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F1 Summary of Key Findings

Disparities in Housing Needs and Access to Opportunity

Rural communities with a largegriculturalbase in the Valley Floor, including the communities of
FairmeadParksdalel.a Vinaandportions of Madera AcreBavelower access thousing public

transit, economicopportunities andhigher pollution exposur® dzS (12 GKS&S O2YYdzy Al e
to intensive agricultureThesecommunitiestend to have highepercentage®f singleparent,

female-headed households, arkrsons in povertyhan other areas of the countylhese

communities also tend to have housistpck that is in greater need of repair and rehabilitation

compared to other areas of the county.

Low resource areas amdsoconcentratedon the Valley Floor, including the communities of La Vina,
Parkwood, and Parksdale. These areas have lower incomes and larger proportionsadfiteon
residents compared to the county as a wholhefoothill areaseast of the valley floor arkigher
resource areas. THeothill communities of Raymond and North Fork have a high resdnote

and the highestesource areas included the communities of Ahwahnee, Oakhurst, Bass Lake,
Yosemite Lakes, and Coarsegold. Census tracts for these areas have relatively high median
household incomes and predominantly nbtispanic white populations.

Segregation and Integration Patterns and Trends

Madera County isverallan ethnically diverse countputis somewhat segregatedetween the

largely Hispanic/Latino communities on the Valley Floor and the majorityHigpanic white
communities in the foothilareas Whilethere are no racially or ethnically concentrated areas of
poverty or affluence as defined by H@Brtain communitie®n the Valley Floor, including Madera
Acres, Fairmead, Parksdale, and La Vinee higher percentages of newhite andlow- and
moderateincomeresidents than the restf the county. These communities face economic
disparities that have been exacerbated by the high cost of housing in recent years and cost of living,
which have resulted ihigherdisplacement riskhigher percentages of overcrowding and housing
cost burden This idikely due to the prevalence of relatively lgyaying employment such as
agriculture work. These disparities have worsened due to the limited growth of housing affordable
to low- and moderateincome households.

GenerallyValley Floocommunitieswith a high percentage of LMI households, including the
communities of Fairmead, Parkwood, Parksdale, and La Vina, are more likely to face economic,
educational, and environmental disparities.

Challenges to Infrastructure and Services in Rural Communities

Public infrastructure, including sewer and public transportation is a challenge throughout the
county, but particularly in the more rural communitiesboth the Valley Floor anfdothill areas

The lack of infrastructure makes it difficult to build housing, as it increases development costs
significantly, and makes it difficultr residentsto acces$ousing andob centersin the foothill
areas,it can be difficult to locat@isable landor housing developmendue to lot sizes and locations,
and infrastucture access can be challengifipe Valley Floor communities have bagrderserved
with infrastructure needgor water and sewer services, roadsdainternet accessand securing
appropriate funding for development and maintenance has been a challenge.
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Lack of Farm Labor Housing

Agriculture is one of the main economic drivers in Madera Cowvitich can be yearound or
seasonaémployment There are two housing developments that serve farmworkers within
unincorporated Madera Countyack of farm laboand affordablehousingand low wagegan lead
to overcrowding conditions, or push farmworkers to live in unsafe housing conditions.

Ongoing Efforts to Address Place -Based Improvements and Housing Opportunity

Madera County is actively working to address disparities in access to opportunities and increase
housing affordability and housing mobility. The County is currently preparing the Fairmead Colony
Area Plan which will include specific actions to addresgaayid inadequate infrastructure and
circulation and connectivity improvements within the communifire County is also developing a
mobility study for the community of La Vinaursuing grant funding for sidewalk and street
improvements. SelHelp Enterpses is currently working to develop the River Grove Apartment
Community, which will include 120 affordable rental units.

Land Use Practices and Housing Development

Land use practices and market preferences in Madera County have favoredfamgjehome
development. From 2016 to 2021, an average of 350 new homes were started per year in Madera
County, and virtually all were singlamily homes. Large mast@tannedcommunities that are
currently in development, both in the incorporated cities and in the county, continue to favor single
family homes. Part of the market demand for housing can be attributed to increased net migration
to the county as residents relocatem other areas of the state for more affordable housing.

Access to Homeownership

Hispani¢ Latino, Black/Africa\merican, and American Indian or Alaskan Native residents have
lower rates of loan origination compared to otheacial and ethnigroups. Inaddition, these racial
and ethnic groups tend to have lower economic and educational opportunities and lower
educational outcomes.

1 Madera County Economic Foreca8alifornia Department of Transportation. 2022ps://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-
media/programs/transportatiorplanning/documents/dateanalyticsservices/transportatioreconomics/socioeconomnsc
forecasts/2022/mader&2022-ally.pdf
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F2 Introduction and Overview

CaliforniaGovernment Cod&ection8899.50requires local agencies to affirmatively further fair

housing (AFFHY)NnderCalifornia law, AFFAS | ya aGF { Ay 3 YSEYyAy3ITFdzZ | OGA2y
combattingdiscrimination, thabvercome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities

free from barriers thatrestricc 00S&aa (2 2L NIl dzyAdeé olFaSR 2y LINRGS
Government Cod&ection8899.50stipulatesthat an assessment of fair housifgFH)ncludesthe

following components:

A A summary of fair housing issues in the jurisdiction and an assessment®fdidh 8 RA OG A 2y Q&
housing enforcement and fair housing outreazdpacity

A An analysis of available federal, state, and local data and knowledge to identify integration and
segregation patterns and trends, racially or ethnically concentrated areas of poverty, disparities
in access to opportunity, and disproportionate housing needs within the jurisdiction, including
displacement risk

