level of almost $190,000,
while median income increased by under 6 percent. Owner housing costs increased by 21
percent, however median rent increased only 4 percent. Almost one-third -of all
households (30 percent) are cost-burdened. Thirty-six pércent of all renter households

and 23 percent of all owner-occupied households were cost-burdened.
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Annexation
From 1990 to 2000, 2,468 perSons and 1,049 housing units were annexed from
Washington County into Beaverton. Annexation accounted for 11 percent of Beaverton’s

population growth, and 13 percent of itq housing growth during the period.'

! To be taken into consideration when examining growth trends from 1990 to 2000.
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3. Population by Age

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 | 2000 Population Absolute Change Percent Change
population) 1990-2000 1990-2000
1990 2000
0-17 13,348 | 18,997 | 25.0% 25.0% 5,649 42.3%
under 5 4,229 | 5,497 7.9% 7.2% 1,268 30.0%
5-9 3,053 | 5,462 7.4% 7.2%, 1,509 38.2%
10-14 3,334 | 5,154 6.3% 6.8% 1,820 54.6%
15-17 1,832 | 2,884 3.4% 3.8% 1,052 57.4%
18-19 1,171 | 1,909 2.2% 2.5% 738 63.0%
20-24 4,127 | 6,138 7.7% 8.1% 2,011 48.7%
25-40 17,020 | 20,431 31.9% 26.8% 3,411 20.0%
41-64 12,781 |1 21,820 | 24.0% 28.7% 9,039 70.7%
65-84 4,195 | 5,662 7.9% 7.4% 1,467 35.0%
85 and over 668 1,172 1.3% 1.5% 504 75.4%
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Special Needs Population Groups

4. Elderly Population
. Absolute
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Share of Total Population Change Percent
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990- Change
. 1990 2000 2000 1990-2000
62 and over 5,789 7,942 10.9% 10.4% 2,153 37.2%
65 and over 4,863 6,834 9.1% 9.0% 1,971 40.5%
62-64 926 1,108 1.7% 1.5% 182 19.7%
65-74 2,651 3,063 5.0% 4.0% 412 15.5%
75-84 1,544 2,599 2.9% 3.4% 1,055 68.3%
85 and over 668 1,172 1.3% 1.5% 504 75.4%

S. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)

Elde}'ly Residing at Home or in Persons 65 and over Share

Group Quarters

Living at home 6,187 90.5%*
Living alone 2,171 35.1%**

Living in group quarters 647 9.5%*
Institutionalized 216 33.4%***
Non-institutionalized 431 66.6%***

* Share of all peisons 65 and over
** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home
*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters
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9. AIDS Population *
' # AIDS Cases | Cumulative
Year Reported Total
1986 2 2
1987 2 4
1988 8 12
1989 6 18
1990 5 23
1991 5 28
1992 7 35
1993 15 50
1994 8 58
1995 11 69
1996 11 80
1997 7 87
1998 2 89
1999 4 93
2000 2 95
2001 7 102
Total Cases Reported - 102-

Reporting System, 2001

10. Other Special Needs Population

*Source: Oregon Department of Human Serv1ces, HIV/AIDS Program, HIV/AIDS

Estimated Persons in Need of

Alcohol or Other Drug 2000 % Population* -
Treatment (universe: persons U

ages 10 and over)

Persons 6,126 9.4%**

*Estimated using the percentage of the population in Washington County estimated to
have treatment needs Washington County.

** The percentage of persons in Washington County 10 years and over that are
estimated to have a need for treatment; calculated by Oregon’s Department of Human
Services, Office of Mental Health and Addiction Services.
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C)

16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
lRace/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
(universe: all occupied housing | 1990 | 2000 Change Change
units) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 20,014 (24,731 90.6% 80.2% 4,717 23.6%
Black | 200 | 496 | 0.9% 1.6% 296, 148.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native| 99 145 0.4% 0.5% 46 46.5%
Asian/Pacific Islander 1,252 | 2,660 5.7% 8.6% 1,408 112.5%
-Or MOre races ) 0 625 0.0% 2.0% 625
Other 5 31 0.0% 0.1% 26 520.0%
ispanic 530 |2,133| 24% |- 6:9% 1,603 302.5%
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18. Household Size

ousehold Size (universe: occupied . Share of Households Absolute Percent
Rusing anits) 1990 2000 Change Change

i 1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 6,341 9,163 28.7% 29.7% 2,822 44.5%
2-person household 7,604 10,036 34.4% 32.6% 2,432 32.0%
3-person household 3,555 4,774 16.1% 15.5% 1,219 34.3%
4-person household 3,061 4,201 13.9% 13.6% 1,140 37.2%
5-person household 1,075 1,691 4.9% 5.5% 616 57.3%
6-person household 309 600 1.4% 1.9% 291 94.2%
7-or-more-person household 155 1356 0.7% 1.2% 201 129.7%
19. Person Per Household
A\;qrage Number of Persons per Household
(universe:.occupied housing units) 1990 2000

ccupied housing 2.39 2.44

Owner-occupied housing 2.74 2.67

Renter-occupied housing 2.09 2.23
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure
Share of Total Absolute Percent
Tenure by occupants per room Change 1990- | Change 1990-
|(universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000 1990 2000 2000 2000
Owner occupied: 10,383 14,759 100.0% 100.0% 4,376 42.1%
0.50 or less occupants per room 8,223 12,009 79.2% 81.4% 3,786 46.0%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 2,034 2,498 19.6% 16.9% 464 22.8%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 84 177 0.8% 1.2% 93 110.7%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 38 68 0.4% 0.5% 30 78.9%
2.01 or more occupants per foom 4 7 0.0% 0.0% 3 75.0%
Overcrowded owner occupied units 126 252 12% 1.7% 126 100.0%
Renter occupied: 11,717 16,071 100.0% 100.0% 4,354 37.2%
0.50 or less-occupants, per room 7,633 8,899 65.1% 55.4% 1,266 16.6%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 3,600 5,601 30.7% 34.9% 2,001 55.6%
1.01 to 1.50 eccupants per-room 275 877 2.3% 5.5% 602 218,%%
1.51 to 2.00. occupants per room 162 491 1.4% 3.1% 329 203.1%
2.01 or more occupants per room 47 203 0.4% 1.3% 156 331.9%
Overcrowded renter occupied units 484 1,571 4.1% 9.8% 1,087 224.6%

* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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21. Household Type
Share of Total Absolute Percent
. . . . 1990 2000 Change Change
an(;rss)ehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990_20%0
Persons living alone: 6,341 9,163 28.7%* 29.7%* 2,822 44.5%
Male householder 2,525 4,004 11.4%* 13.0%* 1,479 58.6%
Female householder 3,816 5,159 17.3%* 16.7%* 1,343 35.2%
Family households: 13,844 18,656 62.6%* 60.5%* 4,812 34.8%
Married couple family: 11,160 14,433 50.5%** 46.8%** 3,273 29.3%
With children under 18 years 5,667 7,376 25.6%*** | 23.9%*** 1,709 30.2%
No children under 18 years 5,493 7,057 24.9%*** | 22.9%*** 1,564 28.5%
Total single-parent households 1,779 2,579 12.9%** 13.8%** 800 45.0%
Single-father family 291 598 18.9%**** | 24.9%**+* 305 90.5%
- Single-mother family 1,067 1,560 B1.1%a%*** | 75 19pkwkx 495 34.3%
Other family households 905 1,644 6.5%%* 8.8%** 739 81.7%
Non-family households 1,915 3,002 8.7%** 9.7%** 1,087 56.8%

* The share of all households
**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
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Beaverton Overview and Tables

22. Households by Age
Absolute| Percent
Households by Age of 1990 Share 2000 Share Change ' Change
Householder (universe: of All of All (1990- (1990-
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 HouseholdsHouseholds- 2000)  2000)
15 to 24 years 22,100 | 30,821 7.6% 8.2% 8,721 | 39.5%
25 to 34 years 1,675 | 2,542 28.8% 23.8% | 867 | 51.8%
35 to 44 years 6,357 | 7,348 26.2% 23.7%. 991 15.6%
45 to 54 years 5790 | 7,302 14.4% 20.3% 1,512 | 26.1%
55 to 64 years 3,190 | 6,263 9.1% 10.4% 3,073 | 96.3%
65 to 74 years 2,005 | 3,200 7.8% 6.2% 1,195 | 59.6%
75 years and over 1,723 | 1912 | 62% 73% . 189 | 11.0%
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Income and Housing Costs

24. Household Income

Beaverton Overview and Tables

Absolute | Percent
1990 1990 Share|1990 Share Change | Change
1990 (coriverted 2000 of Total | of Total 1990-2000, 1990-2000

Household Income* (universe;| (in 1989 | to 1999 (in 1999 | (in 1989 | (in 1999 {2000 Share| (insame ! (in same
occupied housing units) dollars) | dollars)** | dollars) dollars). dollars) | of Total | dollars)>  dollars)
Less than $10,000 1,720 1,289 1,516 7.7% 5.8% 4.9% 227 "17.6%
$10,000 to $14,999 1,643 838 1,254 7.4% 3.8% 4.1% 416 49.6%
$15,000 to $19,999 1,852 1,231 1,531 8.3% 5.5% 5.0% 300 24.4%
1$20,000 to $24,999 2,338 1,387 1,985 10.5% 6.2% 6.4% 598 43.1%
$25,000 to $29,999 1,890 1,629 2,172 8.5% 7.3% 7:0% 543 33.4%
$30,000 to $34,999 2,062 1,642 2,256 9.3% 7.4% 7.3% 614 37.4%
$35,000 to $39,999 1,724 1,416 1,846 7.7% 6.4% 6.0% 430 30.4%
$40,000 to $44,999 1,551 1,544 1,867 7.0% 6.9% 6.1% 323 20.9%
$45,000 to $49,999 1,341 1,379 1,529 6.0% 6.2% 5.0% 150 10.9%
$50,000 to $59,999 1,829 2,412 2,888 8.2% 10.8% 9.4% 476 19.7%
$60,000 to $74,999 2,146 2,488 3,615 9.6% 11.2% 11.7% 1,127 45.3%
$75,000 to $99,999 1,254 2,831 3,694 5.6% 12.7% 12.0% 863 30.5%
$100,000 to $124,999 542 946 2,028 2.4% 4.3% 6.6% 1,082 114.3%
$125,000 to $149,999 142 587 1,086. 0.6% 2.6% 3.5% 499 85.1%
$150,000 or more 213 628 1,566 1.0% 2.8% 5.1% 938 149.2%
$150,000 to $199,999 0 415 988 0.0% 1.9% 3.2% 573 138.3%
$200,000 or more 0 214 578 0.0% 1.0% 1.9% 364 170:3%

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census data collection.

**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation so that a meaningful comparison may be made.

O
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median
Household Income 2000 Median
W?’[edian Household Income* 1990 Median Household | (converted to 1999 |Household Income| Percent Change
universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) dollars)** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $33,951 $45,313 $47,863 5.6%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation so that a meaningful comparison may be made.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFT) Category, 2000

2000 HAMFI* $ 53,700

30% $16,110

50% $ 26,850

’ 60% $ 32,220

80% $ 42,960

95% $51,015

Number of Households in 2000 with
Percent of HAMFI income at % HAMFI

30% or less 3,110
31-50% 3,980
51-60% 2,370

61-80% 3,832 .
81-95% 2,957
Over 95% 14,584
Total 30,833

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area (family size of 4).
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D

30. Rent
Share. of Total Renter
‘Households Absolute Percent

Monthly Gross Rent (universe: Change 1990-| Change 1990-
specified renter occupied housing units) 1990 2000 1990 2000 2000 - 2000

enter Households 11,670 16,071 100.0% 100.0% 4,401 37.7%
_ess than $200 164 343 1.4% 2.1% 179 109.0%
$200-$349 240 153 2.1% 1.0% -87 ~36.3%
$350-$499 1,112 715 9.5% 4.4% -397 -35.7%
$500-$799 6,610 9,860 56.6% 61.4% 3,250 49.2%
$800-$999 2,235 2,713 19.2% 16.9% 478 21.4%
$1000 and above 1,225 2,078 10.5% 12.9% 853 69.6%
INo cash rent 77 209 0.7% 1.3% 132 171.4%
31. Median Gross Rent
Median Gross Rent (universe:
specified renter occupied housing units 1990 (converted | 2000 (in 1999 |Percent Change

aying cash rent) 1990 (in 1989 dollars) | t01999 dollars)* dollars) (in same dollars
E/Ionth]y Rent $508 $678 $706 4.1%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income

Share of Total Renter
ross rent as a Percentage of Households
household income (universe: specified Absolute Percent
enter occupied households paying cash Change Change
ent) 1990 2000 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
Less than 20 percent 3,934 5,161 33.7% 32.1% 1,227 31.2%
20 to 24 percent 2,019 2,685 17.3% 16.7% 666 33.0%
25 10 29 percent 1,663 2,170 14.3% 13.5% 507 30.5%
30 to-34 percent 756 1,392 6.5% 8.7% 636 84.1%
35-percent or more 3,130 4,270 26.8% 26.6% 1,140 36.4%
Not computéd 168 393 1.4% 2.4% 225 133.9%
ICost-burdened Renter Households 3,886 5,662 33.8% 36.1% 1,776 45.7%
* Households where 30% or more of household income is spent on rent.
33. Monthly Owner Housing Cost A
Share of Total Owner
onthly Owner Housing Cost Households Absolute Percent
universe: specified owner occupied Change Change
ousing units) 1990 2000 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
Total 9,195 13,271 100.0% 100.0% 4,076 44.3%
ess than $300 283 357 3.1% 2.7% 74 26.1%
$300-$499 920 1,673 10.0% 12.6% 753 81.8%
$500-$699 752 591 8.2% 4.5% -161 -21.4%
1$700-$999 1,995 1,728 21.7% 13.0% -267 -13:4%
$1000-$1499 3,335 4,369 36.3% 32.9% 1,034 31.0%
$1500-$1999 1,282 2,832 13.9% 21.3% 1,550 120.9%
$2000 and over 489 1,721 5.3% 13.0% 1,232 251.9%

C
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

Beaverton Overview and Tables

edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
(universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change

its) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars)| (in same dollars)
[Median Monthly Housing Costs $862 $1,150 $1,387 20.6%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Cornelius Overview and Tables

Findings in Cornelius:

Cornelius experienced a 57 % increase in population from 1990 to 2000.

The share that Whites represent of the total population decreased from 81 % in
1990 to 58 % in 2000.

Of all areas in Washington County, Cornelius has the smallest share that White’s
represent of the total population.

The Hispanic population increased by more than double during the 1990s, from
960 to 3,609 persons capturing'37 % of the Cornelius population.

Of persons ages 16 years and older, 14 %, or 1,173, suffered from an employment
disability in 2000; the number of persons with a go-outside home disability
reached 941.

Thirty-four percent of seniors had a physical disability in 2000.

The average number of persons per household increased during the 1990s (from
2.93 to 3.31), which was at least partly attributed to lower growth rates for
housing than population.

Of all housing units in Cornelius, almost 70% are single-family homes.

The percentage of renter households declined from 40% of all households to

29 %.

Thirty percent of persons ages 65 and older were living alone in 2000.

Renters of Hispanic origin in Cornelius increased while the number of white
renters decreased.

There were 460 overcrowded households in 2000.

Overcrowded renter households more than doubled since 1990 to reach over 30 %
in 2000.

About 16 percent of the population had income below the poverty level.

More than one-third of all households (36%) are cost-burdened - 48% were renter

households and 31%, owner occupied households.
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Cornelius Overview and Tables

Population
Two percent of the Washington County’s population resides in Cornelius. Cornelius’

population grew by 60 percent during the 1990s from 6,148 to 9,652. This increase is
three times the rate of the Oregon population charige during the same period (20 percent)

and higher than that for Washington County (43 percent).

Cornelius’ population is predominantly white. However, the share that Whites represent
of the total population decreased from 81 percent in 1990 to 58 percent in 2000. The
Hispanic population increased by more than double during the same time from 960 to
3,609 persons capturing 37 percent of the Cornelius population. Other minority groups

saw an increase, but combined they equal only: 426 persons.
The distribution of persons by age group remained about the same from 1990 to 2000.

Special Needs Population
Of persons ages 16 years and older, 17 percent, or 1,173, suffered from an employment

disability in 2000 and the numbes of persons with a go-outside home disability reached
941. Those with self-care limitations decreased in number and proportion though the
numbers are small. Thirty-four percent of seniors had a physical disability in 2000.
There were 6 AIDS cases reported in Cornelius during the past decade.

Thirty percent of persons ages 65 and older were living alone in 2000.

The estimated number of persons to be in need of alcohol or other drug treatment in 2000
is 729.

Housing and Households

The number of housing units in Cornelius grew by 40 percent from 1990 to 2000.
Housing growth was less than population growth, which accounts for the increase in the

average number of persons per household (from 2.93 to 3.31). The housing vacancy rate
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has increased from 2.4% to 4.1%. Of all housing units in Cornelius, almost 70 percent
are single-family homes. The number and share of owner-occupied households increased
és well. The share of multi-family housing units decreased by 7 percentage points during
the 1990s and the percentage of renter-households declined from 40 percent of all
households to 29 percent.

Renters of Hispanic origin in Cornelius increased while the number of White renters

decreased. Home ownership for both groups, however, increased from 1990 to 2000.

As mentioned above, household size has grown. In 2000, the number of households with
7 occupants increased approximately 2.5 times since 1990, from 58 to 200. There were
460 overcrowded households in 2000. Both owner and renter occupied households
experienced an increase of overcrowded. conditions. Overcrowded renter households

more than doubled since 1990 to reach over 30 percent in 2000.

Income’ and Poverty

The median household income of in Cornelius increased by 27.1 percent from 1989
($36,164) to 1999 ($45,959), which was higher than for most of Washington County.
Despite the large increase in median income, about 16 percent of the population had

income below the poverty level.

Housing CostsError! Bookmark not defined.

The median housing value increased by 79 percent from 1990 to 2000, but only to
$140,000 this is about $40,000 less than median housing value for Washington County.
Owner housing costs increased by 30 percent, however median rent increased only 13
percent. More than one-third of all households (36 percent) are cost-burdened - 48

percent were renter households and 31 percent were owner occupied households.

I Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999 dollar value.
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Annexation
From 1990 to 2000, 6 persons and 3 housing units were annexed from the county into
Cornelius. Annexation accounted for less than 1 percent of Comnelius*s population and

housing growth during the period.

