4| JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY

JPA Impact Tables: Update on the
Oakland Citywide Dashboard

SEPTEMBER 13, 2018




The JPA and OTLC identified draft long-term indicators for
the citywide dashboard®

Oakland'’s children, youth, and families are the healthiest in the nation

Health Education Wealth
Children and youth are physically, Children and youth thrive in school and Families are economical{y stable and
socially, and emotionally healthy are prepared for college, career, and youth succeed after high school
community success
* % babies born at a low birth weight * % children ready for kindergarten * % residents earning a living wage
* % children and youth with asthma * % at or above 3" grade reading level (>200% FPL)
* % children and youth at a healthy weight < High school graduation rate * % youth that are disconnected '(ages
. . 16-24 years not in school or working)
* % children and youth with a usual * % students completing a 2- or 4-year Median famil .
source of health care college degree within 6 years edian family assets

* % children and youth experiencing
chronic mental health issues <

Housing Safety
Families have quality, affordable, stable Families live in safe, vibrant communities
housing
* # homeless families * Recidivism rate <
* % under-housed families * Violent crime rate
* % households with severe housing * Juvenile arrest rate <>

cost burden (spending >50% of
income on housing)
* FSG’s work with this data was complete as of January 2017. FSG’s intent was to conduct additional research to identify the best indicators reflecting and describing the
health of our children, youth and families in the impact areas of health, education, wealth, housing and safety. Another requirement was that the data be disaggregated by

race/ethnicity, gender, age, system status and geography, where possible. Some of the prior values that FSG collected were not disaggregated and the Impact Tables have
applied the equity lens where available and possible, and specific to Oakland.

¢ Juvenile incarceration rate <

<> FSG was conducting additional research for indicators to best reflect child mental health and youth involvement in the criminal justice system.



The OTLC and JPA also identified additional
indicators for consideration in future work™

Health Education Wealth
Children and youth are physically, Children and youth thrive in school and Families are economically stable and
socially, and emotionally healthy are prepared for college, career, and youth succeed after high school
community success
* Teen birth rate * % students attending school regularly » Percent of students enrolled on a
. Access to healthy food < (not chronically absent) career pathway
P . . .
. Child diabetes rate 2/o ergz s;::fl:g:le;dgu:l’itﬁs; heen;';:laefc: elrn a Credit score and debt measures<
. e o i " Percent of families banked and
Primary care utilization graduation underbanked
* % youth with tooth decay « Access to quality childcare<-
Housing Safety
Families have quality, affordable, stable Families live in safe, vibrant communities
housing
» Percent of households with moderate * Victimization rates

housing cost burden (spending >30%

. ) * #incarcerated/detained adults with
of income on housing)

children under 18<>

+ Job transition for the re-entry
population <

* FSG’s work with this data was complete as of January 2017. The intent was to conduct further research to identify the best additional indicators reflecting
and describing the health of our children, youth and families in the impact areas of health, education, wealth, housing, and safety. Another requirement was
that the data be disaggregated by race/ethnicity, gender, age, system status and geography, where possible, and specific to Oakland.

<> FSG expressed interest in pursuing indicators to reflect these ideas. Y



Oakland Citywide Dashboard

Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking Where we are  Change Target Trend Are we
& change desired closing the
equity gap?
. 0 o 7.5% .
Our babies % babies born at a low 7.1% v Pending 7.2% 7.1%
have a birth weight (data for PROGRESS
Alameda County) V¥ 2014-2016 Prior value 7.5%
healthy start (2011-13) 2009-11  2011-13  2014-16
. % people ages 0-24 5_8% .
Our children who visited emergency/ ' Pending 22.5% PROGRESS
and youth are | urgent care for asthma 2016 o e 729, 13.4% 16.5% 14.3%
in the past 12 mos. rior value 7.2% . . 7.2% 5.8%
free from (Alameda County) V¥ (2015)
asthma g“)’:z;‘z’l:";’;’;’ data ‘;'g° 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Our children 54.7% _ 54.4% gy, OHT%
d th % of children and youth - A Pending - 0. 46.8%
anda youtn are .
health at a healthy weight PROGRESS
at a ealthy (OUSD 7th grade) A 2015-16 Prior value 52.6% - -
welght Academic Year (2014-15) 2011-12 201213 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16
. . 88%  90% 88% y
Our children | % of children and youth 93.2% A Pending PROGRESS
and youth ages 0-24 with a usual
place to go when sick or ) .
have health need health advice 2016 Prior ‘(’Sgufsf&‘m
care (Alameda County) A 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
i 9 31%
Our children % of children and youth 25% v Pending 28% 25% PROGRESS
and youth experiencing chronic - - -
enjoy good sadness/hopelessness _ .
(OUSD 9t grade) ¥ 2015-16 Prior value 31% 201112 201314 201516