A An assessment of the contributing factors for the fair housing issues identified under
Government Code Section 65583 (10)(A)(ii)

A An identification ofOther Relevant Factors, includihgstorical disinvestment, lack of
infrastructure improvements, and presence of older affordable housing units that may be at risk
of conversion to marketate housing
Aly ARSYOGATAOIGAZ2Y 2F (KS 2dNAARAOGAZ2Y QA FIl AN K2
those factors identified iicovernment Code Section 65583 (10)(AJtiat limit or deny fair
housing choice or accessapportunity, or negatively impact fair housing or civil rights
compliance, and identifying th@etrics and milestones for determining what fair housing
results will be achieved

A Strategies and actions to implement those priorities and goals, which may include, but are not
limited to, enhancing mobility strategies and encouraging development of new affordable
housing in areas of opportunity, as well as plaesed strategies to entrage community
revitalization, including preservation of existing affordable housing, and protecting existing
residents from displacement

This AFFldnalysisaddresses impediments through ARgpecificgoals and actiondased orthe
contributing factors for eacidentified fair housing issuer o identify specific areas withMadera
County references taensus tracts andensus designated placéSDP)naybe used throughout
the documentto geographically pinpoint locally recognized areas in unincorpored@imunities
CDPs are statistical eqalents of incorporated places and can include unincorporated
communities, university townsndresort towns, among othemnincorporated communities that
do not have a legally defined boundary, or active functioning governmental strué&uoeerview
of Madera Countyensus tractend CDPRis provided irFigureF1 below. The CDPs located in
Madera County include Ahwahnee, Bass LBk@jadelle RanchedMadera Ranchg<oarsgold,
Fairmead, La Vina, Madera Acres, Nipinnawasee, North Fork, Oakhurst, Parksdale, Parkwood,
RaymondRolling Hillsand Yosemite Lakes Park.

Madera County igenerallysplit into twogeographiareasreferred to aghe Valley Floor and the
Foothills divided bythe western edge of the Sierra National ForeBhe Valley Floor encompasses
the western portion of thecounty, and includesi KS O2dzyiéQa (62 Ay O2NLR NI (SR
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and Chowchilla) anthe communities of Fairmea@onadelle Ranchedadera Ranchodvadera
AcresLa VinaParksdale, Parkwogénd Rolling Hill&Generallythe population that lives ithe
Valley Flooisrelativelyyoungand predominately Hispanic/Latindrhe labor force is comprised
primarily of agricultural workers armésidentsthat commute toincorporated cities in the county
andnearby counties, primarily the City Bfesno. The Fahills encompasses the central and eastern
portion of thecounty, and includes the communities of Ahwahnee, Bass Lake, Coarsegold,
Nipinnawasee, North Fork, Oakhurst, Raymond, and Yosemite Lake$aRoothills also includes
the sovereign nation dlorth Fork Rancheria of Mono Indians of Califormihich encompasse0
acresin North Fork.The population in the Foothillsgenerallyolderthan in the Valley Flar and
predominately norHispanic whiteManyresidentsare retired homeowners. Theoothillsis located
nearnational parks and is lme toemployeesn the tourism industry.
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Figure 1 Madera County Census Tracts and CDPs
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F2.1 Fair Housing Methodology

Thisassessmentias been prepared consistent withe California Department of Housing and
Community Development (HCBIJfirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Guidance for All Public
Entities and for Housing Elements (AFFH Guidance Mefioh provides guidance on the
preparation of housing elements and enssistatutory requirements are satisfied, pursuant to
Government Codé&ection 65583(c)(10).

F2.1.1 Data Sources

To conduct this analysis, th@hty utilized data from a variety of sourcesgscribed irthe sections
below.

California Department of Housing and Community Development AFFH Viewer

The AFFH Data Viewer is a tool developethbyCalifornia Department diousing and Community
DevelopmentHCD that features census block grougnd tractlevel data from an expansive

collection of sources includirthe USCensus US Department dflousing andJrban Development

(HUD) Galifornia Tax Credit Allocation Committee AX; Urban DisplacemerRroject UDB, and
Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strate@HAY The Data Viewer tool serves as a resource for
local and regional governments and provides the ability to explore spatial data patterns concerning
fair housing enforcement, segregation and inte@a, racially and ethnically concentrated areas of
poverty, and disparities in access to opportunities and housing. The Data Viewer is intended to
assist in thecreaton of policies that alleviate disparities, combat discriminatiand increase access

to safe and affordable homes.

Urban Displacement Project

TheUrban Displacement Proje@tDP)was developed to track neighborhood change and identify
areas that are vulnerable to gentrification and displacement in California. Indicators of gentrification
and displacement are measured at the census tract level based on data from the 2018ACS

data. UDP indicators examine census tracts to identify areas that qualify as disadvantaged
neighborhoods. Additionally, census tramentified as disadvantaged neighborhoolg; 5t Qa
criteria are further analyzed to explore changes in the percentageltdge educated residents,
non-Hispanic white population, median household incqraed median gross rents ovéme to
determine levels of gentrification and displacement risk.