2 To be taken into consideration when examining growth trends from 1990 to 2000:
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3. Population by Age

Comelius Overview and Tables

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 | 2000 Population Absolute Change 1990- | Percent Change 1990-
population) 2000 2000
1990 2000
0-17 1,940 | 3,133 31.6% 32.5%. 1,193 61.5%
under 5 601 | 970 9.8% 10.1% 369 61.4%
5-9 581 | 922 9.5% 9.6% 341 58.7%
10-14 494 | 787 8.0% 8.2% 293 59.3%
15-17 264 | 454 4.3% 4.7% 190 72.0%
18:19 184 | 291 3.0% 3.0% 107 58.2%
20-24 455 | 773 7.4% 8.0% 318 69.9%
25-40 1,731 | 2,558 28.2% 26.5% 827 47.8%
41-64 1,276 | 2,310 20.8% 23.9% 1,034 81.0%
65-84 513 | 526 8.3% 5.5% 13 2.5%
85 and over 49 61 0.8% 0.6% 12 24.5%
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Cornelius Overview and Tables

4. Elderly Population
. . Absolute
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Share of Total Population Change Percent
1990 2000 Change
ages 62 and over) 1990-
1990 2000 2000 1990-2000
62 and over 667 750 10.9% 7.8% 83 12.4%
65 and over 562 587 9.1% 6.1% 25 4.5%
62-64 105 163 1.7% 1.7% 58 55.2%
65-74 290 318 4.7% 3.3% 28 9.7%
75-84 223 208 3.6% 2.2% -15 -6.7%
85 and over 49 61 0.8% 0.6% 12 24.5%
5. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)
1 - .
léﬁl:;zﬁesndmg at Home or in Group Persons 65 and Over Share
Living at home 578 98.5%*
Living alone 186 32.2%%*
Living in group quarters 9 1.5%*
Institutionalized 5 55.6%***
Non-institutionalized 4 44.4%***

* Share-of all persons 65 and over

** Share of all persons 65 and ovet living at home
*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters
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Cornelius Overview and Tables

15. Tenure
Tenure of Households Share of Households %l;lsolutg Percent
(universe: occupied 1990 ' 2000 ange | Change
[housing units) * 1990 2000 | D20 | 1990
2000 2000
Total Households 2,089 | 2,878 100.0% 100.0% 789 37.8%
[Owner occupied 1,254 | 2,046 60.0% 71.1% 792 | 63.2%
Renter occupied 835 832 40.0% 28.9% -3 -0.4%
* Occupied housing unit is the same as household
16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
Race/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
universe: all occupied housing | 1990 | 2000 Change Change
its) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 1,853 | 2,095 | 88.7% 72.7% 242 13.1%
lack 7 15 0.3% 0.5% 8 114.3%
lAmerican Indian/Alaskan Native| 17 23 0.8% 0.8% 6 35.3%
Asian/Pacific Islander 18 40 0.9% 1.4% 22 122.2%
2 or moreraces 0, 47 0.0% 1.6% 47 100.0%
Other 2 2 0.1% 0.1% 0 0.0%
ispanic 192 658 9.2% 22.8% 466 242.7%
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18. Household Size
household Size (universe: occupied - Share of Houscholds Absolute Percent
ousing units) 1990 2000 Change Change

?\ 1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 390 458 18.7% 15.9% 68 17.4%
2-person household 636 808 30.4% 28.1% 172 27.0%
3-person household 377 472 18.0% 16.4% 95 25.2%
4-person household 381 514 18.2% 17.8% 133 34.9%
5-person household 169 298 8.1% 10.3% 129 76.3%
6-person household 78 130 3.7% 4.5% 52 66.7%
7-or-more-person hapsehold 58 200 2.8% 6.9% 142 244.8%
19. Person Per Household
Average Number of Persons per Household
(universe: oceupied housing units) 1990 2000
|Occupied housing | 2.93 3.31

Owner-occupied housing 2.79 3.24

Renter-océupied! housing 3.13 3.49
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21. Household Type
Share of all Households Absolute Percent
. . . 1990 2000 Change Change
H(;:lsehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 199 0_2500 1 990_2{;’00
ersons living alone: 390 458 18.7%* 15.9%* 68 17.4%
Male householder 160 195 7.7%* 6.8%* 35 21.9%
Female householder 230 263 11.0%* 9.1%* 33 14.3%
amily households: ‘ 1,583 2,245 75.8%* 78.0%* 662 41.8%
Married couple family: 1,249 1,780 78.9%** 79.3%** 531 42.5%
With children under 18 years 720 1,026 57.6%*** 57.6%*** 306 42.5%
No children under 18 years 529 754 42 4%*** 42 4%*** 225 42:5%
Total single-parent households 228 279 14.4%** 12.4%** 51 22.4%
Single-father family 66 88 28.9%**** | 31 5%%*** 22 33.3%
Single-mother family 162 191 T1.1%**** | 68.5%**** 29 17.9%
Other family households 106 186 6.7%** 8.3%** 80 75.5%
Non-family households 116 177 5.6%* 6.1%* 61 52.6%

* The share of all households

**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
****The share of single-parent family households
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22. Households by Age

Share of Al |Apgolutel Ptercent

Households by Ageof | 19909 | 2000 Households Change | Change
Householder (universe: (1990- | (1990-
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 2000) | 2000)
15 to 24 years 133 150 6.4% 5.2%. 17 12.8%
25 t0 34 years 570 767 27.3% 26.6% 197 34.6%
35 to 44 years 534 730 25.6% 25.3% 196 36.7%
45 to 54 years 288 528 13.8% 18.3% 240 | 83.3%
55 to 64 years 189 340 9.0% 11.8% 151 | 79.9%
65 to 74 years 189 190 9.0% 6.6% 1. 0.5%
75 years and over 186 175 8.9% 6.1% -11 -5.9%
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24. Household Income

Comelius Overview and Tables

1990 1990 Share Absolute | Percent
1990 (in (converted 1990 Share| of Al |2000 Share| Change | Change
1989 to 1999 2000 of All |Households| of Al (1990-2000 19?0—2000

Household Income* (universe:| dollars) dollars)** Households| (1999 |Households| (in same | (in same
foccupied housing units) dollars) dollars) dollars)
ess than $10,000 284 213 179 13.5% 10.1% 6.2% -34 -15.9%
$10,000 to $14,999 147 108 139 7.0% 5.1% 4.8% 31 29.1%
$15,000 to $19,999 243 110 156 11.6% 5.2% 5.4% 46 41.6%
$20,000 to $24,999 264 182 204 12.6% 8.7% 7.1% 22 12.2%
$25,000 to $29,999 164 192 158 7.8% 9.2% 5.5% -34 -17.9%
$30,000 to $34,999 191 173 153 9.1% 8.3% 5.3% -20 -11.7%
35,000 to $39,999 151 123 140 7.2% 5.9% 4.9% 17 14.0%
$40,000 to $44,999 165 143 269 7.9% 6.8% 9.3% 126 88.2%
$45,000 to $49,999 71 123 198 3.4% 5.9% 6.9% 75 60.4%
$50,000 to $59,999 198 240 336 9.4% 11.4% 11.6% 96 39.9%

$60,000 to $74,999 148 195 445 7.1% 9.3% 15.4% 250 128.1%
$75,000 to $99,999 50 223 297 2.4% 10.6% 10.3% 74 33.4%

$100,000 to $124,999 9 38, 159 0.4% 1.8% 5.5% 121 317.9%
$125,000 to $149,999 7 17 18 0.3% 0.8% 0.6% 1 5.0%
$150,000 or more 7 19 34 0.3% 0.9% 1.2% 15 83.4%
$150,000 to $199,999 0 11 12 0.0% 0.5% 0.4% 1 4.4%

$200,000 or more 0 7 22 0.0% 0.3% 0.8% 15 - 212.4%

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the yeat'preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median .
(Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | Household Income H 200110 1}‘4:;1 1an p 1992%2100
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) | (converted to 1999 ouselo’d ncome) rercent LAaange
‘ dollarsy** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $27,096 $36,164 $45,959 27.1%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars weie adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 HAMFI* $53,700
30% $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
80% - $42,960
95% $51,015
Number of Households in
Percent of HAMFI 2000
30% or less 353
31-50% 384
51-60% 167
59-80% 331
81-95% 396
Over 95% 1,255
Total ‘ 2,885

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

Comelius Overview and Tables

[Poverty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent
{(universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change
istatus is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
t[ncome in 1989, 1999 at or above
overty level: 5492 8,012 90.1% 83.9% 2,520 45.9%
In married-couple. families 4,394 6,245 72.1% 65.4% 1,851 42.1%
In other families: 496 918 8.1% 9.6% 422 85.1%
Male householder, no wife present 127 477 2.1% 5.0% 350 275.6%
Female householder, no husband present 369 441 6.1% 4.6% 72 19.5% |
Unrelated individuals 602 849 9.9% 8.9% 247 41.0%
conte in 1989, 1999 below poverty
evel:**_ . 602 1,539 9.9% 16.1% 937 155.6%
In married-couple families 321 876 5.3% 9.2% 555 172.9%
In other families: 150 435 2.5% 4.6% 285 190.0%
Male householder, no wife present 91 191 1.5% 2.0% 100 109.9%
Female householder, no husband present 59 244 1.0% 2.6% 185 313.6%
Unrelated individuals 131 228 2.1% 2.4% 97 74.0%
Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is
Determined 6,094 9,551 100.0% 100.0% 3,457 56.7%

*Povertty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.
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29. Poverty by Race

Cornelius Overview and Tables

Total number of
(Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty |poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)| poverty**
'White 6,543 577 8.8% 37.5%
Black/African American 48 0 0.0% 0.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 90 38 42.2% 2.5%
Asian/Pacific Islander 124 32 25.8% 2.1%
Other Race 2,526 871 34.5% 56.6%
Twe or More Races 220 21 9.5% 1.4%
All Other Races 2,746 892 32.5% 58.0%
Hispanic Origin* 3,612 1,052 29.1% 68.4%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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30. Rent
. Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
v‘:;g;ggg g;;)esrs iﬁﬂ;&n&f:;g units) 1990 2000 Households | Change Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
Renter Households 835 824 100.0% 100.0% -11 -1.3%
ess than $200 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
$200-$349 13 : 0 1.6% 0.0% -13 -100.0% |
$350-$499 147 60 17.6% 7.3% -87 -59.1%
$500-$799 503 542 60.3% 65.8% 39 7.7%
$800-$999 142 120 17.0% 14.6% -22 -15.4%
$1000 and above 30 74 3.6% 9.0% 44 146.7%
i(No cash rent 0 28 0.0% 3.4% 28 100.0%
31, Median Gross Rent
ed_?ndcmtss Rent (.undi\lilerse.: ) 1990 , :t9scvi0t 1000 2000 . 199!:%2]00
ecified renter occupied housing units . converted tol . ercen ange
I:iying cash rent) i ® (in 1989 dollars) dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollargs)
Vonthly Rent $446 $595 $671 12.7%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparisen purposes.
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

E:edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
nits). (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)

[Median Monthly Housing Costs $680 $908 $1,179 29.9%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Value of I-Iousing Units

Comelius Overview and Tables

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000

. . . . . (converted to | .. Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1999 dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollars)
Median Value $58,500 $78,077 $139,400 78.5%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Durham Overview and Tables

Findings in Durham:

Durham experienced a 54 % increase in population from 1990 to 2000 (from 748
to 1,382).

The share that Whites represent of the total population decreased from 93% in
1990 to 86% in 2000. The Hispanic population increased by more than double |
during the same time, from 13 to 108 persons capturing 8% of the Durham
population.

Of persons ages 16 years and older, 23%, or 60, suffered from an employment
disability in 2000; the number of persons with a go-outside home disability
reached 45.

Eighteen percent of seniors had a physical disability in 2000.

Housing growth was less than population growth, which accounts for the decrease

Durham experienced in the average number of persons per household (from 2.89
to 2.62)

Of all housing units in Durham, almost 60% are single-family homes.

The percentage of renter households increased from 13% of all households to
44% in 2000.

Renters of Hispanic origin in Durham increased, as did the number of white
renters.

There were 26 overcrowded households in 2000.

Overcrowded renter households more than doubled since 1990 to reach over 11%
in 2000.

About 11% of the population had income below the poverty level.

In 2000, over half of Durham’s renters were cost-burdehed, 22% of owners were

cost-burdened.

Summary

Population

Less than one percent of Washington County’s population resides in Durham. Durham’s

population grew by 85 percent during the 1990s from 748 to 1,382. This increase is more
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Durham Overview and Tables

than four times the rate of the Oregon population change during the same period (20

percent) and almost three times the rate of Washington County (43 percent).

Durham’s population is predominantly White with a share in 2000 of 86 percent of the
total population. However, the share that Whites represented decreased from 93 percent
in 1990. The Hispanic population increased by 730 percent during the same time, but the
number was only 13 in 1990 and 108 in 2000. Still'persons of Hispanic origin captured 8
percent of Durham’s population in 2000. Persons in other minority groups are few, with
none reaching more than 40. Asians and persons in the ‘other race’ category decreased,

but the numbers are not significant.

The population in all age groups increased, especially children ages 0-14 years and the

corresponding age groups of their parents.

Special Needs Population

There were no AIDS cases reported in Durham during the past decade.

The estimated number of persons to be in need of alcohol or other drug treatment in 2000
is 106.

There are no group quarters in Durham.

Housing and. Households

The number of housing units in Durham grew by 284 units from 1990 to 2000: Most
housing growth was due to ‘an increase of multi-family housing units from 25 in 1900 to
219 in 2000. The housing vacancy rate increased from 3.4% to.4.3%. Sixty percent of all
housing units were single-family homes in 2000, despite the large increase in the number

of renter households.

Persons in a minority population group occupy 31 percent of renter households, which is

double the proportion minorities, hold in the population.
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There were no overcrowded living conditions reported among homeowners in- 2000, and
only one was reported in 1990. Only 26, or 11 percent of renter households were

overcrowded at the timé.
In 2000, families, three-quarters of which were married-couple families, occupied almost
75 percent of all households. Twenty-three percent of persons over 65 years were living

alone.

Income and Poverty

The median household income of in Durham decreased by 33 percent from 1989"
($77,611) to 1999 ($51,959). Durham was the one of the only places to experience such a
huge decline in all of Washington County. Despite the decrease, almost two-thirds of
households had income 80 percent or above the 1999 HUD adjusted median family

income in 2000.

The poverty rate was 10.8 percent. Poverty amongst the Hispanic population and persons

of “other race” in Durham was over 30 percent.

Housing Costs

The median housing value increased by 37 percent from 1990 to 2000, which-was a lower
rate than in other areas in Washington County. However, the median value in 2000 was
$248,300, which is $63,500 more than median housing value for Washington County.
Owner housing costs increased by only 4 percent, however median rent increased by 26
percent over the past decade. Over one-half of renter households (54 percent) and 22

percent of owner occupied households were cost-burdened.

Annexation

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999-dollar value.
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From 1990 to 2000, no persons or housing units were annexed from the county into
Durham. Annexation accounted for none-of Durham’s population and housing growth

during the period.?

% To be taken into consideration when examining growth trends from 1990 to 2000.
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3. Population by Age

Durham Overview and Tables

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 | 2000 Population Absolute Change 1990- | Percent Change 1990-
population) 2000 2000
1990 2000
0-17 226 | 427 30.2% - 30:9% 201 88.9%
under 5 61 | 121 8.1% 8.8% 60 98.4%
5-9 67 132 9.0% 9.6% 65 97.0%
10-14 62 117 8.3% 8.5% 55 88.7%
15-17 36 57 4.8% 4.1% 21 58.3%
18-19 12 24 1.6% 1.7% 12 100.0%
20-24 24 66 3.2% 4.8% 42 175.0%
25-40 152 | 286 20.3% 20.7% 134 88.2%
41-64 296 | 497 39.6% 36.0% 201 67.9%
65-84 37 79 5.0% 5.7% 42 113.5%
85 and over 1 3 0.1% 0.2% 2 200.0%
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Special Needs Population Groups

Durham Overview and Tables

4. Elderly Population
. Absolute
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons 1990 2000 Share of Total Population Change lé‘;::ﬁ;:
ages 62 and over) 1990- )
1990 2000 2000 | 1990 2000
62 and over 61 104 8.2% 7.5% 4300.0% 70.5%
65 and over 38 82 5.1% 5.9% 4400.0% | 115.8%
62-64 23 22 3.1% 1.6% -100.0% -4.4%
65-74 26 52 3.5% 3.8% 2600.0% | 100.0%
75-84 11 27 1.5% 2.0% 1600.0% | 145.5%
85 and over 1 3 0.1% 0.2% 200.0% | 200.0%
S. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)
Elderly Residing at Home or in Persons 65 and over Share
Group Quarters
Living at home 82 100%*
Living alone 19 23.2%%*
Living in group quarters 0 0%*
Institutionalized 0 0%***
Non-institutionalized 0 0%***
* Share of all persons 65 and over
** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home
*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters
Durham
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Durham Overview and Tables

15. Tenure
Tenure of Housé¢holds i Share of Households Abso!ute Percent
. . Charnge | Change
(universe: occupied 1990 | 2000 1990 1990
. . * - -
fhousing units) 1990 2000 2000 | 2000
Total Households 259 529 100.0% 100.0% 270 | 104.2%
{Owner occupied 226 296 87.3% 56.0% 70 31.0%
Renter occupied 33 233 12.7% 44.0% 200 | 606.1%
* Occupied housing unit is the same as household
16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
ace/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
universe: all occupied housing | 1990 | 2000 Change Change
its) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 247 472 95.4%- 89.4% 225 91.1%
Black 2 3 0.8% 0.6% 1 50.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 0 6 0.0% 1.1% 6 100.0%
sian/Pacific Islander 9 9 3.5% 1.7% 0 0.0%
Or MOz€ races 0 7 0.0% 1.3% 7 100.0%
[Other 0 1 0.0% 0.2% 1 100.0%
ispanic 1 30 0.4% 5.7% 29 2900.0%
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18. Household Size
Household Size (universe: occupied Share of Households Absolute Percent
housing units) 1990 2000 Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)

1-person household 29 100 11.2% 18.9% 71 244.8%
D-person household 94 203 36.3% 38.4% 109 116.0%
3-person household 48 89 18.5% 16.9% 41 85.4%
4-person household 59 92 22.8% 17.4% 33 55.9%
5-person-household 25 31 9.7% 5.9% 6 24.0%
6-person household 2 6 0.8% 1.1% 4 200.0%
7-or-more-person household 2 7 0.8% 1.3% 5 250,0%
19. Person Per Household
Average Number of Persons per Household
(universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000
Occupied housing 2.89 2.62

Owner-occupied housing 2.92 2.64

Renter-occupied housing 2.64 2.59
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure
umber of occupants per room b Absolute Percent
Tenure(universe?occug;ed housingy 1990 2000 1990TS]t1alr e of ZOOQTSl:a;‘ e of Change Change
|units) o o 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
wner occupied: 226 296 100.0% 100.0% 70 31.0%
.50 or less occupants per room 188 254 83.2% 85.8% 66 35.1%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 37 42 16.4% 14.2% 5 13.5%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 1 0 -0.4% 0.0% -1 -100.0%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
2.01 or more occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Oyercrowded owner occupied units 1- 0 0.4% 0.0% -1 -100.0%
Renter occupied: . 33 233 100.0% 100.0% 200 606.1%
10.50 or less occupants per room 21 117 63.6% 50.2% 96 457.1%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 11 90 33.3% 38.6% 79 718.2%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 1 14 3.0% 6.0% 13 1300.0%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 0 12 0.0% 5.2% 12 1000%
2.01 or more occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0% .
Overcrowded renter occupied units 1 26 3.0% 11.2% 25 2500.0%

* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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21. Household Type

Share of all Households Absolute Percent
. i . . 1990 2000 Change Change
g:;;;ehom Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 | 19902000 | 1990-2000
Persons living alone: 29 100 11.2%* 18.9%* 71 244.8%
Male householder 10 42 3.9%* 8.0%* 32 320.0%
Female householder 19 58 7.3%* 11.0%* 39 205.3%
Family households: 219 392 84.6%* 74.2%* 173 79.0%
Married couple family: 200 300 91.3%** 76.5%** 100 50.0%
With children under 18 years : 107 154 53.5%%** 51.3%*** 47 43.9%
No children under 18 years 93 146 46.5%*** 48.7%*** 53 57.0%
Total single-parent households 14 74 6.4%** 18.9%** 60 428.6%
Single-father family 3 11 21.4%**** | 14 9%**** 8 266.7%
Single-mother family 11 63 78.6%**** | B85.1%**** 52 472.7%
Other family households 5 18 2.3%** 4.6%** 13 260.0%
Non-family households 11 36 4.2%* 6.8%* 25 227.3%

* The share of all households

**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
****The share of single-parent family households
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22. Households by Age

%l?::eﬁiﬁl; Absolute| Percent
Households by Ageof | 1990 = 2000 %’;‘;‘Og_"’ '(Ei‘;‘;‘(%_e
[Householder (universe:
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 2000) 2000
15 to 24 years 0 30 0.0% 5.7% 30. | 100.0%
25 to 34 years 31 108 12.0% 20.5% 77 248.4%
35 to 44 years 91 118 35.1% 22.3% 27 29.7%
45 to 54 years 70 143 27.0% 27.1% 73 104.3%
55 to 64 years 40 78 15.4% 14.8% 38 95.0%
65 to 74 years 17 30 6.6% 5.7% 13 76.5%
75 years and over 10 21 3.9% 4.0% 11 110.0%
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Income and Housing Costs

24. Household Income

1990 Share Absolute | Percent
1990 (in 1990 1990 Share| of All |2000 Skare| Change | Change
1989 (ct‘(’)“i";’;‘;d 2000 of All |Households| of Al |1990-2000 1990-2000
Household Income* (universe:| dollars) dollarsy** Households| (1999 {Households (insame | (insame
ccupied housing units) dollars) dollars) dollars)
Less than $10,000 2 1 41 0.8% 0.6% 7.9% 40 2636.1%
$10,000 to $14,999 8 2 33 3.1% 1.0% 6.4% 31 1228.9%
15,000 to $19,999 ’ 4 6 46 1.5% 2.3% 8.9% 40 667.4%
$20,000 to $24,999 11 3 34 4.2% 1.2% 6.6% 31 1029.9%
1$25,000 to $29,999 9 6 18 3.4% 2.5% 3.5% 12 178.4%
$30,000 to $34,999 10 8 14 3.8% 3.0% 2.7% 6 80.6%
$35,000 to $39,999 15 7 29 5.7% 2.6% 5.6% 22 330.1%
$40,000 to $44,999 i 12 7 17 4.6% 2.9% 3.3% 10 127.1%
$45,000 to $49,999 22 10 20 8.4% 3.8% 3.9% 10 100.9%
$50,000 to $39,999 © 45 20 37 17.2% 7.5% 7.2% 17 89.7%
$60,000 to $74,999 22 50 44 8.4% 19.1% 8.5% -6 -12.0%
$75,000 to $99,999 36 39 37 13.8% 14.9% 7.2% -2 -5.2%
$100,000 to $124,999 31 27 62 11.9% 10.3% 12.0% 35 129.8%
$125,000 to $149,999 23 24 30 8.8% 9.4% 5.8% 6 22.5%
$150,000 or more 11 50 55 4.2% 19.0% 10.6% 5 10.8%
$150,000 to $199,999 . 0 39 27 0.0% 14.8% 52% | -12 -29.9%
$200,000 or more 0 11 28 0.0% 4.3% 5.4% 17 151.4%

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

Durham - 26



Durham Overview and Tables

- 25. Median Household Income

1990 Median .
edian Household Income* 1990 Median Household | Household Income 2000 Median 1590-2000
. . . . . : - |Household Income| Percent Change
universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) | (converted to 1999 in 1999 doll . doll
dollarsy** (in dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $58,151 $77,611 $51,806 -33.2%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**PDollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 HAMFI* ' $53,700
30% : $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% $51,015
Number of Households in
erceiit of HAMFI 2000
30% or less 84
' 31-50% 76
51-60% | 18
59-80% 43
81-95% 34
- Over 95% 261
Total " 517

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.