CalEnviroscreen

The California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment developed a screening
methodology to identify communities disproportionately burdened by multiple sources of pollution.
This too] called the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool (CalEnvirhScreen
utilizes existing environmental, health, and socioeconomic data to rank census tracts based on 20
distinct indicators. In generaf,a community has a high@e for that indicator, it is more impacted

by pollution burdens angopulation vulnerabilitiegompared to other communitiedesignated
disadvantaged communities are thoa&th CalEnviroScregpercentilescores of 75 or higher
meaningthat they scored within the highest 25 percent of census tracts across California

F6



Introduction and Overview

California Tax Credit Allocation Committee Opportunity Maps

To assistair housinganalysis, HCD arle California Tax Credit Allocation Commit@E€AL
createdthe California Fair Housing Tdgkce to provide research, evidentased policy
recommendations, and other strategic recommendations to HCD and oglaed state agencies
anddepartments to further thed i | #aiSh@using goaldThe California Fair Housing T#&okce
created Opportunity Maps to identify resource levels across the state to accompany new policies
aimed at increasing access to higpportunity areas for families with childrerOpportunity

mapping is a way to measure and visualize plaesed characteristics linked to critical life
outcomes, such as educational attainment, earnings from employment, and economic nobility.
Opportunity Mapsare made from composite scores of three different domains mad&am a set

of indicatorsdata shown iriTableF1. The Opportunity Maps$nclude filteisto identify areas with
poverty and racial segregation. To identify these areas, census tracts were first filtered by poverty
and then by a measure of racial segregation. The criteria for these filters were:

A Poverty Status: census tracts with at least 30 percent of population that earned an income that
was below the federal poverty level

A RaciaBegregationcensudractswith alocationquotientthat ishigherthan 1.25for Black,
HispanicAsianor all nonwhite populations in comparison to theunty.

Table F1 Domains and List of Indicators for Opportunity Maps

Domain Indicator

Economic Poverty,adult education,employment, Jokproximity, Median homevalue
Environmental CalEnviroScreen 3.0 pollution indicators and values
Education Math proficiency, reading proficiency, high school graduation rates, student poverty rates

Source: Cdifornia Far Housing Task Force, Methodology for the 2020 TCACQ HCD Opportunity Maps 2020.

AllTransit

AllTransit is an online database that examifeegors related to transit access and produces a
performance score that reveals the social and economic impact of transit, such as connectivity and
access to jobs.

Regional Research from the Public Policy Institute of California (PPIC)

The Public Polidystitute of CalifornigPPIC)s a honpartisan think tank dedicated to informing and
improving public policy in California. In 2004, #RlGublisheda policyreport analyzingmigration
trendsto, from, and withinthe Central Vallegnd the implication®f those trendsThis policy paper
entitled, The Central Valley at a Crossroads: Migration and its Implicatientifiesfactors that

drive migration includingeconomic, educationabnd sociafactors. These factordiffer

dramaticaly throughoutthe Central \dlley, and as a responsthe paper identifies four subregions
of the Valley¢ Upper Sacramento Valley, Sacramento Metro, Northern San Joaquin {&l)and
Southern San Joaquin ValigdV)Forthe Madera County regional analygi®nds observedt the
regional levelnclude the Southern San Joaquin Valley Subreditadera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and
Kerncounties Thesdive counties,which will frame the regional geograpMaderaCounty will be
compared to, are further discuss@uSection 1.1.2Definition of theLocal andregioral

Comparison

2Office of The State Treasurer (STO). 26&ps://www.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/opportunity/202@cachcd-methodology.pdf
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2022 Comprehensive Housing Report for the San Joaquin Valley

In response to housing supply and affordability challengesStreJoaquin Valley REAP Committee
commissioneda study of housing trends, impediments, and best practices irSidue JoaquiNalley
(SIV)Funded by the Regional Early Action Planning (REAP) grant pregichmith the

coordination of HCD stafthe study includedutreach to theeight counties in the San Joaquin

Valley stakeholders, city and county staff, Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) staff, and the
public.Interviews with builders, developers, housing advocates, and city, county, and MP{@dtaff
meaningful analysief barriers tohousing affordability and production in the SJV.

Key findings in the study suggest that while the region has become more diverse in the past few
decades, there are existing disparities in income, poverty, and homeownership among racial and
ethnic groupsStakeholder interviews providedsight to trends and challeng&s housing
affordability, ard provided a list of opportunity areas for affordable housinghe eight counties
within the SJVThisincluded San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, Fresno, Tulare, Kings, and
Kerncounties.This input is dicussedn Section 4LocalArea Knowledgebelow

F2.1.2 Definition of the Local and Region al Comparison

A fair housing issue is a condition in a geographic ef@aalysis that restricts fair housing choice,

or access to opportunity. These conditions argjoing at the locadnd regional levelnd include
segregation or lack of integration, racially or ethnically concentrated areas of poverty and affluence,
significant disparities in access to opportunity, disproportionate housing needs, and evidence of
discrimination or violations of civil righlaw or regulations related to housingnderstandinghese
conditionsat the local and regional leved an essential step to informing and prioritizing

contributing factorgo fair housing issues.

Madera County is located in trsuthern portion of theCentral Valley regigrbounded by Merced
County to the north and Fresno County to the southcally unincorporatedMadera County
comprised 6 census designated placegographically identified by the census bureau, &wally
known as communities the unincorporated parts of the county. These communitiegine the
localgeographic area, and do not include the incorporatédes of the county

As described iRegionaResearclirom the Public Policy Institute of California (FRA@hin the
greater regionthe Central Valley has varyiggographicapatterns and trends of population
growth, educational attainmentccess tampportunity, and other sociadhnd economic indicators
that mayimpact fair housing choic&he whole regiorcan bedistinguished byour subregions;
Upper Sacramento Valley, Sacramento Metro, Northern San Joaquin Valley, and Southern San
Joaquin Vallepased on those factorsvhich ultimately definglacesof settlement as shown in
FigureF2.