N/
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

Durham Overview and Tables

ifoverty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent
universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change
status is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
Income in 1989, 1999 at or above

poverty level: 749 1,231 98.8% 89.2% 482 64.4%
In married-couple families 637 856 84.0% 62.0% 219 34.4%
In other families: 59 224 7.8% 16.2% 165 279.7%
Male householder, no wife present 28 39 3.7% 2.8% 11 39.3%
Female householder, no husband present 31 185 4.1% 13.4% 154 496.8%
Unrelated indivjdp.als , 53 151 7.0% 10.9% 98 184.9%
Income in 1989, 1999 below poverty

evel:** 9 149 1.2% 10.8% 140 1555.6%
In married-couple families 0 51 0.0% 3.7% 51 0.0%
In other families: 0 73 0.0% 5.3% 73 0.0%
Male householder, no wife present 0 2 0.0% 0.1% 2 0.0%
Female householder, no husband present 0 71 0.0% 5.1% 71 0.0%
Unrelated individuals 9 25 1.2% 1.8% 16 177.8%
Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is

Determined 758 1,380 100.0% 100.0% 622 82.1%

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.
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30. Rent
. Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
Monthly Gross Rent (universe:
speciﬁe()i, renter occupi(ed housing units) ‘ 1990 2000 Households Change Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
Renter Households 44 233 100.0% 100.0% 189 429.5%
ss than $200 0 8 0.0% 3.4% 8 100.0%
$200-$349 5 12 11.4% 5.2% 7 139.9%
$350-$499 7 2 14.8% 0.9% -5 -69.4%
$500-$799 25 143 57.9% 61.4% 118 461.5%
$800-$999 3 53 6.8% 22.7% 50 1683.0%
$1000 and above 3 15 6.8% 6.4% 12 400.0%
o cash rent 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
31. Median Gross Rent
edian Gross Rent (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000
specified renter occupied housing units (in 1989 dollars) (converted t01999 (in 1999 dollars) ?ercent Change
aying cash-rent) dollars)* (in same dollars)
Monthly Rent $422 $563 $708 25.7%

*PDollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

Median Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
(universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
units) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Median Monthly Housing Costs $1,179 $1,574 $1,630 3.6%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Value of Housing Units

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000

. . . . . (convertedto | . Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1999 dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollars)
Median Value $135,600 $180,979 $248,300 37.2%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Findings in Forest Grove:

Forest Grove experienced a 30% increase in population from 1990 to 2000
(13,559 in 1990 to 17,708).

Minorities represented 23% of the total population in 2000, with almost three-
fourths being of Hispanic origin (3,065).

All of the racial/ethnic groups experienced an increase from 1990 to 2000 except
American Indian/ Alaskan Native. White race experienced a 17% increase in
population but their share of the total population decreased from 86% to 77%.
The number of Hispanics grew at the highest rate during the 1990s (134%) to
represent 17 % of Forest Grove’s total population. The Hispanic population in
2000 was almost 3 times as much as it was in 1990.

Eleven percent of seniors were living in group quarters in 2000, with 56% of them
in institutionalized quarters. This is the highest number in all of Washington
County.

In 2000, 10% of the working-age population had a physical disability (1,559).
Forest Grove-had one of the lowest housing units growth rate in the County and
one of the greatest shares of multi-family housing units of all cities.

Forest Grove had one of the highest rates of poverty for children and elderly and
one of the highest rates of overcrowding.

The vacancy rate increased from 3.1% to 5.5% during the last decade.
Twenty-eight percent of all households in Forest Grove are householders that live
alone. i

Rental occupied houses more likely to be overcrowded, 391 renter-occupied
overcrowded residences vs. 205 owner occupied overcrowded residences.

About 14 % of the population was below the poverty level in 2000 with an
increase of about 4,000 persons who are in poverty (12,719 in 1990 to 16,643 in
2000).

Fifty-one percent of all renter occupied households are cost-burdened while only

23% of owner occupied householders are cost-burdened.
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Summary
Population
Forest Grove’s population reached 17,708 on April 1, 2000, an increase of 31 percent

since 1990. Washington County increased at a rate of 43 percent during the same period.

Forest Grove is predominantly White; however, the proportion of White persons in Forest
Grove dropped from 86 percent in 1990 to 77 percent in 2000. The predominant minority
population is Hispanic (17%).

Special Needs Population
In Forest Grove, more than 1,550 persons over the age of 5 had a physical disability in

2000. Over 25 percent of those persons had a physical disability. Eighteen percent had
an employment disability, much lower than in Washington County. There were 120
children age 5 to 15 with a disability; almost two-thirds had a mental disability. Abeut
15 percent of the persons over 65 years old with a disability had-a physical disability.
The majority of disabilities experienced by persons between 18 and 64 were employment
disabilities. Forty-two percent of Hispanics/Latinos had an employment disability and
31% had a go-outside-home disability. The greatest proportion of Whites (26%) had a
physical disability. These are reflective of County proportions.

Since 1986, there were 12 cases of AIDS reported in Forest Grove. This represents about
4 percent of all reported cases of AIDS in Washington County.

There are an estimated 1,471 persons in Forest Grove in need of alcohol or drug

treatments.

Forest Grove - 2



Forest Grove Overview and Tables

Housing and Households

About 27 percent of all households in Forest Grove have only one person living in them,
almost the same as in 1990. Slightly over half of all family households had children.
Seven percent of the households are comprised of non-families, defined as a household

with two or more people living in them that are not related by birth marriage or adoption.

The number of housing units existing in Forest Grove increased by 31 percent since 1990
to 6,702. The vacancy rates increased from 3.1 percent in 1990 to 5.5 percent in 2000.
The housing stock in Forest Grove is composed mainly of single-family units (56%) and
a large portion (34%) of multi-family units. Forest Grove has one of the highest
proportions of mobile homes or trailers in Washington County. Almost 10 percent of the

housing units are mobile homes or trailers, up from 380 in 1990 to 646 in 2000.

Large portions of the occupied housing units (45%) in Forest Grove were renter
occupied. Only 40 percent of the housing units in Washington County are renter
occupied. Hispanics occupied fourteen percent of the rental housing units and persons
who identified their race as “Other” occupied 13 percent. Whites resided in almost all
owner-occupied households-in 2000, however, this proportion decreased 5 percentage
points since 1990. There were a fewer number of Hispanic homeowners in Forest Grove
in 1990 (284) than in 2000 (242).

The average number of persons per housing unit was 2.64, similar to the County in 2000.
Almost 10 percent of all households in Forest Grove were overcrowded, almost double

the share of overcrowded households in 1990.

IncomeError! Bookmark not defined. and Poverty

The median income of residents in Forest Grove increased substantially more than in
Washington County (10%). It increased 25 percent from 1989 ($32,248) to 1999
($40,135). The number of impoverished persons has decreased, but still Forest Grove
had the second highest rate in the County in 2000 - 14 percent of its population had

income below the poverty level. Seventeen percent of persons under age 18 are in
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poverty, down slightly since 1990. There was an increase in the number of elderly in

" poverty from 166 to 262, which represents 11% of all elderly.

Housing CostsError! Bookmark not defined.

The median owner-occupied housing value in Forest Grove increased during the 1990s
by 76 percent - from $88,354 to $155,100. The value, however, was lower than the
median housing value in the County, $184,800. Median monthly rent increased about 24
percent, from $494 to $614. Thirty-seven percent of households in Forest Grove are cost-
burdened, spending more than 30% of their income on housing costs. This is one of the
highest proportions in Washington County and has increased since 1990. In Forest

Grove, over half of all renters are cost-burdened along with 24% of homeowners.

Annexation’
During the 1990s, annexation accounted for approximately 1 percent of the population
and housing growth in Forest Grove. Forty-seven persons and 18 housing units were

added to the city from the unincorporated area.

' To be considered when examining growth trends from 1990 to 2000.
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3. Population by Age

Population by Age (universe: total population) | 1990 | 2000 Share of Total Population Abslo;;:’(iz((l;l(;gnge Per{:;;(t)_(;(l)lg(l; ge
1990 2000
0-17 3,617 | 4,856 26.68% 27.42% 1,239 34.3%
under 5 1,107 | 1,433 | 8.16% 8.09% 326 29.5%
5-9 1,061 | 1,465 7.83% 7.93% 344 32.4%
10-14 899 | 1,292 6.63% 7.30% 393 43.7%
15-17 550 | 726 4.06% 4.10% 176 32.0%
18-19 586 | 800 4.32% 4.52% 214 36.5%
20-24 _ ) ‘ 1,349 | 1,567 9.95% 8.85% 218 16.2%
25-40 ” 3,202 | 3,873 | 23.62% 21.87% 671 21.0%
41-64 2,794 | 4,196 20.61% 23.70% 1,402 50.2%
65-84 ‘ 1,646 | 1,787 12.14% 10.09% 141 8.6%
85 and over 365 | 629 - 2.69% 3.55% 264 72.3%
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Special Needs Population Groups

4. Elderly Population
. Absolute
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Share of Total Population Change Percent
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990- Change
£ 1990 2000 2000 | 1990-2000
62 and over 2,276 2,666 16.79% 15.06% 390 17.1%
65 and over 2,011 2,416 14.83% 13.64% 405 20.1%
62-64 265 250 1.95% 1.41% -15 -5.7%
65-74 905 852 - 6.67% 4.81% -53 -5.9%
75-84 741 935 5.47% 5.28% 194 26.2%
85 and over 365 629 2.69% 3.55% 264 72.3%
S. Living Situations-of the Elderly (2000)
Elderly Residing at Home or in Persons 65 and over Share
Group Quarters
Living at home 2,146 88.8%*
Living alone 917 42.7%**
Living in group quarters 270 11.2%*
Institutionalized 152 56.3%***
Non-institutionalized 118 43.7%***

* Share of all persons 65 and over

** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home
*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters

)
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16. Households by Race/His

anic Origin

Race/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute = Percent
(universe: all occupied housing | 1990 | 2000 Change Change
units) 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
White 4,512 | 5444 | 91.2% 85.9% 932 20.7%
iBlack 16 16 0.3% 0.3% 0 0.0%
IAmerican Indian/Alaskan Native| 38 47 0.8% 0.7% 9 23.7%
sian/Pacific Islander 96 96 1.9% 1.5% 0 0.0%
OT IOTE Taces 0 92 0.0% 1.5% 92 100.0%
Other 0 6 0.0% 0.1% 6 100.0%
Hispanic 284 | 635 5.7% 10.0% 351 123.6%
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure
Absolute Percent
Tenure by occupants per room 1990 Share of|2000 Share of| Change 1990-| Change 1990-
K(universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000 Total Total 2000 2000
lOwner occupied: 2,503 3,471 100.0% 100.0% 968 38.7%
0.50 or less occupants per room 1,759 2,354 70.3% 67.8% 595 33.8%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 678 912 27.1% 26.3% 234 34.5%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 48 128 1.9% 3.7% 80 166.7%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants pér room 11 44 0.4% 1.3% 33 300.0%
2.01. or more ocgupants per room 7 33 0.3% 1.0% 26 371.4%
Overcrowded owner occupied units 66 205 2.6% 5.9% 139 210.6%
enter occupied: 2,443 2,832 100.0% 100.0% 389 15.9%
.50 or less o¢cupants per room 1,417 1,526 58.0% 53:9% 109 7.7%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 828 915 33.9% 32.3% 87 10.5%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 122 236 5.0% 8.3% 114 93.4%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants pér room 55 118 2.3% 4.2% 63 114.5%
2.01 or mofe occupants per room 21 37 0.9% 1.3% 16 76.2%
Overcrowded renter occupied units 198 391 8.1% 13.8% 193 97.5%

* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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Share of all Households Absolute Percent
. . . . 1990 2000 Change Change
an(;gehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990_2500 1990-2000

Persons living alone: 1,360 1,765 27.5%* 27.9%* 405 29.8%
Male householder 465 609 9.4% 9.6% 144 31.0%
Female householder 895 1,156 18.1% 18.2% 261 29.2%
Family households: 3,207 4,128 64.8%* 65.2%* 921 28.7%
Married couple family: 2,592 3,184 80.8%** 77.1%** 592 22.8%
With children under 18 years 1,347 1,653 52.0%*** 51.9%*** 306 22.7%
No children under 18 years 1,245 1,531 48.0%*** 48.1%*** 286 23.0%
Total single-parent households 1,358 2,158 13.0%** 15.1%** 800 58.9%
Single-father family 291 598 24 2%**F** | 3(),6%**** 307 105.5%
Single-mother family 1,067 1,560 75.8%**** | 69.4%**** 493 46.2%

Other family households 505 1,202 5.2%** 7.1%** 697 138:0%

Non-family households 694 2,115 5:4%* 8:4%* 1,421 204.8%

* The share of all households
**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
****The share of single-parent family households
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Absolute

Percent

Households by Age of 1990 2000 ' Change Change
Householder (universe: Share of | Share of ' (1990- (1990-
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 Total Total = 2000) 2000)
15 to 24 years 4,946 6,336 9.1% 7.9% 1,390 | 28.1%
25 to 34 years 452 498 21.8% | 18.7% 46 10.2%
35 t0 44 years 1,076 | 1,185 | 21.4% | 21.7% 109 10.1%
45 to 54 years 1,060 1,375 12.9% | 17.4% 315 29.9%
55 to 64 years 636 1,101 9.9% 9.7% 465 73.1%
65 to 74 years 490 616 114% | 8.6% 126 25.7%
75 years and over 566 545 13.5% | 16.0% -21 -3.7%
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24. Household Income
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Absolute | Percent
1990 1990 Share Change | Change
1990 (in | (converted of Total 1990-2000| 1990-2000
(Household Income* (universe: 1989 to 1999 1990.Share| {1999 |2000 Share| (insame | (in same
occupied housing units) dollars) | dollars)** 2000 of Total | dollars) of Total | dollars) | dollars)
Less than $10,000 1,022 766 651 20.8% 15.6% 10.3% -115 -15.0%
$10,000 to $14,999 514 384 468 - 10.5% 7.8% 7.4% 84 22.0%
$15,000 to $19,999 517 385 344 10.5% 7.8% - 5.5% -41 -10.7%
$20,000 to $24,999 491 387 485 .10.0% 7.9% 7.7% 98 25,2%
$25,000 to $29,999 397 374 403 8.1% 7.6% 6.4% 29 7.6%
'1830,000 to $34,999 319 345 424 6.5% 7.0% 6.7% 79 22.9%
$35,000 to $39,999 402 297 370 8.2% 6.1% 5.9% 73 24.4% .
$40,000 to $44,999 281 239 354 5.7% 4.9% 5.6% 115 47.8%
$45,000 to $49,999 276 280 408 5.6% 5.7% 6.5% 128 45.8%
$50,000 to $59,999 271 482 708 5.5% 9.8% 11.2% 226 46.7%
1$60,000 to $74,999 276 446 684 5.6% 9.1% 10.8% 238 53.2%
$75,000 to $99,999 93 378 624 1.9% 7.7% 9.9% 246 65.2%
$100,000 to $124,999 35 71 216 0.7% 1.4% 3.4% 145 205.2%
$125,000 to $149,999 9 41 36 0.2% 0.8% 0.6% -5 -12.1%
$150,000 or more 8 35 135 0.2% 0.7% 2.1% 100 289.6%
$150,000 to $199,999 0 27 80 0.0% 0.5% 1.3% 53 200.7%
$200,000 or more 0 8 55 0.0% 0.2% 0.9% 47 - 582.9%

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation so that a meaningful comparison may be made.

>
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median
Household Income 2000 Median
Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | (converted to 1999 |Household Income| Percent Change
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) . dollars)** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $24,162 $32,248 $40,135 24.5%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation so that a meaningful comparison may be made.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFT) Category

2000 HAMFI* $53,700
30% $16,110
50% '$26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% $51,015
Percent of HAMFI Number of Households in 2000
~ 30% or less 1,195 ‘
31-50% 902
51-60% 442
'59-80% S 745
81-95% 695
Over 95% . 2,331
Total | 6,310

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type
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overty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent

universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change

status is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
come in 1989, 1999 at or above ‘
overty level: 10,712 14,266 84.2% 85.7% 3,554 33.2%
In married-couple families 8,148 10,271 64.1% 61.7% 2,123, 26.1%
In other families: 983 1,835 7.7% 11.0% 852 86.7%
Male householder, no wife present 428 669 3.4% 4.0% 241 56.3%
Female householder, no husband present 555 1,166 4.4% 7.0% 611 110.1%
Unrelated individuals 1,581 2,160 12.4% 13.0% 579 36.6%

[ncome in 1989, 1999 below poverty

llevel:** 2,007 2,377 15.8% 14.3% 370 18.4%
In married-couple families 716 1,022 5.6% 6.1% 306 42.7%
In other families: 493 732 3.9% 4.4% 239 48.5%
Male householder, no wife present 8 303 0:1% 1.8% 295 3687.5%
Female householder, no husband present 485 429 3.8% 2.6% -56 -11.5%
Unrelated individuals 798 623 6.3% 3.7% -175 -21.9%

Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is

Determined 12,719 16,643 100.0% 100.0% 3,924 30.9%

*Poverty status is not determined for persons résiding in institutional, military, or college group quartérs.
** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.
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29. Poverty by Race
Total number of

Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persohs for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty [poverty was determined| irncome was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level  |racial/ethnic group)| poverty**
‘White 13,723 1,550 11.3% 65.2%
Black/African American 53 0 0.0% 0.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 227 32 14.1% 1.3%
Asian/Pacific Islander 173 46 26.6% 1.9%
Other Race 1,984 589 29.7% 24.8%
[Two or More Races 483 160 33.1% 6.7%
All Other Races 2,467 749 30.4% 31.5%
{Hispanic Origin* 2,849 845 29.7% 35.5%

**Will sum to more fian 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
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32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income

q‘(llross rent as a Percentage of
ousehold income (universe: specified . Absolute Percent
ﬁenter occupied households paying cash 1990 Share of| 2000 Share of| Change 1990-| Change 1990-
ent) 1990 2000 Total Total 2000 2000
Less than 20 percent 752 602 30.8% 21.3% -150 -19.9%
20 to 24 percent 331 379 75.7% 13.4% 48 14.5%
25 to 29 percent 253 311 57.9% 11.0% 58 22.9%
30 to 34 percent 153 215 35.0% 7.6% 62 40.5%
35 percent or more 904 1,101 206.9% 38.9% 197 21.8%

ot computed 50 224 11.4% 7.9% 174 348.0%
Cost-burdened Renter Households 1,057 1,316 44.2% 50.5% 259 24.5%
* Households where 30% or more of household income is spent on rent.
33. Monthly Owner Housing Cost

onthly Owner Housing Cost Absolute Percent
(universe: specified owner occupied 1990 Share of| 2000 Share of| Change 1990-| Change 1990-
[housing units) 1990 2000 Total Total 2000 2000
Total 2,003 2,681 100.0% 100.0% 678 33.8%
Less than $300 293 276 14.6% 10.3% -17 -5.8%
$300-$499 413 339 20.6% 12.6% -74 -17.9%
$500-$699 236 153 11.8% 5.7% -83 -35.2%
$700-$999 542 463 27.1% 17.3% -79 -14.6%
$1000-$1499 401 1,047 20.0% 39.1% 646 161.1%
$1500-$1999 62 360 3.1% 13.4% 298 480.6%
$2000 and over 24 43 1.2% 1.6% 19 79.2%

(. )
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs
E:edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 ‘Percent Change
its) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
[Median Monthly Housing Costs $681 $909 $1,183 30.2%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Hillsboro Overview and '}"ab!es

Findings in Hillsboro:

e Hillsboro experienced an 87 % increase in population from 1990 to 2000 (37,520
in 1990 to 70,186).

e Minorities represented 30% of the total population in 2000, with almost two-
thirds being of Hispanic origin (13,262).

o All of the racial/ethnic groups experienced an increase from 1990 to 2000 except
Whites, whose share of the total population decreased from 86% to 70%.

e The number of Asian/Pacific Islanders grew at the highest rate during the 1990s
(488%) to represent 7 % of Hillsboro’s total population. The Asian population in
2000 was almost 5 times as much as it was in 1990.

e In 2000, 30% of the working-age population had an employment disability
(4,669), '

e Almost 30% of seniors ages 65 years and older had a physical disability. Thirty-
one percent of seniors were living alone in 2000.