For exampleresidents irthe NorthSJ\subregion (San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and Mecoadties)
have access to jobs in the Bay Aasal cheaper housing in théalley, whereas residents in South
SJ\subregion (Madera, Fresno, Tulare, Kings, and g&untieg do not have access to jobs in the
Bay Area and rely on agriculture as the primaggnomicaindustry.Access to educational
opportunity is alsanore prevalent irthe North SJ\s opposed to the South Sidwever,other
subregionathallengesn the North SJ\arise due to longer commute times suchtesffic
congestion angboor air quality These varying social and economic indicators lgiineet impact on
fair housing issueat theregional levebnd as such, the regional analyisisludesa comparison to
the South SJ¥ubregion of Madera, Fresno, Tulare, Kings, and Baunties
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Figure 2 Regional Map
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F3 Fair Housing Resources

F3.1 Enforcement and Outreach Capacity

Fair housing enforcement and outreach capacity is the ability of a local jurisdiction and fair housing

F3SyOASa (G2 LINPGARS FFAN K2dzaAy3d YR SylyiaQ NI

Enforcement and outreach capacity also includes the ability toesddcompliance with fair housing

laws, such as investigating complaints, resolving issues, and conducting fair housing testing.
LYAGAFrGSR o0& GKS S5SLINIYSYyd 2F WdzadAaO0SQa [/ ADAf
technique used to uncover evidence of discrimination in rental housing. Fair housing testing involves
one or more individuals who pose as prospective rentershe purpose of determining whether a
landlord is complying with local, State, and federal fair housing laws. Enforcement actions may be
taken when investigations yield evidence of a pattern or practice of illegal housing discrimination.
Testing may bénitiated following the filing of a specific housing discrimination complaint or, as is

the case when testing for discrimination against a specific class, as part of an overall effort to
determine whether the discrimination is happening in a consistertesyis pattern in a city or

region.

In Madera County, fair housing testing is used to identify unlawful housing discrimination practices
based on the real or perceived race, ethnicity, color, religion, gender identity or expression, national
origin, disability, familial status, marital statuage, ancestry, sexual orientation, and source of
income of prospective renters. Ti@fice of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity (FHEE)tains a
record of housing discrimination complaints filed in local jurisdictiBesween 20132021, nine

FHEO iguiries were received in Madera Countjhese inquiries are not official cases, and the

nature of complaint isinknown No FHEO cases were filed in 2020, faweer than 0.01 cases per

1,000 population were filed in 2010 in Madera Couhty

Regional Resources

There are multiple organizatiors MaderaCounty that provide fair housing servica® listed in
TableR2. These organizations collaborate wihadera County and other local governmetas
addresshousing and communitgeedsat the local leveand provide the following services:
Fair housing testing and complaints

Fair housing counseling and education

Tenant/landlord counseling and mediation

Homeless prevention program

Rental assistance program

Rent/deposit grant program

Home seeking services

Shared housing counseling placement

| 2YS0d22SNEQ SRdzOF GA2Yy € SIENYyAY3I LINRBAIANIY

> > > > > > > D> P

3US Department of Housing and Urban Developm@ffice of Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity (FHEAEO Filed Title VIII Cases,
2010, 2020https://catalog.data.gov/dataset/fhediled-cases
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Fair Housing Resources

Table 2 Fair Housing Organizations Active in Madera County

Organization URL Phone Number
California Rural Legal Assistance https://crla.org/ (800) 337-0690
Housing Authority of the City of Madera https://maderaha.org/ (559) 6745695
Community Action Partnership (CAP) of Madera Countyhttps://maderacap.org/ (559) 6739173
Fair Housingouncil of Central California (FHCCC) http://www.fhc -cc.ord (559) 2442950
Fresno Madera Continuum of C4dfMCoC) https://fresnomaderahomeless.org/  (559) 7850311
Housing Authority of the City of Madera https://maderaha.org/ (559) 6745695
Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability https://leadershipcounsel.org/ 559.369.2790

Resources for Independence Central Valley http://www.ricv.org/ (559221-2330

Resources for Independence Central Valley http://www.ricv.org/ (209)383-1683
SelfHelp Enterprises https://www.selfhelpenterprises.org/  (559) 6511000

TheFair Housing Council of Central California (FHCCC) partners with jurisdictions in Madera County
to conduct fair housing audits and testing of rental properties to assess how well rental properties
conform to fair housing laws. FHCCC also provides comsifeetnaining and technical support to
housing providers on federal and state fair housing laws and accepts complaints from residents
throughout the Central ValleyMadera Countydoes not have a contragtith the FHCCC, butfers
complaintsto the organiation.
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F4 Segregation and Integration Patterns and
Trends

To inform priorities, policies, and actions, the housing element must include an analysis of
integration and segregation, including patterns and trends. Integration generally means a condition
in which there is not a high concentration of persons of aipalar race, color, religion, sex, familial
status, national origin, or having a disability or a particular type of disability in a specific geographic
area. Segregation generally means the opposite conditibrere concentrations of the

characteristics decribed above are high a specific geographic arébo adequately assess the
patterns of integration and segregation, this section identifies trenmikin the SouthSJ\{regional

scalg§ andin unincorporated Madera Countjo€al scale)To identify socieeconomic and

RSY23ANI LIKAO aLl GdAFf GNBYR&A | ONRP&a ( RSavewes dzZNA a RA O
which provides an expansive collection of data from sources including theZI%BAmerican
Community Survey, Housing anddommunity Development Housingand Urban Development

Urban Displacementroject, the Center for Disease Control and Preventimd other regional and
federal agencies.