¢ Hillsboro has the greatest number of multi-family housing units along with the
greatest number of renters of all cities in the County.

. Appfoximately 15% of all AIDS cases reported in Washington County since 1986
were in Hillsboro.

o Forty percent of all housing units are in multi-family structures.

o The vacancy rate increased from 3.7% to 7.8% during the last decade.

e Twenty percent of all households in Hillsboro are householders that live alone.

e There were 1,700 overcrowded renter-occupied households in 2000, which is
more than 3 times as many than those occupied by owners.

e Only about 30 % of Hillsboro’s households include children

e Approximately 9% of the population had income below the poverty level.

e Almost one-third of all households (30%) were cost-burdened in 2000.

Summary

Population
Hillsboro’s populatioh grew from 37,520 in 1990 to 70,186 in 2000, an increase of

almost 90 percent. This increase is over four times the rate of the Oregon population
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growth during the same period (20 percent) and over twice as much as Washington

County experienced (43 percent). i

Hillsboro has the highest minority population of all cities in Washington County
(20,847). Minorities represented 30 percent of the total population in. 2000, with almost
two-thirds being of Hispanic origin (13,262). The Asian/Pacific Islander population
captured the next largest minority share, with 4,730 persons. All of the racial/ethnic
groups experienced an increase from 1990 to 2000 except Whites, whose share of the
total population decreased from 86 percent to 70 percent. Although the Hispanic
population had the greatest increase (over 9,000 persons), the number of Asian/Pacific
Islanders grew at the highest rate during the 1990s (487%) to represent 7 percent of
Hillsboro’s total population. The Asian population in 2000 was almost 5 times as much

as it was in 1990.

The distribution of persons by age-during-the 1990s.remained fairly stable. The largest
increase was experienced by young adults, ages 20-40; their population more than
doubled. Persons.ages 65 and older-saw the smallest change in number-during the same

period.
While the number of elderly did not decrease, the share that they represent of the total
population, slightly decreased. The same was true for children of all age groups except

those under 5 years.

Special Needs Population

In 2000, ninety-five percent of the senior population ages 65 and older lived at home. Of

those, over 30 percent, or 1,314 persons, were living alone

The majority of disabilities experienced by persons ages 16 years and older were reported
to be employment disabilities. In. 2000, 9 percent of the werking-age population had an
employment disability (4,669), followed by a physical disability (3,475). Almost 30

percent of seniors ages 65 years and older had a physical disability.
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There have been 42 cases of AIDS reported in Hillsboro since 1986. This number

represents about 15 percent of all the cases reported in Washington County.

Over 5,000 persons are estimated to have had alcohol or other drug treatment needs in
Hillsboro in 2000.

Housing and Households

The number of housing units in Hillsboro grew by 104 percent (almost 14,000 units)
from 1990 to 2000, which is more than the population (87 percent). The number of
occupied housing units increased by over 12,000, but the vacancy rate increased (from
3.7% to 7.8%), as well. One thousand more multi-family units were added-than single-

family units, bringing its share up to 40 percent of all housing units.

Renter households increased at a faster pace than owner occupied households — 124
percent compared to 74-percent. There were more renters than owners in all ethnic-
minority groups. Homeownership actually decreased in number and percent amongst the

Hispanic population.

In approximately 23 percent of all households in Hillsboro, the householder lived alone in
2000. ‘The number of one and two-person households has experienced the greatest
increase of households of all sizes. The number of six and 7-person households each
doubled in number during the 1990s, but the average number of persons per household
also decreased - from 2.87 to 2.76. Still, there were approximately 2,200 households with

overcrowded living conditions, two-thirds of which were renter households.

Sixty-eight percent of households in Hillsboro are composed of families, and more than
- halfinclude children. The proportion of households with families, including single-

mother households decreased; the share of households where persons live alone

increased.
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In 2000, 950 persons were residing in group quarters, which represented 1.4 percent of
Hillsboro’s population. The majority of those persons were living in either a correctional

institution or nursing home.

IncomeError! Bookmark not defined. and Poverty

The median household income of in Hillsboro increased by 17 percent from 1989
($44,212) to 1999 ($51,737). Over 5,000 households had-income that was 50 percent or
lower than the1999 HUD adjusted median family income in 2000. Persons with income
below the poverty level more than doubled since 1990, from 3,000 to over 6,000. The
overall poverty rate in Hillsboro was 9.2 percent in 2000, but for children under 5 years it

was 12.3 percent. Poverty among the elderly was only 6.7 percent.

Poverty rates for the Hispanic population and those identified as “other race” were above

20 percént in 2000. They were the highest rates of those for all racial/ethnic groups.

Housing Costs'

The median housing value increased by 74 percent since 1990 to $165,200. Owner
housing costs was over $1,200 in 2000 and had increased by 32 percent. Median rent
increasgd by 22 percent. Almost one-third of all households (30 percent) are cost-

burdened. Thirty-seven percent of those were renters and 26 percent were homeowners.

The number of cost-burdened renter and owner households more than doubled during the
past decade reaching almost 7,300 households and representing 29% of all households in
Hillsboro.

Annexation
From 1990 to 2000, 635 persons and 296 housing units were annexed from the county
into Hillsboro. Annexation accounted for 1.9 percent of Hillsboro’s population growth,

and 2.1 percent of its housing growth during the period.’ The affect was minimal.

! To be taken into consideration when examining growth trends from 1990 to2000.

Hilisboro - 4






D, | ) )

Hillsboro Overview and Tables

3. Population by Age

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 | 2000 Population Absolute Change Percent Change
population) ‘ 1990-2000 1990-2000
1990 2000 '
0-17 11,627 | 19,893 | 31.0% 28.3% 8,266 71.1%
under 5 3,336 | 6,523 8.9% 9.3% 3,187 95.5%
5-9 3,464 | 5,535 9.2% 7.9% 2,071 59.8%
10-14 3,159 | 4,864 8.4% 6.9% 1,705 54.0%
15-17 1,668 | 2,971 4.4% 4.2% 1,303 78.1%
18-19 1,014 | 1,989 2.7% 2.8% 975 96.2%
20-24 2,547 | 6,004 6.8% 8.6% 3,457 135.7%
25-40 10,178 | 20,758 | 27.1% 29.6% 10,580 103.9%
41-64 8,896 | 17,142 | 23.7% 24.4% 8,246 92.7%
65-84 2,868 | 3,749 7.6% 5.3% 881 30.7%
85 and over 390 651 1.0% 0.9% 261 ) . 66.9%
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Special Needs Population Groups

4. Elderly Population
. . Share of Total Population Absolute | p o, o ont
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Change
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990- Change
1990° 2000 2000 | 1990-2000
62 and over 3,892 5,241 10.4% 7.5% 1,349 34.7%
65 and over 3,258 4,400 8.7% 6.3% 1,142 35.1%
62-64 634 841 1.7% 1.2% 207 32.6%
65-74 1,749 2,209 4.7% 3.1% 460 26.3%
75-84 1,119 1,540 3.0% 2.2% 421 37.6%
85 and over 390 651 1.0% 0.9% 261 66.9%

S. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)

.Elderly Residing at Home or in Group Persons 65 and over: Share

Quarters

Living at home 4,179 95%*
Living alone 1,314 31.4%**

' Living in group quarters 221 5%%*
Institutionalized 177 ' 80.1%***
Non-institutionalized 44 19.9%***

* Share of all persons 65 and over
** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home
*%%* Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters
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15. Tenure

Tenure of Households Share of Households %l:lsolute Percent

(universe: occupied 1990 | 2000 ange | Change

housing units) * 1990 2000 | Lo0- | 1990-

2000 | 2000

Total Households 12,849 | 25,030 | 100.0% 100.0% | 12,181 |198.1%

Owner occupied 7,529 | 13,118 58.6% 52.4% 5,589 | '74.2%

Renter occupied ) 5,320 | 11,912 41.4% 47.6% 6,592 |123.9%

* Occupied housing unit is the same as household ’

16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
[Race/Hispanié Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
(universe: all:occupied housing | 1990 | 2000 _Change Change
funits) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
'White 11,693 (19,737 91.0% 78.7% 8,044 68.8%
{Black 41 260 0.3% 1.0% 219 534.1%
Ametican Indian/Alaskan Native| 62 160 0.5% 0.6% 98 158.1%
Asian/Pacific Islander - 226 | 1,751 1.8% 7.0% 1,525 674.8%
D or more races S0 376 0.0% 1.5% 376 100.0%
Other 6 31 0.0% 0.1%, 25 416.7%

ispanic 821 |2,764 | 6.4% 11.0% 1,943 236.7%
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- . ) _ Share of Households Absolute Percent

O‘L‘;ﬁg‘i‘l’i g;’e (universe: occupied 1990 2000 Change Change

1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person hougehold 2,490 5,881 19.4% 23.4% 3,391 136.2%
2-person household 3,916 7,893 30.5% 31.5% 3,977 101.6%
3-person heusehold 2,359 4,153 18.4% 16:6% 1,794 76.0%
4-person household 2,353 3,845 18.3% 15.3% 1,492 63.4%
5-person household 1,006 1,774 7.8% 7.1% 768 76.3%
6-person household 367 776 2.9% 3.1% 409 111.4%
7-or-more-person household 358 757 2.8% 3.0% 399 111.5%
19. Person Per Household
Average Number of Persons per Household
(universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000
Occupied housing 2.87 2.76
Owner-occupied housing 2.88 2.92
.Renter-octupied housing 2.87 2.58
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RNumber of occupants per room by Share of Total Absolute Percent
Tenure (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 Change Change
lunits) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
Owner occupied: 7,529 13,118 100.0% 100.0% 5,589 74.2%
0.50 or less occupants per room 5,331 9,295 70.8% 70.9% 3,964 74.4%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 2,075 3,331 27.6% 25.4% 1,256 60.5%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 88 316 1.2% 2.4% 228 259.1%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 28 118 0.4% 0.9% 90 321.4%
2.01 or more occupants per room 7 58 0.1% 0.4% 51 728.6%
Overcrowded owner occupied units 123 492 1.6% 3.8% 369 300.0%
Renter occupied: 5,320 11,912 100.0% 100.0% 6,592 123.9%
0.50 or less occupants per room 2,707 6,043 50.9% 50.7% 3,336 123.2%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 2,020 4,168 38.0% 35.0% 2,148 106.3%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 290 759 5.5%  6.4% 469 161.7%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 171 555 3.2% 4.7% 384 224.6%
2.01 or more occupants per room 132 387 2.5% 3.2% 255 193.2%
Overcrowdéd renter occupied units 593 1,701 11.1% 14.3% 1,108 186.8%

* Overcrowding is where a hiousehold has more than one occupant per room.
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Hillsboro Overview and Tables

21. Household Type
Share of Total Absolute Percent
. . . . 1990 2000 Change. Change
Hq:;s)ehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 19902000 | 1 990_’2000
ersons living alone: 2,490 5,881 19.4%* 23.4%* 3,391 136.2%
Male householder 1,004 2,888 7.8%* 11.5%%* 1,884 187.6%
Female householder 1,486 2,993 11.6%* 11.9%* 1,507 101.4%
[Family households: 9,665 17,083 75.2%* 68.1%* 7,418 76.8%
Married couple family: 7,802 13,723 80.7%** 80.3%** 5,921 75.9%
With children under 18 years 4,329 7,351 55.5%*** 53.6%*** 3,022 69.8%
No children under 18 years 3,473 6,372 44.5%*** 46.4%*** 2,899 83.5%
Total singlé-parerit households 1,358 2,158 14.1%** 12.6%** 800 58.9%
Single-father family 291 598 21.4%**¥% | 27 TYprrk 307 105:5%
Single-mother family 1,067 . 1,560 78.6%**** | 72 30p%kk* 493 46.2%
Other family households 505 1,202 5.2%** 7.1%** 697 138.0%
Non-family households 694 2,115 5.4%* 8.4%* 1,421 204.8%

* The share of all households
**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households

****The share of single-parent family households
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22. Households by Age

Share of Al Absolute| Percent

g-;ouseholds by A.ge of 1990 | 2000 Households ‘C!lange’ Change’
ouseholder (universe: - (1990- | (1990-
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 2000) | 2000)
15 to 24 years 12,849 | 25,079 5.5% 8.7% 12,230 | 95.2%

25 to 34 years 712 2,189 24.4% 28.8% 1,477 |207.4%

35 to 44 years 3,129 | 7,235 279% | 242% 4,106 |131.2%
45 to 54 years 3,583 | 6,077 16.3% 18.0% 2,494 | 69.6%

55 to 64 years 2,092 | 4,502 10.1% 9.3% 2,410 |115.2%
65 to 74 years 1,294 | 2,327 8.6% 5.3% 1,033 | 79.8%
75 years and over 1,107 | 1,330 7.3% 5.7% 223 20.1%
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Income and Housing Costs

24. Household Income

"Hillsboro Overview and Tables

1990 1990 Share| 1990 Share Absolute | Percent
_1990 (converted 2000 of All of All {2000 Share| Change  Change
(in 1989 to 1999 (in 1999 Households Households| of Al  11990-2000 19'90-2000

Household Income* (universe:| dollars) dollarsy** dollars) (in 1989 | (ini999 |Households (insame | (insame
toccupied housing units) dollars) dollars) dollars) dollars)
Less than $10,000 1,406 1,053 1,311 10.9% 8.2% 5.2% 258 24.5%
$10,000 to $14,999 836 560 950 6.5% 4.4% 3.8% 390 69.7%
$15,000 to $19,999 1,143 626 1,141 8.9% 4.9% 4.6% 515 82.2%
$20,000 to $24,999 1,111 856 1,251 8.6% 6.7% 5.0% 395 46.2%
$25,000 to $29,999 1,151 841 1,359 8.9% 6.5% 5.4% 518 61.7%
$30,000 to $34,999 1,160 842 1,441 9.0% 6.5% 5.8% 599 71:1%
$35,000 to $39,999 1,093 862 1,560 8.5% 6.7% 6.2% 698 80.9%
$40,000 to $44,999 997 869 1,453 7.8% 6.8% 5.8% 584 67.2%
$45,000 to $49,999 838 836 1,376 6.5% | 65% 5.5% 540 64.6%
$50,000 to $59,999 1,242 1,543 2,956 9.7% 12.0% 11.8% 1,413 91.6%

$60,000 to $74,999 1,184 1,616 3,498 9.2% 12.6% 14.0% 1,882 116.4%

$75,000 to $99,999 484 1,651 3,496 3.8% 12.8% 14.0% 1,845 111.8%

$100,000 to $124,999 139 367 1,823 1.1% 2.9% 7.3% 1,456 396.6%

$125,000 to $149,999 32 192 712 0.2% 1.5% 2.8% 520 271.5%

$150,000 or more 48 150 701 0.4% 1.2% 2.8% 551 367.0%

$150,000 to $199,999 0 102 415 0.0% 0.8% 1.7% 313 307.2%

$200,000 or more 0 48 286 0.0% 0.4% 1.1% 238 493.5%

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

)
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25. Median Household Income

Hillsboro Overview and Tabhles

: 1990 Median .
Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | Household Income 2000 Median 1950-2000
. . . . . . Household Income| Percent Change
(universe: occupied housing units) | - Income (in 1989 dollars) | (converted to 1999 . .
dollarsy** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
al Income , 5 > V70
u 0,

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.

**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted

Median Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 HAMFI* $53,700
30% ‘ $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% $51,015

Percent of HAMFI 2000

Number of Households in

30% or less 2,514
31-50% 2,642 -
51-60% 1,496
59-80% 2,931
81-95% 2,559
Over 95% 12,886
Total 25,028

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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Hillsboro Overview and Tables

27. Persons in Poverty by Age

. Absolute Percent
gg\‘::rtrtyysl:;a?sgl‘; gﬁ;ﬁﬁéﬁm"s For Whom 1990 2000 Poverty Rates Change | Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
Persons with household income below poverty level**| 3,051 6,331 8.3% 9.2% 3,280 107.5%
Under 5 years 466 803 14.2% 12.7% 337 72.3%
5 years 79 118 13.8% 9.5% 39 49.4%
6 to 11 years 375 806 9.3% 12.4% 431 114.9%
12 to 17 years 267 483 7.6% 9.1% 216 80.9%
18 to 64 1,595 3,825 7.1% 8.5% 2,230 139.8%
65 to 74 years 141 132 8.2% 6.2% -9 -6.4%
75 years and over 128 164 9.6% 8.2% 36 28.1%
Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is
[Determined (abave and below poverty level) 36,855 68,764 31,909 86.6%

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
**Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income was below the poverty level.
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Hillsbore Overview and Tables

29. Poverty by Race

Total number of
Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons-for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty [poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)| poverty**
White 53,291 3,566 6.7% 56.3%
Black/African American 696 99 14.2% 1.6%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 400 40 10.0% 0.6%
Asian/Pacific Islander 4,709 421 8.9% 6.6%
(Other Race 7,292 1,927 26.4% 30.4%
Two or More Races 2,376 278 11.7% 4.4%
All Other Races 9,668 2,205 22.8% 34.8%
Hispanic Origin* 12,983 3,049 23.5% 48.2%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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Hillsboro Overview and Tables

30. Rent
. Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
]S“\;g;ggg g;?esrsolzzzlt)i(e?;)‘;e;:;g units) 1990 2000 - Households Change Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
{Renter Households 5,277 11,902 100.0% 100.0% 6,625 125.5%
ILess than $200 192 229 3.6% 1.9% 37 19.4%
$200-$349 199 167 3.8% 1.4% -32 -15.9%
$350-$499 704 390 13.3% 3.3% -314 -44.6%
$500-$799 2,613 5,437 49.5% 45.7% 2,824 108.1%
$800-$999 949 3,330 18.0% 28.0% 2,381 251.0%
$1000 and above 528 2,089 10.0% 17.6% 1,561 295.6%
No cash rent 89 260 1.7% 2.2% 171 192.1%
31. Median Gross Rent
edian Gross Rent (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000
specified renter occupied housing units (in 1989 dollars) (converted to1999 (in 1999 dollars) Percent Change
aying cash rent) dollars)* ] (in same dollars)
onthly Rent $480 $641 $782 22.1%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income

Hillsboro Overview and Tables

Gross rent as a Percentage of Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
household income (universe: specified Households

enter occupied households paying cash 1990 2000 Change Change

ent) 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
ILess than 20 percent 1,807 4,361 34.2% 36.6% 2,554 141.3%
20 to 24 percent 834 1,712 15.8% 14.4% 878 105.3%
25 to 29 percent 703 1,250 13.3% 10.5% 547 77.8%
30 to 34 percent 411 904 7.8% 7.6% 493 120.0%
35 percent or more 1,425 3,338 27.0% 28.0% 1,913 134.2%
Not computed 97 337 1.8% 2.8% 240 247.4%
Cost-burderied Renter Households* 1,836 4,242 35.4% 36.7% 2,406 131.0%
* Households where 30% or more of household income is spent on rent.
33. Monthly Owner Housing Costs

Share of Total Owner
onthly Owner Housing Costs Households Absolute Percent

uhiverse: specified owner occupied 1990 2000 Change Change

ousing units) 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
|Owner Households 6,651 11,927 100.0% 100.0% 5,276 79.3%
Less than $300 448 578 6.7% 4.8% 130 29.0%
$300-$499 806 1,088 12.1% 9.1% 282 35.0%
$500-$699 793 647 11.9% 5.4% -146 -18.4%
$700-$999 2,156 1,716 32.4% 14.4% -440 -20:4%
$1000-$1499 1,965 5,121 29.5% 42.9% 3,156 1606%
$1500-$1999 407 2,197 6.1% 18.4% 1,790 439.8%
$2000 and over 39 580 0.6% 4.9% 541 1387.2%
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

Hillshoro Overview and Tables

edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs - 1990 1990-2000
universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
its) ) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars)| (in same dollars)
Median Monthly Housing Costs $719 $960 $1,267 32.0%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Value of Housing Units

Hillsboro Overview and Tables

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation fof comparison purposes.