F4.1 Race and Ethnicity

Theethnic and racial composition of a regicglates tofair housing concernsuch as household

size, locational preferences, ardonomic opportunity Historic exclusionary governmental policies,
biased mortgage lending practices, and other tactics have caused racial and ethnic segregation and
spatial inequitiesThis section provides an overview of racial/ethnic composition and segregation
patterns withinthe unincorporated areas dfladeraCounty and theegion

The HCD AFFH Data Viewer identifies areas that are dominated by one racial/ethnic group and by
how much. A racial/ethnic group with a predominant majority has more than a 50 percent
difference between the percentage of the population in the dominant réetiahic group and the
percentage of the population in the second most populated racial/ethnic group. A sizeable majority
occurs when the difference is between 10 and 50 percent and a slim majority occurs when the
difference is less than 10 percent.

Local Trends

Population density is low overall in Madera County. In addition, there is a significant difference in
the population density within and near urban areas compared to rural parts of the county. Western
Madera County contains only two incorporated cities, @tluilla and Madera. In the cities of
Chowchilla and Madera, population density ranges from 500 to over 10,000 persons per square
mile. However, in rural, unincorporated parts of the county population density is generally less than
50 persons per square rail

TheValley Floois more racially and ethnically diverse than #aothilk (Figure3). Inthe Valley
Floor, which includes the communities of Fairmead, Madera Acres, LaRaniayvoodand
Parksdalemore than 60 percent of the populatiddentifiesas norwhite. Comparatively, the
Foothillswhichincludes the communities of Ahwahnee, Bass |L@kekhurst, North Fork,
CoarsegoldRyamond, and Yosemite Lakesntairs a higher percentage afhite residents, with
less thar0 percent of residents identifying as navhite.
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TheFoothilk hasa predominant majority (gap more than 50 percent)dfite residents particularly
within the communities of Ahwahnee, Oakhurst, and Bass L#kgureFR5). In contrasta large
portion of the Valley Floohas a sizeable majority (gap of 10 to 50 percent) of Hispanic/Latino
residents particularly the communities dfairmeadMadera AcresParkwoodand Parksdale

Racial/ethnic diversity in Madera County increased between 2010 and Z@b@F-3). This table
shows the percentage of residents by race/ethnicity out of the total population for the cotihgy
percentage of Hispanic/Latino residents increasadpercent increase since 2000, fr@8 percent
to approximatelyd2 percent of the populationin contrastnon-Hispaniavhite residentsdecreased
eight percentfrom 2000,to nearly 51percent of the total population i2020.

Between 2010 an@02(Q the total population of nofwhite residents increased throughout the
county overall but particularlyin the Valley FloarThe Foothillsmaintainedits racial and ethnic
composition during this timeas displayed ikigure~3 and FigureF4. While Hispani¢Latinoand
Asian American populatiorggew, otherracial and ethnigroups haveleclinedbetween 2010 and
2020in both numbers and percentages of the populatiBetween 2010 and 2020, the population
of Non-Hispaniavhite residents decreased by nearly seven perc@&tack or African American
decreased by 27 percerAmerican Indian and Alaska Natiecreased by 30 percerdnd Native
Hawaiian and other Pacific Islandircreased by 83 percerds shown imable~3. Areas with
higherconcentrations of nowwhite residents, as indicated drigureF3, include

A The southern portiorof Madera Acres, located north of thétgCof Maderawith a nonwhite
population 0of95 percent The majority of residentewn their homein this area

A The community of Parkwood,mimarily agriculturahrea southwest of the City of Madesad
north of the San Joaquin Rivavith a nonwhite population of75 percent Most residentsn
Parkwoodrent their homes

A The eastern portion of Fairmeasiputh of the City of Chowchillavith a norwhite population of
66 percent This block grougontains ehigh unemployment rate of 12, Wwhereless than half of
the residentsown their homes.

Table 3 Race and Ethnicity, 2010 and 2020 , Unincorporated Madera County

Percent
Race and Ethnicity Change
Groups Number Percent Number Percent Number  Percent (20102020)
Hispanic or Latino 22,103 32.1% 26,816 37.9% 30,488 42.4% 13.7%
Not Hispanior Latino: 46,672 67.9% 43913 62.1% 41,419 57.6% 5.7%
White Alone 40,403 58.7% 39,091 55.3% 36,499 50.8% -6.6%
Blackor African 2,197 3.2% 1039 1.5% 757 1.1% -27.1%
American Alone
American Indiarand 1,123 1.6% 1,204 1.7% 848 1.2% -29.6%
Alaska Native Alone
Asian Alone 757 1.1% 961 1.4% 1,375 1.9% 43.1%
Native Hawaiiarand 108 0.2% 42 0.1% 7 0.0% -83.3%
other Pacifidslander
Alone
Some Other Race Alon 225 0.3% 103 0.1% 273 0.4% 165.0%
Twoor More Races: 1,859 2.7% 14,73 2.1% 1,660 2.3% 12.7%
Total Population 68,775 70,729 71,907 1.6%
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000, Social Explorer Table for Census 2020.