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000

. . . . . (converted to | .. Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1999 dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dolars)
Median Value $71,200 $95,027|  $165,200. 73.8%
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Overview for King City and Tables

Findings in King City:

o King City experienced a 5 % decrease in population from 1990 to 2000 (from
2,060 to 1,949).

e Although the share that Whites represent of the total population decreased slightly
during the 1990s, they comprised 98% of the total population.

¢ King City’s population has the smallest proportion of ethnic minorities in
Washington County. |

e Ofpersons ages 16 years and older, 19%, or 224, suffered from an employment
disability in 2000; the number of persons with a go-outside home disability
reached 264.

e Thirty-six percent of seniors had a physical disability in 2000.

o All persons ages 65 and older, lived at home, and over 50 percent lived alone.

e Housing growth increased more rapidly than population growth, which accounts
for the decrease King City experienced in the average number of persons per
household (from 1.47 to 1.40).

¢ Ofall housing units in King City, 65% are single-family homes.

e The percentage of renter households declined slightly during the 1990s.

e Renters of Hispanic origin in King City increased while the number of white
renters decreased.

e There were very few overcrowded households in 2000 (9), none of which was
occupied by renters.

¢ King City has low poverty rates despite the extremely high percentage of elderly
persons residing there.

o A fairly high share of all households are cost-burdened (29%); two-thirds of
renter households, and 20% owner-occupied households were spending more than

30% of their income on housing costs.

Summary

Population

King City was the only place in Washington County to experience a decline in population

during the 1990s. Its population decreased from 2,060 to 1,949, or by 111 persons.
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Overview for King City and Tables

King City’s population is almost entirely comprised. of persons identified-as White. Of
the racial/ethnic groups, Whites represent 98 percent of the total population. Each of the
minority groups captured less than one percent. The Asian population in King City, the
largest of the minority groups, increased from 0 in 1990 to 18 persons in 2000.

Seventy-nine percent of the population in 2000 was comprised of persons ages 65 and
older, decreasing from 85 percent in 1990. This decrease was attributed to a 5 percent

increase of persons ages 41 to 64 years.

One hundred percent of seniors, those of the ages 65 and older, lived at home, and over

50 percent lived alone.

Special Needs Population .

Twenty-three percent of seniors in King City had a physical disability. Less than one
person in this age group had-of thie other types of disabilities. No persons under the age of
16 were reported to have any type of disability, nor were any persons in the minority

racial/ethnic-groups (the population for these sub-groups.are small).
There were no AIDS cases reported in King City during the past decade.

The estimated number of persons to be in need of alcohol or other drug treatment in 2000
is 182.
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Housing and Households
Fromni 1990 to 2000, the number of housing units in King City increased by 32. In 1990

there were 31 units of other types (boats, van and RVs), and in 2000 there were none. The
majority of housing unit$ were single-family residences (65%). The housing vacancy rate
increased from 3.5% to 6.7%. Approximately two-thirds of households in 2000 were
owner occupied and one-third were renter occupied. This relationship in tenure remained
stable-throughout the 1990s.

Of all the households in King City (1,388), 63 percent were occupied by persons living
alone in 2000. There were only 37 households with 3 or more occupants. Additionally,
the average number of persons per household has remained very low (1.47 in 1990 and
1.40 in 2000).

IncomeError! Bookmark not defined. and Poverty

The median household income of in King City decreased by 8 percent.from 1989
($31,052) to 1999 ($28,617). King City was one of the few places.to experience a decline
in all of Washington Ceunty. Almost one-half of the households in 2000 (1,286) had
income 50 percent or lower than the 1999 HUD adjusted median family income in 2000.
Despite the prevalence of low-income in King City, the poverty rate was only 2.4 percent
in 2000. No households with residents of minority racial/ethnic groups were reported to

have had income below the poverty level in 2000.

Poverty amongst those 16 to 64 years was the highest of all age groups (4%), though this
is a significant decrease from 1990 (7%).

Housing CostsError! Bookmark not defined.

The median housing value increased by 31 percent between 1990 and 2000 reaching
$130,100. However, $130,100 was more than $50,000 lower than the median housing
value for Washington County. There were minimal changes in median rent and median

owner housing costs with an increase of only 5 percent. Almost 75 percent of renter
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households (278) and 19 percent of owner-occupied households (156) were cost-
burdened in 2000.

Annexation
From 1990 to 2000, no persons or housing units were annexed from the county into King

City. Annexation accounted for none of King City’s population and housing growth
during the period.
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3. Population by Age

Overview for King City and Tables

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 | 2000 Pepulation Absolute Change 1990- | Percent Change 1990-
population) . 2000 2000
1990 2000
0-17 15 18 0.73% 0.92% 3 20.00% -
under 5 8 6 0.39% 0.31% -2 -25.00%
5-9 3 5 0.15% 0.26% 2 66.67%
10-14 3 4 0.15% 0.21% 1 33.33%
15-17 1 3 0.05% 0.15% 2 200.00%
18-19 1 2 0.05% 0.10% 1 100.00%
20-24 5 8 0.24% 0.41% 3 60.00%
25-40 32 37 1.55% 1.90% 5 15.63%
41-64 268 | 346 13.01% 17.75% 78 29.10%
65-84 1,441 | 1,153 | 69.95% 59.16% -288 -19.99%
85 and over 298 | 385 14.47% 19.75% 87 29.19%
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11a. Agricultural Employment

. | 1990 Industry: 2000 Industry:
Wo::kers by Employer $ Type of Agriculture, Agriculture,
Business (Industry) (universe: employed
16 and over) forestry, and forestry, and
PEISONS 2ges 10 anc over fisheries fisheries
Persors Employed by Employer's Type of
Business 0

11b. Agricultural Employment (2000 only)

Workers by Type of Work . 20([0 Occupation; %{%.

(Occupation) (universe: employed Farmers and farm and fo’res try ?

persons ages 16 and over) managers occupations

Persons Employed by Type of Work

They Do 0

12. Persons Residing in Group Quarters

|
| p efsl;ﬁ:fgfiu p Absolute | Percent
quarters 1 Change. | Change

Persons in Group Quarters 1990- 1990-

(universe: all persons) 1990 2000 1990 2000 2000 2000

Institutionalized persons: 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Correctional institutions 0 0 0.0% . 0.0% 0 0.0%
Nursing homes 0 0 0.0% | 0.0% 0 0.0%
Mental (Psychiatric) hospitals 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Juvenile institutions 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Other institutions 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%

Non-institutionalized persons 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
College dormitories 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Military quarters 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Emergency shelters for

homeless 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Visible in street locations 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Other non-institutional group

quarters 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%

Total persens in group

quarters 0 0 0.0%* 0.0%* 0 0.0%

* Share of total population
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15. Tenure by
Tenure of Households Share of Households %l;lsolute Percent
(universe: occupied 1990 | 2000 Aange Change
housing units) * 1990 2000 0= 1990-
2000 | 2000
otal Households 1,405 | 1,388 | 100.0% 100.0% -17 -5.8%
Owner occupied 983 996 70.0% 71.8% 13 1.3%
Renter occupied 422 | 392 | 30.0% 28.2% 30 | -7.1%
* Occupied housing unit is the same as household '
16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
ace/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
universe: all occupied hdusin; 1990 | 2000 Change  Change
its) ‘ ~ 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
[White 1,400 1,369 | 99.6% 98.6% -31 -2.2%
Black 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 1 1 0.1% 0.1% 0 0.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 0 7 0.0% 0.5% 7 100.0%
2 or more races 0 6 0.0% 0.4% 6 100.0%
Other 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Hispanic 4 6 0.3% 0.4% 2 50.0%
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18. Household Size
Household Size (universe: occupied Share of Households Absolute Percent
lhousing units) 1990 2000 Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 791 880 56.3% 63.4% 89 11.3%
2-person household 586 472 41.7% 34.0% -114 -19.5%
3-person household 20 27 1.4% 1.9% 7 35.0%
4-person household 5 8 0.4% 0.6% 3 60.0%
5-person household 2 1 0.1% 0.1% -1 -50.0%
6-person household 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
7-or-more-person household 1 1 0.1% 0.1% 0 0.0%
19. Person Per Household
Average Number of Persons per Household
(uniiverse: occupied housing units) 1990 2000
|Occupied housing 1.47 1.40
" Owner-occupied housing 1.54 1.44
. Renter-occupied housing 1.31 1.31
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure

Overview for King City and Tables

Number of occupants per room b Absolute Percent
Tenure(universe?occupﬁed housingy 1990 2000 1990,1,?)1::; e of ZOOOT?::; e of Change Change
units) 1990-2000 1990-2000
Owner occupied: 983 996 100.0% 100.0% 13 1.3%
0.50 or less occupants per room 950 965 96.6% 96.9% 15 1.6%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 33 22 3.4% 2.2% -11 -33.3%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 0 9 0.0% 0.9% 9 100.0%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% -0 0.0%
.01 or more occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Overcrowded owner occupied units 0 9 0.0% 0.9% 9 100.0%
Renter occupied: 422 392 100.0% 100.0% -30 -7.1%
.50 or less occupants per room 374 331 88.6% 84.4% -43 -11.5%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 47 61 11.1% 15.6% 14 29.8%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per. room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
2.01 or more occupants per room 1 0 0.2% 0.0% -1 -100.0%
Overcrowded renter occupied units 1 0 0.2% 0.0% -1 -100.0%

* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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21. Household Type .
Share of all Households Absolute i’ercent
. ) . . 1990 2000 Change Change,
II}Ilwl(;:lszehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990_2500 1990-2000
ersons living alone: 791 880 56.3%* 63.4%* 89 11.3%
Male householder 83 141 5.9%* 10.2%* 58 69.9%
Female householder 708 739 50.4%* 53.2%* 31 4.4%
Family households: 600 480 42.7%* 34.6%* -120 -20,0%
Married couple family: 560 436 93.3%** 90.8%** -124 -22.1%
With children under 18 years 5 8 0.9%*** 1.8%*** 3 60.0%
No children under 18 years 555 428 99.1%*** 08.2%*** -127 -22.9%
Total single-parent households 2 0 0.3%** 0.0%** -2 -100.0%
Single-father family 0 0 0.0%**** 0.0%**** 0 0.0%
Single-mother family 2 0 100.0%**** | 0.0%**** -2 -100.0%
Other family households 38 44 6.3%** 9.2%** 6 15.8%
Non-family households 14 29 1.0%* 2.1%* 15 107.1%

* The share of all households
**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
****The share of single-parent family households
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22. Households by Age
ﬁlof:eﬁiﬁilsl Absolute| Percent
Jﬂouseholds'by Ageof | 1990 | 2000 %‘;‘;’Og_e %‘;‘;’03_"
Householder (universe:
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 | 2000) | 2000)
15 to 24 years 0 2 0.0% 0.1% 2 100.0%
25 to 34 years 4 9 0.3% 0.6% 5 125.0%
35 to 44 years 9 12 0.6% 09% { 3 |333%
45 to 54 years 27 22 1.9% 1.6% -5 -18.5%
55 to 64 years 120 168 8.5% 12.1% 48 40.0%
65 to 74 years 351 338 25.0% 24.3% -13 -3.7%
75 years and over 894 838 63.6% 60.3% -56 -6.3%
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median .
Median Household Income* 1990 Median Hoysehold | Household Income 2000 Median 1990-2000
. . . . . Household Income| Percent Change
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) | (converted to 1999 in 1999 doll . doll
dollars)** (in ars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $23,266 $31,052 $28,617 -7.8%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were.adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 HAMFI* $53,700
30% $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% $51,015
~ Number of Households in
Percent of HAMFI 2000
30% or less 317
31-50% 326
51-60% 128
59-80% 166
81-95% 160
Over 95% 290
Total 1,386

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

Overview for King City and Tables

overty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent
universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change

status is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000

Income in 1989, 1999 at or above
overty level; 1,980 1,946 96.1% 97.6% -34 -1.7%
In married-couple families 1,148 918 55.7% 46.0% -230 -20.0%
In other families: 66 155 3.2% 7.8% 89 134.8%
Male householder, no wife present 10 23 0.5% 1.2% 13 130.0%
Female householder, no husband present 56 132 2.7% 6.6% 76 135.7%
Unrelated individuals 766 873 37.2% 43.8% 107 14.0%

come in 1989, 1999 below poverty

level:** 80 48 3.9% 2.4% -32 -40.0%
In married-couple families 21 0 1.0% 0.0% -21 -100.0%
In other families: 4 0 0.2% 0.0% -4 -100.0%
‘Male householder, no wife present 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Female householder, no husband present 4 0 0.2% 0.0% -4 -100.0%
Unrelated individuals 55 48 2.7% 2.4% -7 -12.7%

Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is

Determined 2,060 1,994 100.0% 100.0% -66 -3.2%

** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
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29. Poverty by Race
Total number of
Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty [poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)| poverty**
White 1,965 48 2.4% 100.0%
lack/African American | 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 0 0 0.0% 0.0%
sian/Pgacific Islander 8 0 0.0% 0.0%
|Other Race 8 0 0.0% 0.0%
[Two or More Races 13 0 0.0% 0.0%
All Other Races 21 0 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic Origin* 17 0 0.0% 0.0%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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30. Rent
. ] Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
ls\s::i}?:g g;?:rs(}zzz;igﬂ‘:::;g units) 1990 2000 Households Change Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
IRenter Households 422 384 100.0% 100.0% -38 -9.0%
Less than $200 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
$200-$349 5 0 1.2% 0.0% -5 -100.0%
$350-$499 31 8 7.2% 2.1% -23 -73.8%
$500-$799 181 202 42.8% 52.6% 21 11.8%
$800-$999 63 59 14.8% 15.4% -4 -5.6%
$1000 and above 125 108 29.6% 28.1% -17 -13.6%
INo cash rent 18 7 4.3% 1.8% -11 -61.1%
31. Median Gross Rent
ed.ian Gross Rent (.universe.: . 1990 1990 2060 1990-2000
spec.:lfied renter occupied housing units (in 1989 dollars) (converted t01999 (in 1999 dollars) P.ercent Change
aying cash rent) dollars)* (in same dollars)
onthly Rent $565 $754 $757 0.4%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income
Gross rent as a Percentage of Share of Total Renter
household income (universe: specified 1990 2000 Households %‘:::;: léir:zlgl:
:g;)er occupied households paying cash 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
ess than 20 percent 58 25 13.7% 6.5% -33 -56.9%
0 to 24 percent 39 32 9.2% 8.3% -7 -17.9%
25 to 29 percent 41 42 9.7% 10.9% 1 2.4%
30 to 34 percent 32 33 7.6% 8.6% 1 3.1%
35 percent or more 231 245 54.7% 63.8% 14 6.1%
Not computed 21 7 5.0% 1.8% -14 -66.7%
[Cost-burdened Renter Households* 263 278 65.6% 73.7% 15 5.7%
* Households where 30% or more of household income is spent on rent.
33. Monthly Owner Housing Costs
Share of Total Owner
Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 2000 Households %l;ls;l;;tee Iéf:;;:
universe: specified owner occupied
l(musin o unifs) P 1990 2000 19902000 | 1990-2000
Owner Households 811 843 100.0% 100.0% 32 3.9%
Less than $300 247 382 30.5% 45.3% 135 54.7%
$300-$499 388 172 47.8% 20.4% -216 -55.7%
$500-$699 50 48 6.2% 5.7% -2 -4.0%
$700-$999 64 160 7.9% 19.0% 96 150.0%
$1000-$1499 53 72 6.5% 8.5% 19 35.8%
$1500-$1999 4 9 0.5% 1.1% 5 125.0%
$2000 and over 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs
E:edi’an Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
its) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars)| (in same dollars)
[Median Monthly Housing Costs $602 - $803 $845 5.2%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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. 37. Median Value of I-Iousing Units

Overview for King City and Tables

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000

. . . . . (converted to | . Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1999 dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollars)
Median Value $74,300 $99,165 $130,100 31.2%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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North Plains Overview and Tables

Findings in North Plains:

North Plains’ population experienced a 65 % increase during the 1990s, reaching
1,605 in 2000.

The White population increased from 79% in 1990 to 88% in 2000. The Hispanic
population decreased significantly from 19% to about 7%.

North Plains is the only city that experienced a decrease in the number of ethnic
minorities and a decrease in the share that ethnic minorities represent of the total
population.

North Plains is the only city in the County that experienced a decrease in the
number and share of persons ages 16 years and over with an employment
disability during the last decade..

More than 25% of all households have only one occupant.

Forty-one percent of all households have children.

The number of housing units doubled in number during the 1990s.
Three-quarters of all housing units are single-family structures. However the
share that they represent, decreased by 15 percentage points since 1990 and the
number and shares of multi-family units and mobile homes increased.

In 2000, more than two-thirds of all occupied housing units were occupied by
owners

North Plains had the second lowest share of renter occupied housing in 2000.

A majority of Hispanic householders (81%) owned their own homes and
represented only 4% of all renters.

North Plains had one of the lowest rental costs in Washington County, and one of
the highest rates of increase in income from 1990 to 2000.

The poverty rate decreased by 53% during the 1990s.

Forty-three percent of renter households and 29% of owner occupied households

were cost-burdened in 2000.

Notrth Plains - 1
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Summary

Population
North Plains’s population reached 1,605 in 2000, an increase of 65 percent since 1990 at

a higher rate than Washington County (43%).

North Plains is comprised mostly of persons that are White. It is the only eity in
Washington County where the proportion of Whites increased during the last decade
(79% to 88%). The ethnic minority population decreased during the 1990s. The
predominant minority population is of Hispanic origin (7%), which decreased by 38

percent from 183 to 114 persons. -

Special Needs Population

North Plains was the only city to experience a decrease in.the number and share .of
persons ages 16 years and over with an employment disability during the 1990s. The
share decreased from 10 percent to 6 percent.

Nine percent of the elderly in North Plains suffered from a self-care limitation (15
persons), and 31 percent were inflicted with a physical disability (52 persons) Forty-six
percent of seniors living at home were living alone in 2000 (79 persons).

There were no AIDS cases reported in North Plains during the past decade.

In 1990, there were 113 persons residing in group quarters. In 2000 there were none.

Housing and Households

About 25 percent of all households in North Plains were single-person households in
2000. Forty-one percent of all households include children, and only 3 percent of

households had unrelated occupants living together.