Regional Comparison

Aregional comparison of racial demographics by block gisghown irFigure~6, including,
Madera County, Fresno County, Tulare CouKiggs County, and Kern Courjadera Countihas
alower percentagef non-white residentsthan therest of theregion Throughout the regiorthe
highest percentage afon-Hispaniovhite residentstend to residein the foothill and rural areathat
are less densely populateern Countyhasthe highestpercentage ohon-Hispaniovhite residents
compared to theegion,specificallyin urbanized areasThe South SJyegion hathe highest
concentration of norawhite residents primarilyin areas thatre primarilyagricultural anchearcity
centers.
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Figure 3 Percent of Total Non -White Population by Block Group , 2020 (Madera County)
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Figure 4 Percent of Total Non -White Population by Block Group , 2010 (Madera County)
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Figure 5 Predominant Population Majority Tracts (Madera County)
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Figure 6 Percentage of Population thatis Non -White by Block Group (Region)
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F4.2 Persons with Disabilities

For persons with disabilities, fair housing choice and access to opportunity inéockss to
K2dzaAy3a Ay (GKS Y2ad AyidS3aNI §$Hpeciakesdsandidisability LILINE LINR |
related servicess required under federal civil rights law. For example, persons with disabilities who
are unable to use stairs or need a zatep shower may not have actual housing choice without the
presence of housing units with these accessibility feattitéfgh spatial segregation of persons with
disabilities may indicate fair housing issues related to not only physical needdsbatonomic
disparities. According to the 2020 Annual Report on People with Disabilities in America, more than
25 percent of persons with disabilities (including physical, intellectual, and developmental; sensory;
and other disability categories) live belohetCensus Bureadesignated poverty line, which is 14.5
percentage points higher than people without a disabfliBersons with disabilities may be more
reliant than persons without disabilities on fixed incomes or access to public transit.

Local Trends

Approximatelyl1,156individuals irMladera County, or nearl{/6 percent of thdotal population,
experienceone or moredisabiliiesin unincorporated Madera Couniif able~4). The majority of
residents living with a disabiligre over age 65Based orACS data, nearly half of those with a
disability experience an ambulatory difficuly7 percent experience a hearing difficulty, 30 percent
experience a cognitive difficultand another 30 percent experience an independent living difficulty.
FigureF7 displayghe distribution of individuals living with a disabilityy census tractBased on
estimates, thanapshows thatindividuals living with a disabiligre concentratedn the northern
portion of the Foothills wherecensudractsin communities of Raymond, Oakhurst, artuvshnee,

as well as portions of @msegold, and North Fortontain a population 020 to 30 percent otthe
populationlivingwith a disability.The eastern portin of Madera Acres in the Valley Floor also has a
population of 20 to 30 percent livingith a disability Hderly populatiors livingwith a disabilityare
concentrated irtheseareas The unincorporated areas in th¢alley Floorincludingthe northern tip

of Madera Acreshad the smallesshareof residentsliving with a disability less thanl0percent In
both the Valley Floor antthe Foothills communities with 10 to 20 percent with a disability include
Fairmead, La Vina, Parkwood, Parksdale, most of Madera,Boradelle Ranchddadera
RanchosYosemite Lakegortions of CoarsegoldBass Lake Neaf3,and North Fork

4HCD 2021https://www.hcd.ca.gov/communitydevelopment/affh/docs/affh_document final -27-2021.pdf
5The Rehabilitation Research and Training Center on Disability Statistics and Demographics 2020.
https://disabilitycompendium.org/annualreport
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Table ~4 Disability in Madera County

Unincorporated Madera

County Madera County California

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Under 18 YearsTotal 17,359 24% 42,723 29% 8,942,907 23%
Population
Under 18 YearsOne Type of 529 3% 1359 3% 207,793 2%
Disability
Under 18 YearsTwo or More 176 1% 380 1% 99,013 1%
Types of Disability
18 to 64 YearsTotal 39,821 56% 83,813 57% 24,347,395 62%
Population
18 to 64Years One Type of 3,089 8% 5,417 6% 1,077,809 4%
Disability
18 to 64 YearsTwo or More 1,914 5% 4,239 5% 866,771 4%
Types of Disability
65 Years and OlderTotal 14,527 20% 21,295 14% 5,548424 14%
Population
65 Years and Olde®ne Type 2985 21% 4271 20% 803463 14%
of Disability
65 Years and OldeiTwo or 2,463 17% 4,199 20% 1,092,102 20%
More Types of Disability
Total With Disability 11,156 - 19,865 - 4,146,951 -

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, A9 year Estimates), Tab@18108

Regional Comparison

FigureF8 reveals thatMadera Countygenerally has &rgerpopulationsizeof residents living with
a disabilitycompared to the regionwith the exception of Kern County.rblaghout the region,
thoseliving with a disabilityare typically located in the eastenportions of the countiegthe
populations ofwhich arepredominantlyindividuals65+living inthe rural and foothill areas of the
SierraNevadaln Kern County, the largesbncentrationof those living with a disabilitgre also
elderly andocated in desert communitiesast oflnterstate 14, andn the foothillareas ofthe
county, respectively Thepopulation sizeliving with a disability in the foothill areas of Kern County
are greater tham€mostof the region butare similarin size to the populatiom Madera County,
specifically in theorthern unincorporatedcommunities.
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Figure 7 Population with a Disability by Census Tract  (Madera County)
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Figure 8 Population with a Disability by Census Tract  (Region)
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F4.3 Familial Status

Familial status refers to the presence of children under the age of 18 in a housaiblithe marital

status of the head of the househotdxamples oflifferential treatmentinclude limiting the number

of children in an apartment complex or confining households with childrersgeeaific location are
potentially discriminatory Singleparent households are protected figir housing lawA 2016 HUD
study studied the effects of housing discrimination based on familial status. The study found that
landlords presented households with children fewer housing options, and the units shown were
generally larger, and as a result, slightly more exgpee to rent. Additionally, femalkeaded

households with children require special consideration and assistance because of generally greater
needs for affordable housing and accessible day care, health care, and other supportive services.

Local Trends

Singleparent households are not disproportionately representedhi@ unincorporated areas of
Madera County, compared to the region or stafae proportion of singleparent households in
unincorporated Madera&ountyis smaller han Californig4 percent vs31 percent respectively)
Singleparent male householders represetiiree percent of thetotal householdersn
unincorporated areaswhich is less than thpercentage of total householdsf California (26
percent).Only one percent of singlearent male householderare in unincorporated Maderdess
than the Statef{ve percent) as shown iTableF5. Asshownin FigureR9, the majorityof census
tractsin Madera County heeless thar20 perccentfemalesingleparenthouseholdsThe
communities of Nipinnawasee, Ahwahnee, and Oakhurst hdaetwween 20 and 40 percelfiémale
singleparent households. Communities with the largest percentage of female giagéant
households include portions of the communities of Coarsegold and North Fork (between 40 and 60
percent).

As shown immableR5, approximately 21 percendf householdsn unincorporated Madera County

are marriedcouple householdwith children one percent weresingle male households with

children, and three percent were singlemalehouseholds with children. Approximatedix percent

of the total householdsre nonfamilyhouseholdsFigure~10 shows thepercentageof children

living in married familiesSpatially, thé/alley Floorontairs a greater proportion of children that

reside in households with married coupléxcluding the eastern portion of Madera Acres, the
western portion of Fairmead, La Vimolling Hillsand ParksdaleThecommunities ofAhwahnee,
Raymond, and parts of Coarsegold also have high percentages of children that reside in households
with married couples (between 80 and 100 percent). The community with the lowest percentage of
children residing in marriedouple households isie community of Oakhurst, with less thag

percent.

642 U.S. Code sections 36@1 seq, the Fair Housing Act.
"https://www.hud.gov/program_offices/fair_housing_equal_opp/discrimination_against_families_children#_Who_Is_Protected?

Draft Housing Element F23



Madera County
Madera County Housing Element (2024 -2032)

Table 5 Tenure by Household Type and Presence of Children (  Madera County)

Unincorporated Madera

County Madera County California

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Married-Couple Householdith 4,867 20.8% 11,464 25.8% 2,784,123 21.2%%
Children
Male householder, no spouse 268 1.1% 551 1.2% 170,832 4. 7%
presentwith children
Female householder, no spoust 700 3.0% 2,378 5.3% 615,734 26.2%
presentwith children
Nonfamily household 1,368 5.8% 3,274 7.4% 896,192 6.8%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, AE®1GyearEstimates), Table B11012

Often, large families face significant difficulty in locating adequately sized, affordable housing due to
the limited supply ofippropriately sizethomesthat canaccommodate large households. In
unincorporated Madera CountyL7 percentof householdsare large households, compared nearly

14 percent of the Stateas shown iTableR6. Of those householdsgarlyfive percentare

households ofevenor morepeople compared tqust three percentof the state. Based on ACS

data,in 2020, 11 percent of large householite owner occupied andixpercentare renter
occupied.Large households that arevmer occupiechave increased from 201@ine percent), and
renter-occupied households aremained the sames{xpercent).

Table 6 Large Households

Unincorporated Madera

County Madera County California

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total Occupied Housing Unit 23,419 44,479 13,103,114
Total Large Households (5 o 4,021 17.1% 9,856 22.2% 1,809,518 13.7%
More Persons)
5-Person Household 2,030 8.6% 4,759 10.7% 1,025,856 7.8%
6-Person Household 859 3.6% 2,636 5.9% 440,129 3.3%
7-or-More Person Householc 1,132 4.9% 2,461 5.6% 343,533 2.6%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, AC2Q0§5year Estimates), Table B25009

Regional Comparison

Compared to the region, Madera Countystaasmilar proportion of children living im singlefemale
householdto Fresno and Tulareountieswhere most tracts contain less than 20 percent of children
living in femaleheaded household$ladera County haa smallerproportion comparedo Kings

and Kern countiekern County hsthe largest representation of femaleeaded householder with
some tracts havingetween 40 and 6@ercent female householdersss seen ifrigure~11.
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Figure 9 Children in Female -Headed Households, No Spouse/Partner Present by Census Tract (Madera County )
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Figure 10 Children in Married

-2032)

-Couple Households by Census Tract (Madera County )
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Figure 11 Children in Female -Headed Households, No Spouse/Partner Present by
Census Tract (Region)

(158

264,

(266,

(165,

Fresno

(138

190)

Tulare

(227)

[ california State Boundary

@ Madera County Boundary
|:| Other County Boundary

Percent of Children in Female
Householder, No Spouse/Partner Present
Households

|:| Less than 20%
[ ] 20%-40%
I 40%- 60% <

Kern

I 60%- 80% D G C G £ 15 ol

(217 (23} | I I
I s0% - 100% '\./'\ s e o Miles A
(118)

California State Parks, Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, Bureau of Land Management, EPA, NPS, ACS 2017-2021, HCD, PlaceWorks, HUD Region 9,
UC Berkley UDF, TCAC 2022, CalEnviroScreen 4.0, 2021, CAL FIRE, OEHHA, FEMA

Draft Housing Element F27



Madera County
Madera County Housing Element (2024 -2032)

F4.4 Household Income

Household income is directly connected to the ability to afford housing. Higheme households

are more likely to own rather than rent housing. As household income decreases, households tend
to pay a disproportionate amount of their income for housimglahe number of persons occupying
unsound and overcrowded housing increases. To achieve fair housing objectives, people in low
income households must have choice in housing opportunitibst is, when they are able to

locate units that are affordable andell maintained in all parts of a jurisdiction and region.