The number of housing units in North Plains more than doubled in number from 1990 to

2000. It had one of the largest housing growth rates in the County. However, only about

North Plains -

2
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330 units were added to North Plains’ housing stock. The rate of housing growth was
much higher than the rate for population growth. Consequently, the vacancy rate
increased from 3.9% to 6.2%. North Plains is compeosed mainly of single-family units
(75% of all housing), but its share decreased from 15 percentage: points during the 1990s.
Correspondingly, the proportion of multi-family units increased 7 percentage points to
reach 14 percent in 2000, and 70 mobile homes and trailers were added to the housing

stock.

Owners occupied 76 percent of all households in North Plains in 2000. The majority of
Hispanic householders (81%) owned their homes. Of the renter-occupied units,
Hispanics occupied only 3 percent, which is opposite to homeownership characteristics of
Hispanics in most areas in Washington County. The average number of person per
household for owners was higher than for renters - 2.89 and 2.12 respectively. Only. 3
percent of all households in North Plains were overcrowded, which even decreased from

4 percent in 1990.

Income' and Poverty

The median income of residents in North Plains increased by 47 percent, one of the
highest increases in the County. Median income rose from $33,784 to $49,563 during
the 1990s, representing a 47 percent change, but did not reach the median income level
for the County. Over one-quarter of all households had income that was no higher than 50
percent of HUD’s adjusted median family income. However, there were fewer
impoverished persons in 2000 than in 1990. The poverty rate decreased from 18.1% to
5.3% leaving 84 persons whose income was below the poverty level in 2000. Poverty was
more prevalent amongst the elderly and older children. The poverty rate was highest
amongst the elderly (16%) and older children (8%) in 2000.

Housing Costs'

The median housing value in North Plains grew by 98 percent since 1990 from $79,679
“to $157,600. The amount, however, was about $17,000 below the median for

i

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999 dollar value.
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Washington County. Median monthly rent increased from $463 in 1990 to $539 in 2000,
or by 55 percent. Median owner housing costs by increased by 42 percent to reach $1,140

in 2000. Thirty-seven percent of all households were cost-burdened.

Annexation
From 1990 to 2000, no persons or housing units were annexed from the County into
North Plains. Annexation accounted for none of North Plains’ population and housing

growth during the period.
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3. Population by Age

\
North Plains Overview and Tables

Share of Total
Population by Age (universe: total 1990 | 2000 Population Absolute Change 1990- | Percent Change 1990-
population) 2000 2000
1990 2000 )

0-17 286 | 482 29.4% 30.0% 196 68.53%
under 5 81 | 154 8.3% 9.6% 73 90.12%
5-9 87 | 128 9.0% 8.0% 41 47.13%
10-14 76 | 135 7.8% 8.4% 59 77.63%
15-17 42 65 4.3% 4.0% 23 54.76%

18-19 38 31 3.9% 1.9% -7 -18.42%
20-24 85 59 8.7% 3.7% -26 -30.59%
25-40 254 | 410 26.1% 25.5% 156 61.42%
41-64 227 | 452 23.4% 28.2% 225 99.12%
65-84 67 | 146 6.9% 9.1% 79 117.91%
85 and over 15 25 1.5% 1.6% 10 66.67%

North Plains -
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Special Needs Population Groups

4. Elderly Population
. . Share of Total Population Absolute Percent
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Change
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990. Change
1990 2000 2000 1990-2000
62 and over 100 199 10.3% 12.4% 99 99.0%
65 and over 82 171 8.4% 10.7% 89 108.5%
62-64 18 28 1.9% 1.7% 10 55.6%
65-74 38 87 3.9% 5.4% 49 128.9%
75-84 29 59 3.0% 3.7% 30 103.4%
85 and over 15 25 1.5% 1.6% 10 66.7%
5. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)
Elderly Residing at Home or in Persons 65 and over Share
Group Quarters
Living at home 171 100%*
Living alone 79 46.2%**
Living in group quarters 0 0%*
Institutionalized 0 0%***
Non-institutionalized 0 0%o***

* Share of all persons 65 and over

** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home
*** Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters

C

North Plainsc \7
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15. Tenure
Tenure of Households Share of Households jAbsolute Percent
. i . Change | Change
(universe: occupied 1990 | 2000 1990 1990
. N % - -
housing units) 1990 2000 2000 | 2000
Total Households 294 595 100.0% 100.0% 301 |201.4%
Owner occupied 220 449 74.8% 75.5% 229 | 104.1%
Renter occupied 74 146 25.2% 24.5% 72 97.3%
* Qccupied housing unit is the same as household
16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
Race/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
(universe: all occupied housing = 1990 | 2000 Change Change
units) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 272 | 541 | 92.5% 91.1% 269 98.9%
Black 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 1 4 0.3% 0.7% 3 300.0%
sian/Pacific Islander 6 8 2.0% 1.3% 2 33.3%
2 or more races 0 9 0.0% 1.5% 9 100.0%
|Other 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
[Hispanic 15 32 5.1% 5.4% 17 113.3%
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18. Household Size
ousehold Size (universe: occupied Share of Houscholds Absolute Percent
ﬁli using units) 1990 2000 Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 65 152 22.1% 25.6% 87 133.8%
2-person household 76 153 25.9% 25.8% 77 101.3%
3-person household 44 108 15.0% 18.2% 64 145.5%
-person household | 61 117 20.7% 19.7% 56 91.8%
5-person household 28 40 9.5% 6.7% 12 42.9%
6-person household 14 16 4.8% 2.7% 2 14.3%
7-or-more-person household 6 8 2.0% 1.3% 2 33.3%
19. Person Per Household
verage Number of Persons per Household \
universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000
|Occupied housing ‘ v 2.92 : 2.70
' Owner-occupied housing 3.00 2.89
Renter-occupigd housing 2.68 2.12
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure

North Plains Overview and Tables

[Number of occupants per room b Absolute Percent
Tenure(urﬁverse?occupied housingy 1990 2000 1990,1,?:::: e of ZOGOT?:::; ¢ of Change Change
[units) ‘ 1990-2000 1990-2000
lOwner occupied: 220 449 100.0% 100.0% 229 104.1%
0.50 or less occupants per room 130 295 59.1% 65.7% 165 126.9%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 81 141 36.8% 31.4% 60 74.1%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 5 8 2.3% 1.8% 3 60.0%
}.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 4 5 1.8% 1.1% 1 25.0%
2.01.or more oceupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Overcrowded owner occupied units 9 13 4.1% 2.9% 4 44.4%
Renter occupied: 74 146 100.0% 100.0% 72 97.3%
0.50 or less occupants per room 39 106 52.7% 72.6% 67 171.8%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 28 34 37.8% 23.3% 6 21.4%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 6 4 8.1% 2.7% -2 -33.3%
1.51 to 2.00, occupants per room 1 2 1.4% 1.4% 1 100.0%
2:01 or more dccupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Overcrowded renter occupied units 7 q 9.5% 4.1% -1 -14.3%
* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
( \ North Piains( 21
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22. Households by Age
Share of All Absolute| Percent
Households by A.ge of 1990 2000 Households Change | Change
Householder (universe: (1990- | (1990-
loccupied housing units) 1990 2000 2000) | 2000)
15 to 24 years 10 9 3.4% 1.5% -1 -10.0%
25 to 34 years 58 129 19.7% 21.7% 71 122.4%
35 to 44 years 82 141 27.9% 23.7% 59 72.0%
45 to 54 years 48 120 16.3% 20.2% 72 150.0%
55 to 64 years 36 71 12.2% 12:0% - 35 97.2%
65 to 74 years 27 63 92% | 10.6% 36 133.3%
75 years and over 33 61 11.2% 10.3% 28 84.8%
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Income and Housing Costs

24. Household Income’

North Plains Overview and Tables

1990 1990 Share Absolute | Percent
1990 (in (converted 1990 Share, of All |2000 Share| Change | Change
1989 to 1999 2000 of Al Households| of All |1990-2000| 1990-2000
Household Income* (universe:| dollars) dollars)** Households| (1999 |Households| (insame | (in same
occupied housing units) dollars) dollars) dollars)
Less than $10,000 48 36 48 16.4% 12.3% 8.2% 12 33.5%
$10,000 to $14,999 40 22 38 13.7% 7.5% 6.5% 16 73.2%
$15,000-to $19,999 20 30 24 6.8% 10.2% 4.1% -6 -19.9%
$20,000 to $24,999 37 15 30 12.6% 5.1% 5.1% 15 99.4%
$25,000 t0'$29,999 24 23 22 8.2% 8.0% 3.8% -1 -6.0%
$30,000 to $34,999 26 25 25 8.9% 8.4% 4.3% 0 1.9%
$35,000 to $39,999 20 18 22 6.8% 6.1% 3.8% 4 22.4%
$40,000 to,$44,999 24 19 53 8.2% 6.6% 9.1% 34 172.2%
$45,000 to $49,999 12 17 34 4.1% 5.6% 5.8% 17 105.7%
$50,000 to $59,999 19 34 68 6.5% 11.6% 11.6% 34 100.4%
$60,000 to $74,999 12 24 94 4.1% 8.2% 16.1% 70 292.0%
$75,000 to $99,999 | 8 . 19 79 2.7% 6.5% 13.5% 60 312.1%
$100,000 to.$124,999 0. 6. . 37 . 0.0% 2.1% 6.3% 31 513.6%
$125,000 to $149,999 3 2 8 1.0%. 0.7% 1.4% 6 294.2%
1$150,000 or more 0 3 3 0.0% 1.0% 0.5% 0 0.0%
$150,000 to $199,999 0 3 3 0.0% 1.0% 0.5% 0 0.6%
1$200,000 or more 0 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0 -100,0%

**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census data.collection.

¥
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median .
(Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | Household Income H 200:: I}Tleiilan . 199(1_%2100
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dellars) | (converted to 1999 ousehold Income| Percen ange |
dollars)** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
ual Income. : $25,313 $33,784 $49,563 46.7%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Famlly Income (HAMFI) Category

zqoo ‘HAMFI* $53,700
30% $16,110
50% $26,850
60% $32,220
C 80% $42,960
T 95% $51,015
Number of Households in
Percent of HAMFI 2000
“ 30% or less 91
31-50% 57
51-60% 25
59-80% 57
81-95% 73
Over 95% 282
Total 585

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

North Plains Overview and Tables

overty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent
universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change
tatus is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000

Income in 1989, 1999 at or above

ipoverty level: 809 1,511 81.9% 94.7% 702 86.8%
In married-couple families 603 1,196 61.0% 75.0% 593 98.3%
In other families: 109 173 11.0% 10.8% 64 58.7%
Male householder, no wife present 27 71 2.7% 4.5% 44 163.0%
Female householder, no husband present 82 102 8.3% 6.4% 20 24.4%
Unrelated individuals 97 142 9.8% 8.9% 45 46.4%

Ihcome in"1989, 1999 below poverty

level: ** 179 84 18.1% 5.3% -95 -53.1%
In matried-couple families 49 45 5.0% 2.8% -4 -8.2%
In other families: 24 18 2.4% 1.1% -6 -25.0%
Male householder, no wife present 11 0 1.1% 0.0% -11 -100.0%
Female householder, no husband present 13 18 1.3% 1.1% 5 38.5%
Unrelated individuals 106 21 10.7% 1.3% -85 -80.2%

Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is

Determined 988 1,595 100.0% 100.0% 607 61.4% |

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
** Persons livihg in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.
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29. Poverty by Race
Lp Total number of

overty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty [poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)| poverty**
'White A 1,414 84 5.9% 100.0%
[Black/African American 3 0 0.0% 0.0%
I American Indian/Alaskan Native 40 0 0.0% 0.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 21 0 0.0% 0.0%
Other Race 107 0 0.0% 0.0%
Two.or More Races 10 0 0.0% 0.0%
All.Other Races: 117 0 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic Origin* 165 0 0.0% 0.0%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
**¥Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income

Gross rent as a Percentage of Share of Total Renter Absolute Percent
household income (universe: specified 1990 2000 Households Change Change
:z:;r occupied households paying cash 1990 2000 1990-2000 1990-2000
Less than 20 percent 26 51 32.5% 34.9% 25 96.2%
20 to 24 percent 15 15 18.8% 10.3% 0 0.0%
25 to 29 percent 11 11 13.8% 7.5% 0 0.0%
30 to 34 percent 5 29 6.3% 19.9% 24 480.0%
35 percent or more 22 30 27.5% 20.5% 8 36.4%
Not computed 1 10 1.3% 6.8% 9 900.0%
Cost-burdened Renter Households* 27 59 34.2% 43.4% 32 118.5%
* Households where 30% or more of household income is spent on rent.
33. Monthly Owner Housing Costs
Share of Total Owner
Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 2000 Households "g;ls:ll]lgl:e lg;:::‘gl:
Ig‘”(‘)rxsviirgsi’;if:)c‘ﬁed owner occupied 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
|Owner Households 198 365 100.0% 100.0% 167 84.3%
Less than $300 28 34 14.1% 9.3% 6 21.4%
$300-$499 44 34 22.2% 9.3% -10 -22.7%
$500-$699 33 30 16.7% _82% -3 -9.1%
$700-$999 63 73 31.8% - 20:0% 10 15.9%
1$1000-$1499 22 114 11.1% 31:2% 92 418.2%
$1500-$1999 5 61 2.5% 16.7% 56 1120.0%
0 19 0.0% 5.2% 19 100.0%

$2000 and over
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37. Median Value of Housing Units

North Plains Overview and Tables

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1(9090; \(;il;[lzcrlst)?k (in 1999 dollars) Eff:::;ﬁgﬁ:é;
Median Value $59,700 $79,679 $157,600 97.8%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Portland (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

Findings in Portland (WA Co. part): N

e Portland (part in Washington County) experienced moderate population growth S
during the 1990s with an increase of 16%.

e The proportion of the elderly dropped nearly 3% to constitute only 4.5% of the
total population.

e Portland (part) is mostly composed of multi family housing.

e The vacancy rate increased by 3 percentage points reaching almost 6% in 2000.

e Of all households in Portland (part) in 2000, the proportion of one-person
households, and the proportion of households with children, were some of the
smallest county-wide (second only to King City).

e Median household in¢ome decreased during the last decade to $29,000,
significantly lower than the county average.

e The poverty rate in 2000 was 12%.

e Housing costs for homeowners increased by 73% during the 1990s.

e Despite a decrease in median income and having one of the lowest median
incomes in the County, Portland (part) had the highest 2000 median housing value
in all of Washington County.

e Housing cost-burden was high, with nearly 46% renters and 33% homeowners

spending more than 30% of their income on housing costs.

Summary
Population
The portion of Portland’s population in Washington County reached 1,388 in 2000, an

increase of only 16 percent (191 persons) since 1990.

Portland (part) was predominantly White - 84 percent - a decrease from 92 percent in
1990. All of the ethnic minority population groups, except Native American/Alaskan
Native, experienced an increase during tfhe same period. The minority population is
comprised mostly of Hispanics and Asians/Pacific Islanders who represented 6 percent

and 5 percent of Portland’s (part) population in 2000. o
p (part) pop /r"\-:
o
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Special Needs Population

The senior popﬁlation seniors in Portland (part) decreased to only 77 persons, or 6
percent, from 1990 to 2000. All 77 persons were living at home and half were living
alone. Few had disabilities.

In 2000, few persons under 65 years of age were reported to have been suffering from
disabilities (six percent) in Portland (part).

Housing and Households

Forty-two percent of all households in Portland (part) were occupied by one person in
2000. Only 27 percent of all households included children, one-third of which were

single-parent households.

The number of housing units existing in Portland (part) increased from 637 to 714 during
the 1990s. The housing stock in this part of Portland is mostly comprised of multi-family
units (72 percent).

Renters occupied 76 percent of all occupied units, substantially more than in Washington
County (40 percent). Only 7 percent of all Hispanic householders owned their homes in
this area while one-third of Asians/Pacific Islanders were homeowners. The average
household size in 2000 was 2.93 for owner occupied households and 1.74 for those

occupied by renters.

Income' and Poverty

The median household income of residents decreased by 4 percent from $30,250 in 1990
to $28,929 in 2000. Portland (part) had one of the lowest levels on median income in all
of Washington County in 2000. The number of persons with income below the poverty
level more than doubled to represent 12 percent of the population during this period. Of

the 172 persons in poverty, none were over the age of 65, and 18 percent were under the

age of 18.

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999 dollar value.
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Housing Costs!

The median housing value in Portland (part) more than tripled during the 1990s, reaching
a value of $295,200, the highest median value in all of Washingtoii County in
2000.Median monthly housing costs increased by 72 percent, but rent remained fairly
stable. The proportion of cost-burdened households in Portland (part) remained high, and
increased from 40 percent to reach 43 percent in 2000. Forty-six. percent of all renters

were cost-burdened, as were one-third of all homeowners.

Annexation

From-1990 to 2000, no persons or-housing units were annexed from Washington County
into the part of Portland that is located in Washington County. Annexation from
Washington County accounted for none of Portland’s population and housing growth
during the period.

Portland (part) - 3






Portland (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

3. Population by Age

Population by Age (universe: total population) | 1990 | 2000 Share of Total Population Abs;) ;gtoe-z(i]l:]zll]nge Pelic;;l(:_g(;loaonge
1990 2000

0-17 220 | 299 18.4% 21.5% 79 35.9%
under 5 96 | 109 8.0% 7.9% 13 13.5%
5-9 66 97 5.5% 7.0% 31 47.0%

.. 10-14 32 | 62 2.7% . 4.5% 30 93.8%
15-17 26 31 2.2% 2.2% 5 19.2%
18-19 37 37 3.1% 2.7% 0 0.0%
20-24 160 | 154 | - 13.4% 11.1% -6 -3.8%
25-40 463 | 481 38:7% 34.7% 18 3.9%
41-64 229 | 354 19.1% 25.5% 125 54.6%

65-84 86 60 7.2% 4.3% -26 -30.2%
85 and over 2 3 0.2% 0.2% 1 50.0%
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Portland (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

15. Tenure
enure of Households Share of Households Absolute Percent
Y : Change | Change
universe: occupied 1990 | 2000 1990 1990
L . * - -
ousing units) 1990 2000 2000 | 2000
otal Households 620 678 100.0% 100.0% 58 32.8%
Owner occupied 127 163 20.5% 24.0% 36 28.3%
enter occupied 493 515 79.5% 76.0% 22 4.5%
* Occupied housing unit is the same as household
16. Households by Race/Hispanic Origin
Race/Hispanic Origin Share of Households | Absolute | Percent
(univefs’e:_ all occupiet housing | 1990 | 2000 Change Change
units) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 578 576 93.2% 85.6% -2 -0.3%
Black 6 12 1.0% 1.8% 6 100.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 7 5 1.1% 0.7% -2 -28.6%
Asian/Pacific Tslander 19 32 3.1% 4.8% 13 68.4%
or more races 0 14 0.0% 2.1% 14 100.0%
[Other 1 2 0.2% 0.3% 1 100.0%
ispanic 9 32 1.5% 4.8% 23 255.6%
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18. Household Size
: . . Share of Households Absolute Percent

ni(::;?;lgu::{ ti;zta (universe: occupied 1990 2000 Change Change
) 1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 281 282 45.3% 41.9% 1 0.4%
2-person household 188 189 30.3% 28.1% 1 0.5%
3-person household 83 114 13.4% 16.9% 31 37.3%
4-person household: 49 62 7:9% 9.2% 13 26.5%
5-person household 19 19 3.1% 2.8% 0 0.0%
6-person household 0 b 0.0% 0.9% 6 100.0%
7-or-more-person household 0 1 0.0% 0.1% 1 100.0%
19. Person Per Household

verage Number of Persons per Household
(Universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000
|Occupied housing 1.93 2.06

Owner-occupied housing 2.74 2.93

Renter-occupied housing 1.72 1.74
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure
umber of occupants per room by Absolute Percent
E:nure(universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990,1,8(’1::; e of ZOOOTS‘)]::; e of Change Change
its) 1990-2000 1990-2000
'Owner occupied: 127 163 100.0% 100.0% 36 28.3%
[0.50 or less occupants per room 104 111 81.9% 68.1% 7 6.7%
0.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 22 46 17.3% 28.2% 24 109.1%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 0 6 0.0% 3.7% 6 100.0%
1.51 to 2.00 oecupants per room 1 0 0.8% 0.0% -1 -100.0%
2:01 or more occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Overcrowded owner occ’upled units 1 6 0.8% 3.7% 5 500.0%
Renter occupied: 493 515 100.0% 100.0% 22 4.5%
{0.50 or less. occupants per rooin 348 348 70.6% 67.6% 0 0.0%
0.51"to 1.00 occupants per room 127 147 25.8% 28.5% 20 15.7%
1.01 to 1.50.occupants per room 11 17 2.2% 3.3% 6 54.5%
1.51 to 2.00 dccupants per room 7 3 1.4% 0.6% -4 -57.1%
2.01 of more occupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Overcrowded renter 6ccupied units 18 20 3.7% 3.9% 2 11.1%

* Overcrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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21. Household Type
Share of all Households Absolute Percent
“‘Iiz:gehold Type (universe: occupied housing 1990 2000 1990 2000 1;:91::'21%; 0 lgcgl:i;(g); 0
ersons living alone: 281 282 45.3%* 41.9%* 1 0.4%
Male householder 121 135 19.5%* 20.1%* 14 11.6%
Female householder 160 147 25.8%* 21.8%* -13 -8.1%
[Family households: 256 311 41.3%* 46.2%* 55 21.5%
Married couple family: 195 219 76.2%** 70.4%** 24 12.3%
With_children under 18 years - 96 126 49.2%%** | 57.5%%*** 30 31.3%
No children under 18 years 99 93 50.8%*** | 42.5%*** -6 -6.1%
Total single-parent households 38 54 14.8%** 17.4%** 16 42.1%
Single-father family 5 14 13.2%**** | 25.9%%*** 9 180.0%
Single-mother family 33 40 86.8%**** | 74 19p%kxk 7 21.2%
Other family households 23 38 9.0%** 12.2%** 15 65.2%
Non-famiily households 83 80 13.4%* 11.9%* -3 -3.6%

* The}s};are‘ of all households
**The shdre of all family hduseholds.