This section identifies household incomisparities using data based on median kelold income
and low or moderate income (LMI) geographid$UD definean LMlarea as aensus tract oblock
group where over 51 percent of the populatiorLisll. The definition of low or moderate income is
basedon HUDincomedefinition of up to 80 percentof the area median incom@AMI). Data for this
analysis are from the HUD Low and Moderate Income Summary Data based on tF202611
American Community Survey (most recent available data).

Local Trends

Madera County has a median household income6if$4 (20162020 ACSwhich idower
compared to the Statenedian income 0$78,672 The mediarincome among families the county
($65,627)is significantly lower than th&ate ($89,798)ut twice that of nonfamily households
($36,877) Married-couple families hee the highest median incomg75,080) which ishigher than
the countywidehousehold median income, as showrTiableR7.

Median household income varies throughout the courfigure~12 shows the geographic
distribution ofmedian income bgensusblock grou in Madera Countylhis magprevealsthat
householdsn the Valley Flogrincluding thecommunities of Fairmead and Parkdalave lower
median incomes (less than $55,000 per ye@hgre arecertainareas that show atarkcontrast in
median household incomé&Vithin the community of Parksdale, residents are earning less than
$55,000, whileyst to the east of Parksdaleesidentsare earning greater than220,000.

Areas with a high percentage bMlIhouseholdare concentrakdin the eastern portion of the Valley
Floor. The community of Parkwood has LMIpopulation between 50 and 75 percent, as show in
Figure~13. Communities with the lowedtMI population(less than 25 percent) include the
communities of Yosemite Lakes in the Foothills, and portions of Bonadelle Ravialesa Ranchos
in the Valley Flootn the remainder of unincorporated Madera Coupnetween 25 and 50 percent
of residens are considered.Ml. Areas with a high percentage bMlhouseholdsoverlap with
Hispani¢Latinomajority tracts.

Table 7 Median Income by Household Type , Madera County

Madera County California

Households $61,924 $78,672
Families $65,627 $89,798
Married-Couple Families $75,080 $107,711
NonfamilyHouseholds $36,877 $50,894

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, A9l year Estimates), Table S19@1 2020 inflatioradjusted dollars)

8 HUD Exchange 202ittps://www.hudexchange.info/programs/ael®w-mod-summarydata/
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Regional Comparison

Madera Countyhasfewer areaswith a highpercentage of_Mlresidentscompared to the South SJV.
As shown irFigure14, there are nocensus block groups in the unincorporated areas of Madera
Countyin whichover 75 percent of the populationvaslow-to-moderateincome In contrast,

Fresno, Tulare, and Kecounties allhaveseveralcensus block groupshere over 75 percent of the
population was LMMithin the region @erall,the mountainousand foothillareaswith sparse
developmenthavelower percentages of LMI residentompared tothe developed areas
surrounding agricultural lands
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Figure ~12 Median Household Income

by Tract (Madera County )
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Figure 13 Percent of LMI Population by Tract, Madera County
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Figure 14 Percent Low to Moderate Income Population by

Tract (Region)
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F4.4.1 Poverty and Segregation

Local Trends

Poverty is concentrated in theéalley Flooof Madera CountyRigureF15). In 2020,nine percent of
households irunincorporated areas of Madera Courttgdincomes below the poverty leve(1,578
household$ asixpercent increase fror2015 (1,488. As shown imTableR8, this is significantly
lower than Madera County as a whd&4 percent) and comprable tothe state (nine percent).
Most household$n povertyare locatedwithin in the incorporated citiesnd to thenortheastand
southof the city of Madera asdisplayed ifFigure~15. These areamclude the community of
Parkwood, and the northerportions of the communyt of Madera AcresAdditionally, the southern
portion of the community of Oakhurst in the Foothills also has a higher povertyHateseholdsn
the remainder of thainincorporated arean the Valley Flooexperiencathe least amount of
poverty, with less than ten percent of the householgh incomesthat fall below thepovertylevel

Table 8 Income and Poverty

Total Households Below Poverty Level  Percent Below Poverty Level
Unincorporated Madera County 23,419 1,578 8.7%
Madera County 44,479 4,975 14.2%
California 13,103,114 806,599 9.0%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, A91Gyear Estimates), TablelB)19

In unincorporated Madera Countgpproximately 24 percent of femalgeaded householdare
below the poverty lineThis is slightly greater compared to tiate (22 percent), although lower
than the County as a whole (32 percemk discussed above, femdleaded households with the
greatestpoverty rateare concentrated near the communities OakhurstFemaleheaded
householdoften have lower incomes and higher living expenses and may lack the resources
needed for adequate childcare or job training services, often making the search for affordable,
decent, and safe housing more difficult.

Table F9 Poverty by Female -Headed Households

Unincorporated Madera

County Madera County California
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Below Poverty Line 535 24.4% 1,931 32.1% 364,236 21.5%
Above Poverty Line 1,655 75.6% 4,090 67.9% 1,329,038 78.5%
Total 2,190 6,021 1,693,274

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, A€D1&year Estimates), Table B17010

Regional Comparison

Generally, Madera Counhas a lower poverty rateompared to the South SJV regidiigurer16).
In surrounding counties, higher percentages of househimg®verty aregenerally inproximity to
developed areaand surrounding agricultural landSverall,the highestpercentage ohouseholds
whose income was below the poverty lewee containedwithin the major cities in the region, with
someconcentrationdn agricultural areas or desert communitiésr(example, irkKern County).
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Figure 15 Poverty Status by Tract (Madera County)
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Figure 16 Poverty Status by Census Tract, (Region)

Draft Housing Element F35

















































































































































































































































































































































