***The share of all married-couple family households

****The sharé¢‘of single<parent family households
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22. Households by Age
ﬂloa::egiﬁls] \Absolute Percent
Households by Age of | 1990° 2000 ‘Ei‘;‘;‘lf_" C(i‘;';“f_e
Householder (universe: 2000) | 2000
occupied housing units) 1550 2000 : )
15 to 24 years 102 88 16.5% 13.1% -14 -13.7%
25 to 34 years 210 208 33.9% 309% |. -2 -1.0%
35 to 44 years 130 154 21.0% 22.9% 24 18.5% .
45 to 54 years 69 124 11.1% 18.4% 55 79.7%
55 to 64 years 44 51 7.1% 7.6% 7 15.9%
65 to 74 years 35 30 5.6% 4.5% -5 -14.3%
75 years and over 30 18 4.8% 2.7% -12 | -40.0%
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25. Median Household Income

1990 Median .
(Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | Household Income Hofnggg(ﬁfle?;::me Pe:i?::-é(:g:l e
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) | (converted to 1999 in 1999 doll . doll g
dollarsy** (in ollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $22,665 $30,250 $28,929 -4.4%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Households by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 HAMFI* $53,700
’ 30% $16,110
50% ) $26,850
60% $32,220
80% $42,960
95% : $51,015
Number of Households in
Percent of HAMFI 2000
30% or less 114
31-50% 207
51-60% 81
59-80% 94
81-95% 37
Over'95% 189
Total 722

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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27. Persons in Poverty by Age

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
**Persons living in households where the total 1999. household income was below the poverty level.

T s Absolute | Percent
poverty v Age (Universe: Persons For Whom 199 | 200 |0 | Change | Change
1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
Persons with household income below poverty level** 78 172 6.5% 11.7% 94 120.5%
Under 5 years 6 14 4.4% 9.0% 8 133.3%
5 years 0 6 0.0% 13.3% 6 100.0%
6 to 11 years 21 11 32.3% 18.0% -10 -47.6%
12 to 17 years 5 0 9.6% 0.0% -5 -100.0%
18 to 64 46 141 5.7% 12.7% 95 206.5%
65 to 74 years j 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
75 years and over 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is
IDetermined (above and below poverty level) 1,196 1,475 279 23.3%
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

overty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent

(universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change
tatus is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
ncome in 1989, 1999 at or above
overty level: 1,118 1,303 93.5% 88.3% 185 16.5%
In married-couple families 608 602 50.8% 40.8% -6 -1.0%
In other families: 76 269 6.4% 18.2% 193 253.9%
Male householder, no wife present 12 46 1.0% 3.1% 34 283.3%
Female householder, no husband present 64 223 5.4% 15.1% 159 248.4%
Unrelated individuals 434 432 36.3% 29.3% -2 -0.5%

Flncome in 1989, 1999 below poverty

level:** .78 172 '6.5% 11.7% 94 120.5%
In married-couple families 20 62 1.7% 4.2% 42 210.0%
In other families: 33 41 2.8% 2.8% 8 24.2%
Male householder, no wife present 0 9 0.0% 0.6% 9 0.0%
Female househalder, no husband present 33 32 2.8% 2.2% -1 -3.0%
Unrelated individuals 25 69 2.1% 4.7% 44 176.0%

Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is

Deterniined 1,196 1,475 100.0% 100.0% 279 .. 23.3%

*Poverty status is not determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.

3
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29. Poverty by Race
Total number of
Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whon poverty [poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
Jwas determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)|  poverty**

White- 1,294 138 10.7% 80.2%
Black/African American 0 0 0.0% 0.0%

erican Indian/Alaskan Native 37 0 0.0% 0.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 63 34 54.0% 19.8%
Other Race 20 0 0.0% 0.0%
Two or. More Races 61 0 0.0% 0.0%
All Other Races 81 0 0.0% 0.0%
Hispanic Origin* 148 0 0.0% 0.0%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categories.
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs
E:edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
its) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars)| (in same dollars)
IMedian Monthly Housing Costs $900 $1,201 $2,076 72.9%

*Dollars were adjiisted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Value of Housing Units

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 1990 2000 1990-2000

. ) . . . . (converted to | . Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) (in 1989 dollars) 1999 dollars)* (in 1999 dollars) (in same dollars)
Median Value $95,100 $126,925 $295,200 132.6%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Sherwood Overview and Tables

Findings in Sherwood:

¢ Sherwood’s population experienced a 281% increase during the 1990s, reaching
11,791 in 2000. This was the highest growth rate in Washington County.

e The White proportion of the population decreased from 95% to 90% from 1990 to
2000.

e Although Sherwood is home to only a modest share of Washington County’s
ethnic minority population, their share in Sherwood increased from 5% in 1990 to
10% in 2000.

o The Hispanic share of the minority population decreased by almost 20 percentage
points during the last decade.

o Four percent of the population had an employmeént disability, which is extremely
low.

o Seventeen percent of all households have only one occupant.

e The number of housing units more than tripled since 1990 from 1,239 to 4,412.

o The share of multi-family units decreased by 10 percentage points to 17% in
2000.

e Owners occupy more than two-thirds of all housing units.

e Sherwood has a high percentage of households with children — the highest in the
County.

e The poverty rate dropped almost 14 percentage points between 1990 and 2000.

e Thirty-eight percent of renter households and 31% of owner occupied households

were cost-burdened in 2000.

Summary

Population
Sherwood’s population reached 11,791 in 2000. The increase from 1990 was 281 percent

a much higher rate than Washington County (43%).

Sherwood is comprised mostly of persons that are White. The proportion of Whites
decreased from 1990 to 2000 (95% to 90%). The predominant minority population is of
Hispanic origin (5%). The Hispanic population increased from 103 to 557 during the
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same period, but its share of the ethnic population decreased by about 20 percentage
points. The Asian/Pacific Islander population grew at more than 4 times the rate of the
Hispanic population. However, in 2000, Asian/Pacific Islanders still only represented 2

percent of Sherwood’s population and were 259 in number.

Special Needs Population

Of the elderly living at home in 2000 (610 persons), 246 lived alone. Nineteen elderly
citizens resided in a non-institutionalized group quarters setting.

In Sherwood, 5 percent of the population over 5 years of age had a physical disability,
which has the greatest share ‘of all types of disabilities in 2000.

There were 7 AIDS cases reported in Sherwood during the past decade, which represents

2.6 percent of all the cases reported in Washington County.

Housing and Households

About 17-percent of all househdlds in Sherwood were single-person households in 2000.
Forty-six percent of all households include children. The share of 1 person households
decreased and the share of family households increased during the 1990s.

The number of housing units in Sherwood increased from 1,239 to 4,412 during the
1990s. The number of units tripled and represents a much higher rate than the rate for
Washington County (44%.). The rate of housing growth was lower than the rate for
population growth. However, the vacancy rate increased slightly from 3.3% te 3.6%.
Sherwood is composed mainly of single-family units (77% of all housing), and the share
of single-family units increased 60 percent from 1990. Correspondingly, the proportion

of multi-family units decreased from 27 percent to 17 percent.
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Another change in housing occurred to dwellings that were mobile homes and trailers. In
1990, there were 163 units this type (13.2% of all housing units). The number increased
to 258, but only represented 5.8 percent of all housing units in 2000 with a decrease in

share by 7 percentage points.

Seventy-nine percent of all occupied housing units in Sherwood were occupied by
owners in 2000. This was the highest share of owners in all of Washington County.The
average number of person per households for owners was higher than for renters - 2.85
and 2.47, respectively. Only 2 percent of all households in Sherwood were overcrowded
in 2000. This share has stayed relatively constant since 1990, and is one of the lowest

rates in the County.

Income' and Poverty

The median income of residents in Sherwood increased by 75 percent from $35,815 to
$62,518 during the 1990s. There was a 14 percent increase of those with income below
the poverty level leaving 322 impoverished persons in 2000. The poverty rate amongst
the elderly was 12% (74 personsy in 2000.

Housing CostsError! Bookmark not defined.

The median housing value in Sherwood grew by 109 percent since 1990 from $89,555 to
$187,500. Median rent increased by 36 percent ($733 in 2000), and median owner
housing costs by 87 percent ($1,482 in 2000). Twenty-eight percent of all households

were cost-burdened.

Annexation

From 1990 to 2000, no persons or housing units were annexed from the County into
Sherwood. Annexation accounted for none of Sherwood’s population and housing growth
during the period.

! Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999-dollar value.
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9. AIDS Population *

Year Reported

# AIDS Cases | Cumulative

Total

1986

0

1987

1988

1989

1990

1991

1992
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1995

1996

1997

1998

1999

2000

T

2001
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Total Cases Reported”

* Source: Oregon Department of Hurhan Services, HIV/AIDS Program, HIV/AIDS

Reporting System, 2001

10. Other Special Needs Population

Estimated Persons in Need of

Alcohol or Oth.er Dr.ug 2000 % Population*
Treatment (universe: persons

ages 10 and over)

Persons 875 9.4%**

*Estimated using the percentage of the population in Washington County estimated to

have treatnrent needs Washington County.

** The percentage of persons in Washington County 10 years and over that are
estimated to have a neéd for treatment; calculated by Oregon’s Department of Human
Services, Office of Mental Health and Addiction Services.
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anic Origin

16. Households by Race/His
ace/Hispanic Origin Share of Households. | Absolute | Percent
(universe: all occupied housing | 1990 = 2000 ‘ — Change Change
its) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 1,154 | 3,942 | 96.3% 92.7% 2,788 241.6%
Black 4 15 0.3% 0.4% 11 275.0%
American Indian/Alaskan Native| 10 16 0.8% 0.4% 6 60.0%
[Asian/Pacific Islander 3 93 0.3% 2.2% 90 3000.0%
-2 or more races 0 50 0.0% 1.2% 50 100.0%
Other 0 1 0.0% 0.0% 1 100.0%
Hispanic 27 | 136 2.3% 32% . 109 403.7%.
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18. Household Size
ousehold Size (universe: occupied Share of Households Absolute Percent
E:)using units) 1990 2000 ' Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)
1-person household 293 725 24.5% 17.0% 432 147.4%
2-person household 385 1,411 32.1% 33.2% 1,026 266.5%
3-person household 201 865 16.8% 20.3% 664 330.3%
4-person household 209 832 17.4% 19.6% 623 298.1%
S-person household 78 286 6.5% 6.7% 208 266.7%
6-person hoysehold 26 98 2.2% 2.3% 72 276.9%
7-or-more-person household 6 36 0.5% 0.8% 30 500.0%
19. Person Per Household
Average Number of Persons per Household
(universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000
Occupied housing 2.58 2.77
" Owner-occupied housing 2.68 2.85.
Renter-occupied housing 242 2.47
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20. Overcrowding* by Tenure
Absolute Percent
Tenure by occupants per room 1990 Share of 2000 Share of| Change 1990-| Change 1990-
(universe: occupied housing units) 1990 2000 Total Total 2000 2000
Owner occupied: 743 3,410 100.0% 100.0% 2,667 359.0%
0.50 or less occupants per room 532 2,544 71.6% 74.6% 2,012 378.2%
.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 199 821 26.8% 24.1% 622 312.6%
1:01 to 1.50 occupants per room [E! 38 1.5% 1.1% 27 245.5%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 1 7 0.1% 0.2% 6 600.0%
2.01 or more oé‘cupants per room 0 0 0.0% 0.0% 0 0.0%
_ Overcrowded owner occupied units 12 45 1.6% 1.3% 33 275.0%
Renter occupied: 455 883 100.0% 100.0% 428 94.1%
0.50 or less occupants per room 282 539 62.0% 61.0% 257 91.1%
10.51 to 1.00 occupants per room 158 317 34.7% 35.9% 159 100.6%
1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room 10 0 2.2% 0.0% -10 -100.0%
1.51 to 2.00 occupants per room 4 10 0.9% 1.1% 6 150.0%
2.01 or more occupants per room 1 17 0.2% 1.9% 16 1600.0%
_ Overcrowded renter occupied units 15 27 3.3% 3.1% 12 80.0%

* Qvercrowding is where a household has more than one occupant per room.
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21. Household Type
1990 Share | 2000 Share | Absolute Percent
Household Type (universe: occupied housing of all of all Change Change
funits) 1990 2000 Households | Households | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
Person living alone: 293 725 24.5%* 17.0%* 432 147.4%
Male householder 106 285 8.8%* 6.7%* 179 168.9%
Female householder 187 440 15.6%* 10.3%* 253 135.3%
amily households: 850 3,299 71.0%* 77.6%* 7,418 76.8%
Married couple family: 667 2,796 78.5%** 84.8%** 5,921 75.9%
With children under 18 years 348 1,636 52.2%*** | 58.5%%*** 3,022 69.8%
No children under 18 years 319 1,160 47.8%*** 41.5%*** 2,899 . 83.5%
Total single-parent households 133 335 15.6%** 10.2%** 202 . 151.9%
Single father family - 24 81 18.0%**** | 24 D9p**** 57 237.5%
Single mother family 109 254 82.0%**** | 75.8%**** 145 " 133.0%
Other family households 50 168 5.9%** 5.1%** 118 236%
Non-family households 55 229 4.6%* 5.4%* 174 316.4%

* The share of all households

**The share of all family households.

***The share of all married-couple family households
**#+*The share of single-parent family households
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Sherwood Overview and Tables

Absolute Percent

gouseholds by Age of 1990 Share 2000 Share Change Change
ouseholder (universe: of Total | of Total | (1990- (1990-
occupied housing units) 1990 2000 [HouseholdsHouseholds| 2000) 2000)
15 to 24 years 1,198 | 4,253 4.0% 3.5% 3,055 |255.0%

25 to 34 years 48 148 24.7% 29.4% 100. | 208.3%

35 to 44 years 296 1,252 22.8% 29.7% 956 |323.0%

45 to 54 years 273 1,265 15.3% 17.7% 992  363.4%

55 to 64 years 183 751 11.9% 9.6% 568 |310.4%

65 to 74 years 143 409 11.9% 5.5% 266 | 186.0%
75 years and over 143 234 9.3% 4.6% 91 63.6%
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Income and Housing Costs

24. Houséhold Income

Sherwood Overview and Tables

1990 Share Absolute | Percent
1990 of All Change | Change
1990 (in | (converted 1990 Share |Households| 2000 Share |1990-2000| 1990-2000
Household Income* (universe: 1989 to 1999 of All (1999 of All (insame | (in same
occupied housing units) dollars) = dollars)** 2000 |Households| dollars) |Households| dollars) | dollars)
ess than-$10,000 177 133 175 15.2% 11.4% 4.0% 42 32.0%
$10,000 to $14,999 -87 66 © 69 7.5% 5.7% 1.6% 3 4.6%
$15,000 to $19,999 102 65 171 8.8% 5.6% 3.9% 106 162.3%
$20,000.ta $24,999 171 [ 76 | 145 14.7% 6.6% 3.3% 69 89.8%
$25,000 to $29,999 112 111 203 9.6% 9.5% 4.7% 92 83.5%
$30,000 to $34,999 99 114 _ 174 8.5% 9.8% 4.0% 60 53.1%
$35,000 to $39,999 109 84 188 9.4% 7.2% 4.3% 104 124.1%
$40,000 to $44,999 62 74 209 5.3% 6.4% 4.8% 135 181.5%
$4’"5,000,fo $49,999 46 79 163 3.9% 6.8% 3.8% 84 106.1%
$50,000 to $39,999 -116: 17 1 593 10.0% 10.0% 13.7% 476 407.9%
$60,000 to $74,999 65 118 577 5.6% 10.2% 13.3% 459 387.3%
$75,000 to $99,999 19 109 793 1.6% 9.3% 18.3% 684 628.7%
$100,000 to $124,999 0. o 15 460 0.0% 1.2% 10.6% 445 3072.2%
$125,000t0 $149,999 0 5 168 0.0% 0.4% 3.9% 163 3385.2%
$150,000 or more 0 0 252 0.0% 0.0% 5.8% 252 0.0%
$150,000 to $199,999 0 0 167 0.0% 0.0% 3.8% 167 . 0.0%
$200,000 or more 0. .. y 0 .. 85 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 85 . 0.0%

**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

*Income is reported in the Census referring to the year preceding Census .data collection.
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25, Median Household Income

1990 Median
Household Income | 2000 Median 1990-2000
Median Household Income* 1990 Median Household | (converted to 1999 Household Income| Percent Change
(universe: occupied housing units) Income (in 1989 dollars) dollars)** (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Annual Income $26,835 $35,815 $62,518 74.6%

*Income is reported in the Census for the year preceding Census data collection.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.

26. Houséholds by HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFI) Category

2000 HAMFT* 4 $53,700
. 30% $16,110
" 50% $26,850
"60% $32,220°
'80% $42,960
" 959, $51,015
Iy owd )
Percén’t of HAMFI Number of Househeolds in 2000
30% or:less : 282
31-50% 353;
51-60% 205
59-80% 367
81-95% 350
Over 95% 2,783
Total 4,340

*HUD's Adjusted 1999 Median Family Income for Portland Metropolitan Area.
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Sherwood Overview and Tables

29. Poverty by Race
Total number of
[Poverty by Race/Hispanic Origin persons for whom Persons whose 1999 2000 Poverty Share of all
(universe: persons for whom poverty [poverty was determined| income was below Rates (within persons below
was determined) in 2000 poverty level racial/ethnic group)| poverty**
'White 11,053 242 2.2% 75.2%
lack/African American 43 7 16.3% 2.2%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 29 0 0.0% 0.0%
Asian/Pacific Islander 248 0 0.0% 0.0%
ther Race ' 189 47 24.9% 14.6%
'wo or More Races 383 26 6.8% 8.1%
All Other Races. 572 73 12.8% 22.7%
Hispanic Origin* 510 47 9.2% 14,6%

*Persons of Hispanic origin are of any race and are also included in the racial categofies.
**Will sum to more than 100% due to counting Hispanics in racial groups.
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30. Rent _
1990 Share of| 2000 Share of| Absolute Percent
Monthly Gross Rent (universe: Total Renter | Total Renter | Change 1990-| Change 1990-
specified renter occupied housing units) 1990 2000 Households | Households 2000 2000
{Renter Households 437 877 100.0% 100.0% 440 100.7%
ess than $200 50 37 11.4% 4.2% -13 -25.7%
$200-$349 45 15 10.2% 1.7% -30 -66.4%
$350-$499 85 69 19.5% 7.9% -16 -19.0%
$500-$799 169 349 38.8% 39.8% 180 106.1%
$800-$999 53 161 12.1% 18.4% 108 204.2%
1$1000 and above 23 214 5.3% 24.4% 191 830.4%
INo cash rent 12 32 2.7% 3.6% 20 166.7%
31, Median Gross Rent
edian Gross Rent (universe: 1999-2000

specified renter occupied housing units 1990 (converted | 2000 (in 1999 | Percent Change

aying, cash rent) 1990 (in 1989 dollars) | t01999 dollars)* dollars) (in same dollars)

JTonthly Rent $403 $538 $733 36.3%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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32. Rent as Percentage of Household Income

Sherwood Overview and Tables

)

IGross rent as a Percentage of
household income (universe: specified 1990 Share of 2000 Share of| Absolute Percent
E:enter occupied households paying cash Total Renter | Total Renter | Change 1990-| Change 1990-
ent) 1990 2000 Households | Households 2000 2000
ess than 20 percent 158 252 36.2% 28.7% 94 59.5%
20 to 24 percent 73 137 16.7% 15.6% 64 87.7%
25 to 29 percent 114 117 26.1% 13.3% 3 2.6%
30 to 34 percent 0 77 0.0% 8.8% 77 100.0%
35 percent or more 80 234 18.3% 26.7% 154 192.5%
Not computed 12 60 2.7% 6.8% 48 400.0%
Cost-burdened Renter Households* 80 311 18.8% 38.1% 231 288.8%
* Households where 30% or more of household income is spent on rent.
33. Monthly Owner Housing Cost
Monthly Owner Housing Cost 1990 Share of| 2000 Share of| Absolute Percent
(universe: specified owner occupied Total Owner | Total Owner |Change 1990-| Change 1990-
housing units) 1990 2000 Households | Households 2000 2000
Owner Households 519 3,011 100.0% 100.0% 2,492 480.2%
ess than $300 46 81 8.9% 2.7% 35 76.1%
$300-$499 93 173 17.9% 5.7% 80 86.0%
$500-$699 112 A 75 21.6% 2.5% -37 -33.0%
$700-$999 146 246 28.1% 8.2% 100 68.5%
1$1000-$1499 107 1,100 20.6% 36.5% 993 928.0%
$1500-$1999. 14 1,014 2.7% 33.7% 1,000 7142.9%
$2000 and ever 0 322 0.0% 10.7% 322 100.0%
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs
E:edian Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000
universe: specified owner occupied housing | 1990 (converted to 2000 Percent Change
its) (in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
IMedian Monthly Housing Costs $595 $794 $1,482 86.6%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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37. Median Housilg Unit Value

Sherwood Overview and Tables

Median Housing Unit Value (universe: 1990 (in 1989 11990 (converted| 2000 (in 1999 |Percent Change
specified owner occupied housing units) dollars) to 1999 dollars)* dollars) (in same dollars)
edian Value $67,100 $89,555 $187,500 109.4%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Tigard Overview and Tables

Findings in Tigard:

e Tigard experienced a 40 percent growth in population from 1990 to 2000.

e Nearly 81% residents were Whites, a substantial decrease from 93% in 1990.

e The leading minority group is Hispanic, comprising about 9% of the population in
2000.

e Seniors (ages 65 years and older) accounted for about 10% of the 2000 population
and one-third of them were living alone. *

o Twenty-three percent of the population had an employment disability and/or a
physical disability.

e Persons res1dmg in group quarters mcreased by 68% during the 1990s.

e Among all housing units, nearly 62% were single-family units.

e Tigard had the second largest number of multi-family housing units of all cities in
Washington County.

e Nine percent of renter occupied units were overcrowded, up from 4% in 1990.

e Tigard is home to a small, impoverished elderly population.

¢ Median rent remained stable during the 1990s.

e The number of cost-burdened households more than doubled since 1990.

Summary

Population '

Tigard’s population reached 41,223 in 2000, an increase of 41 percent since 1990. The
increase is over twice the rate of Oregon’s population growth during the same period

(20%), and is higher than Washington County’s population growth rate (43%).
Tigard is predominantly White, however, the proportion of White persons in Tigard
decreased from 93 percent in 1990 to 81 percent in 2000. The majority of the ethnic

minority population is of Hispanic (9%) and Asians/Pacific Islander (6%).

Special Needs Population

Persons residing in Tigard have a higher rate of disabilities than most cities in the

County. The majority of disabilities (37%) experienced by persons between 16 and 64
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were employment disabilities. Among the 436 children ages 5 to 15 with.a:disability,
almost 70 percent had a.mental.disability. About'one-third disabled seniors-had a physical
disability, and 26 percent had a go-outside-home disability.

In Tigard, there have been 37 repeorted cases of AIDS since 1986, which represents about
14 percent of all the cdses reported in Washington County between 1986 and 2001.

Almost 3,300 persons are estimated to have been in need of alcoholor drug treatment in

2000.

Housing and Households

There were- 17,369 housing-units in Tigard, an increase of 3& pereent-since 1990.
Tigard’s housing stock is composed mainly. of single-family units (62%) and a large
portion (38%) of multi-family units..Although 5 -percent of the. units were vacant in 2000,
the majority of the households were occupied by owners (58.5%). From 1990 to 2000,
the proportion of homes owned by Whites decreased, while it increased amongst all
ethnic minority groups except Hispanic. Hispanics occupied 11% of all rental units in
Tigard, a significant-increase from only 2.6% a decade.earlier. The number of"
overcrowded households increased from 4 percent to. 9-pereent in rental units,’

Overcrowded conditions remained stable in owner-occupied housing units.
Approximately 27 percent of occupied housing units in Tigard only had one occupant in

2000. Although 65 percent of households were composed of families, only about one-
third of Tigard’s households had children.
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Income' arid Poverty B

The median household income in Tigard increased. by over.8%.to reach $51,581.in 2000,
which was $11,000 higher than the median income for Washington County.

About 7 percent of the population was living in-households where income was below the
poverty level, a slight increase from 1990. While only.3.6% of.elderly were
impoverished in 2000, over 7 percent of children between ages 5 and 17 were living

below the poverty level.

Housing Costs’

The median owner-occupied housing value in Tigard more than doubled since 1990 to
$188,600: Forty-oné percent of renter households(2,775) were:cost-burdened,,an
increase of 6 percentage points fronr-1990. Twenty-three:percent of all owner-occupied
hbusing units were spending 30% or.more of their household. incomes on housing costs in
2000. .

Annexation

From 1990 to 2000, 1,205 persons.and ‘843 housing units were.annexed from the County
into Tigard. Antiexation accounted for 10 percent of Tigard’s population gtowth, and 18
percent of its housing growth during the period.”

' Dollars have been adjusted for inflation and represent 1999-dollar value.
% To be taken into consideration when examining growth trends from 1990 to 2000.
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16. Households by Race/His

Tigard Overview and Tables

-

anic Origin
e

lRace/Hispan'i‘cOi'igin ” - Share of Households ‘ Absohite | Percent
(universe: all o¢cupied housing |: 1990 | 2000 ———+——' Change | Change
units) 1990 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 11,427 [14265| 94.8% 86.4% 2,838 24.8%
[Black 80 | 165 0.7% 1.0% | 785 106.3%
American Indian/Alaskan Native| 56 | .97 0:5%, 0.6% " 4] 73.2%
Asian/Pacific Islander 282 | 756 2.3% 4.6% 474 168.1%
2 or more races 0 277 0.0% 1.7% 277 100.0%
Other 3 11 | 0.0% 0.1% 8 266.7%
[Hispanic 207 | 936 1.7% 57% .|, 729 | 3522%
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34. Median Owner Housing Costs

Tigard Overview and Tables

Median Monthly Owner Housing Costs 1990 1990-2000 |

(universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (converted.to 2000 Percent Change

units) +(in 1989 dollars)| 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars)| (in same.dollars)
edian Monthly Housing Costs $814 $1,086 $1,361 25.3%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Tualatin (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

Black, American Native, and “other race” minority groups. The nimber.of Whites
decreased from 94 perceritin 1990-and Hispanics increased by-almost 11 percent.

Tualatin-(part) had a'slightly larger proportion-of children and young to middle-age adults

than Washington County, but a smaller share of persons ages 65 years and. older.

Special Needs Population

In 2000, there was a higher proportion of persons with a disability suffering from a
mental disorder than in most of the other areas in Washington County. The number of
persons reported to have an employment disability was over 1,200. Four hupdred twelve
seniors were inflicted with a physical disability, or 36 péreent of-the senior population,

one of the highest rates in Washington County.

One hundred persons in the'sénior population were résiding:in group quarters,_all non-
institutionalized. Twenty-seven percent of seniors that are living at home are diving:alone
273).

No AIDS cases have been reported in Tualatin (part) during the past.decade.

Sixteen hundred persons are estimated to have had alcohol or other drug treatment needs
in Tualatin (part) in 2000.
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Tualatin (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

Housing and Households - .
The number of housing inits Tualatin-(part) grew by 57 percent:from 1990 to 2000,

which is higher than its population growth (52 percent). Five percent of all housing units
in Washington County are in Tualatin (part). The housing vacancy rate has increased
since 1990 from 3.9 percent, to 6.1 percent. Construction of multi-family structures
occurred at a slightly faster rate than single-family dwellings in Tualatin (part), and
mobile homes and other types of dwellings accounted for 4 percent, or 346, of Tualatin’s

(part) housing stock.

Although 13 percent of Tualatin (part) residents are Hispanic, they occupy only 8 percent
of all households. The opposite is true for Whites who represent 79 percent of the

population and occupy 86 percent of all households.

The numbers of owner occupied and renter occupied households in Tualatin (part).are
almost equal and their proportions have remained the about.the same-during the past
decade. Owners occupy 54 percent of the community’s housing units. Homeownership
increased amongst the White population and decreased amongst the Hispanic. The
proportion that.Hispanic renters represent of all renters, increased. from 3 percent.to 15
percent from 1990 to 2000, while the proportion of homeowners they represent decreased

from:4-percent to 2 percent.

One and 2-person households grew faster than households of any other size. The average
number of persons per household for owners decreased and for renters, increased. Still,
the average number of persons per household was greater for owners than for renters in
2000 (2.73 and 2.46, respectively). From 1990 to 2000 the numbers of all households that
are overcrowded increased, as did their share of all households. In 2000, however, there
were only 87 overcrowded owner-occupied units, which represented 2 percent of all units
occupied by owners. The number of overcrowded renter-occupied households was over 4

times higher, with 372 overcrowded units.
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Tualatin (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

Special Needs Population Groups

4. Elderly Population
. . Share of Total Population Absolute Percent
Elderly Population by Age (universe: persons Change
ages 62 and over) 1990 2000 1990- Change
1990 2000 s000 | 1990-2000
62 and over 808 1,346 6.1% 6.7% 538 66.6%
65 and over 632 1,131 4.8% 5.6% 499 79.0%
62-64 176 215 1.3% 1.1% 39 22.2%
65-74 . _ 427 552 3.2% 2.7% 125 29.3%
75-84 162 414 1.2% 2.1% 252 155.6%
85 and over . \ " 43 165 ' 0.3% 0.8% 122 283.7%

i

S. Living Situations of the Elderly (2000)

gl::::;y‘;{: ::'(ti:;sg at Home or in Persans 65 and over Share
Living at home 1,031 91.2%*
Living alone 273 26.5%**
Living in group quarters " 100 8.8%*
_ Institutionalized 0 0%***
Non-institutionalized v 100 | 100%***

* Share of all person's 65 and over

** Share of all persons 65 and over living at home

*#* Share of all persons 65 and over living in group quarters

‘).
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Tualatin (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

18. Household Size
Household Size (universe: occupied Share of Houscholds Absolute Percent
ousing units) 1990 2000 Change Change
1990 2000 (1990-2000) | (1990-2000)

1-person household 1,001 1,883 20.0% 24.5% 882 88.1%
2-person household 1,674 2,461 33.5% 32.1% 787 47.0%
3-person household 955 1,325 19.1% 17.3% 370 38.7%
4-person household . 939 - 1,249 18.8% 16.3% 310 33.0%
5-person household . 321 469 6.4% 6.1% 148 46;1%
6-person Household .. 77 186 1.5% 2.4% 109 141.6%
7-or-morerpérson houséheld 30 98 0.6% 1.3% 68 226.7%
19: Person Per Househald

Average Number of Persons per Household | )

(tniverse: occupied housing units)* . 1990 - - 2000 |

lOccupied housing ' 265 2.61

~ Owner-occupied housing - 2.93 2.73
' Renter-occupied housing 2.34 - 2.46

B
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Income and Housing, Costs

324,‘. Household Income

Tualatin (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

*Income. is reported in the Census referring to the year ,ﬁrecedip'g Census dat_g.collectidn.
**Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes. o

1990 1990 Share Absolute | Percent
1990 (in (converted 1990 Share, of All 2000 Share| Change | Change
1989 to 1999 2000 of All |Households| of All [1990-2000| 1990-2000

Household Income* (universe: | dollars) dollars)** Households| (1999 |Households| (in same | (in same
Eq,ccupi@d housing units) , dollars) dollars) dollars)
ess than $10,000 235 176 270 4.7% 3.5% 3.5% 94 53.3%
$10,000 to $14,999 250 - 121 233 5.0% 2.4% 3.0% 112 92.8%
$15,000 to $19,999 335 | 187 212 6.7% 3.8% 2.8% 25 13.2%
$20,000 to $24,999 351 251 424 7.0% 5.0% 5.5% 173 69.1%
$25,000 to $29,999 561 . 259 436 11.3% 5.2% 5.7% 177 68.4%
$30,000 to $34,999 448 314 628 9.0% 6.3% 8.2% 314 99.7%
$35,000 to $39,999 437 420 347 8.8% 8.4% 4.5% -73 -17.4%
$40,000 to '$44,999 316 336 423 6.3% 6.7% 5.5% 87 25.8%
$45,000 ta $49,999 301 330 474 6.0% 6.6% 6.2% 144 43.5%
$50,000 to $59;999 642 - 535 880 12.9% 10.7% 11.5% 345 64.5%
$60,000 to $74,999 558 701 899 11.2% 14.1% 11.7% 198 28.2%
$75,000 to $99,999 440 800 1,121 8.8% 16.0% 14.6% 321 40.2%
$100,000.t0 $124,999 .55 331 640 1.1% 6.6% 8.3% 309 93.3%
$125,000 to $149,999 47 139 274 0.9% 2.8% | 36% 135 97.3%
$150,000 or more 9 84 407 0.2% 1.7% 5.3% 323 386.0%
1$150;000 to $199,999 0 74 217 0.0% 1.5% 2.8% 143 191.4%

1$200,000 or mere, 0 9 190 0.0% 02% | . 2.5% 181 '1947.7%
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28. Poverty Status by Household Type

overty Status by Household Type Absolute | Percent
universe: population for whom poverty 1990 Share | 2000 Share | Change Change
status is determined)* 1990 2000 of Total of Total | 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
Income in 1989, 1999 at or above
overty level: 12,644 18,757 95.4% 93.9% 6,113 48.3%
In married-couple families 9,538 13,215 72.0% 66.2% 3,677 38.6%
In other families: 1,332 2,461 10.0% 12.3% 1,129 84.8%
Male householder, no wife present 410 816 3.1% 4.1% 406 99.0%
F emale househalder, no husband present 922 1,645 7.0% 8.2% 723 78.4%
Unrelated individuals 1,774 3,081 13.4% 15.4% 1,307 73.7%
Income in 1989, 1999 below poverty
level:** 611 1,215 4.6% 6.1% 604 98.9%
In married-couple families 284 396 2.1% 2.0% 112 39.4%
In other families: 123 422 0.9% 2.1% 299 243.1%
Male householder, no wife present 0 125 0:0% 0.6% 125 0.0%
Female householder, no husband present 123 297 0.9% 1.5% 174 141.5%
*Unrelated individuals 204 397 1.5% 2.0% 193 94.6%
Total Persons for Whom Poverty Status is
Determined 13,255 19,972 100.0% 100.0% 6,717

50.7%

*Poverty status is nat determined for persons residing in institutional, military, or college group quarters.
** Persons living in households where the total 1999 household income is below poverty level.

Tualatin (part) j9













Tualatin (Washington County part) Overview and Tables

34. Median Owner Housing Costs

1990-2000

edian Moilihly Owner Housing Costs 1990
universe: specified owner occupied housing 1990 (convertéd to 2000 Percent Change
iits) (in 1989 dollars)[: 1999 dollars)* | (in 1999 dollars) | (in same dollars)
Median Monthly Housing Costs $889 $1,187 $1,421 19.7%

*Dollars were adjusted due to inflation for comparison purposes.
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Unincorporated Area of Washington County Overview and Tables

Summary
Population:
The population in Washington County’s unincorporated area grew from 149,177 in 1990

to' 190,260 in 2000, an increase of 28 percent. This increase is slightly higher than the
rate of Oregon’s population growth during the same period (20 percent), and significantly
lower than that for Washington County (43 percent).

The population in all racial/ethnic groups experienced an increase from 1990 to 2000,
with'the smallest growth experienced by Whites. In addition, the share that Whites

represent of the total population decreased from 91 percent to 81 percent.

Minorities represented 19 percent of the total population in 2000. Thirty-nine. percent
were of Hispanic origin (13,991). The Asian/Pacific Islander population captured-almast
40-percent of the minority share, with 14,271 persons. The Hispanic population
experienced the greatest increase (over 9,000 persons), though the number of
Asian/Pacific Islanders grew by 7,800 persons. The increase in the Black population was

1,000, and to represented 1 percent of the unincorporated area’s total population in.2000.
The distribution of persons by -age during.the 1990s remained fairly stable. The largest
increase was experienced by the elderly population, ages 65 and older; their population

increased to 40 percent of the total population.

Special Needs Population

In 2000, ninety-eight percent of the senior population ages 65 and older lived at home. Of

those, almost a quarter, or 4,137 persons, was living alone.

The majority of disabilities experienced by persons ages 16 years and older were reported
to be employment disabilities. In 2000, 6 percent of the working-age population had an
employment disability (11,164), followed by a physical disability (9,620). Twenty-three
percent of seniors ages 65 years and older had a physical disability (4,032).
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3. Population by Age
S Share of Total
.Population by Age (universe: total 1990 2000 Population | Absolute Change | Percent Change
population) , 1990-2000 1990-2000
1990 « 2000
a-17 149,177 | 190,260 26.8% 26,8% 11,048 27.7%
under 5 39,952 | 51,000 7.4% 7.4% 2,949 26:7%
5-9 _ 11,045 | 13,994 7.8% 7.8% 3,157 27.2%
10-14 11,599 | 14,756 7:4% 7.4% 2,887 26.0%
15-17 = - 111,113 | 14,000 4.2% 4.3% 2,055 33.2% °
18-19 6,195 8,250 2.3% 23% 837 ! 24.3%
20-24 3,449 4,286 5.8% 56% 2,045 23.7%
25-40 : i 8,642 10,687 27.2% 23.8% 4,717 11.6%
41-64 40,582 | 45,299 28.2% 32.4% 19,661 46.8%
65-84 42,041 | 61,702 8.9% 8.2% 2,226 16.7%
85 and over 13,296 | 15,522 0.8% 0.9% 549 45.2%

'( ( Unincorporated Area( ]7
)















http:LJ"'.I...u.lJ.U~.lJ



















Unincorporated Area of Washington County Overview and Tables

16. Households by Race/His

anic Origin

v

IRace/Hiqpanic Origin ~ - Share of H.ouseholijs Absolute | Percent
(universe: all occupied hoysing ~| +1990 |, 2000 e -~ Change | Change
funits) 1590 2000 1990-2000 | 1990-2000
White 52,326 |61,881| 93.8% | 862% | .9,555 18.3%
Black 309 | 718 0.6% 1.0% 409 132.4%
American Indian/Alaskan Native| 233 325 0.4% 0.5% 92 39.5%
Asian/Pacific Islander ' 1,883 | 4,402 3:4% 6.1% - | 2,519 133.8%
Or more races 0 1,099 0.0% 1.5% 1,099 |- 0.0%
[Other 8 70 0.0% 0.1% 62 775.0%
[Hispanic 1,050 | 3279 | 1.9% 4.6% 2,229 212.3%
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