mental health

Academic Year

(2013-14)




Oakland Citywide Dashboard

Education: Children and youth thrive in school and are prepared for college,

career, and community success

What our goal is What we’re Where we are  Change Target Trend Are we closing
tracking & the equity gap?
change desired

Our children | ¢ 0

. fﬁroljirfctjﬁggtrfef?:y 43 /0 Unable to 2020: 50% Unable to determine* Unable to
are ready or OUSD A 2015 determine* 2025: 80% determine*

kindergarten 2017:

28%*
Our 37 grade | % of students at or
0
students are above grade level 35% A 85 /o 299% 29% 35% CHALLENGE
di on OUSD ELA Prior value: By 2020 - l o
reading on SBAC scores A 2017-2018 29% . (no S|gn|f|can_t
grade level 2015-16  2016-17 2017-2018 'mpacggg)eq“'ty

Our students | ousD high school o Jo19: 758

graduate high graduation rate A 70 /0 A 2822; ;gé‘: 64% 66% 70% PROGRESS

school 2016-2017 Prior value:

66%
2014-15 2015-2016 2016-2017

Our students | % H t
7 HS graduates 29% 49% Unable to

raduate completing a 2- or 4- f
g d ithin 6 /o 2011 By 2020 determine;
years A , Prior value: 5yr ratet: .
5-year ratet: 26% yrrater: I - disaggregated
24% © 60% data for c/o 2011
By 2025 c/o 2009 c/o 2010 c/o 2011

NOTE: Some 2020 goals will likely be revised given current outcomes.
* Results from 2017 SRA not representative due to low participation rates/small sample size; cannot determine trends.
T membership also interested in increasing 5-year rate, so included here.
I See Appendix 2 for details for Education.




Oakland Citywide Dashboard

Wealth: Families are economically stable and youth succeed after high school

What our goal is What we’re tracking  Where we are Change Target Trend Are we closing
& change desired the equity gap?
0 Pending
% residents below 20 A’ 20% 20%
0 poverty level in the past Prior value
ur_ . 12 months V¥ 2012-2016 20% 2011-15 2012-2016
families are (2011-2015)
economically o
table % of families living in
s asset poverty (don't Reference Appendix 2 under Wealth
have 3 months of net
worth to live above Prior value*
poverty level) ¥ 33% (2016)
Our youth % of Oakland youth 9.8% A Pending 8.9% 9.8% CHALLENGES
ages 16-19 not in o7 o
sycceed after school and not working Prior value
high school (disconnected youth) ¥ 2011-2015 8.9% 2010-14 2011-2015

(2010-2014)

* Source: “Building Financial Security in Oakland and Alameda County: A Data Snapshot” Family Assets Count. 2016* Published as one-time
report with no routinely updated data sources.



Oakland Citywide Dashboard

Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking | Where we are | Change Target Trend Are we closing
& change desired the equity gap?
v 669
: * 527
Juvenile arrests * ¥ 491 Pending °02 491 PROGRESS
2017 Prior value
669 2014 2015 2016 2017
Youth incarceration
(Average daily 97 v 200 161
population at the JJC Pending 105 97 PROGRESS
and Camp 2017 Prior value
Sweeney) ¥ 105 2014 2015 2016 2017
Our youth
and families v
Probation cases 1 330 2164 1815
are not (25 years old and ; brior value | Pending 1523 14330 | PROGRESS
caught in the | younger) v 2017 1,523
. - ’ 2014 2015 2016 2017
justice (2016)
system
' 8.5
Recidivism 6.8% . 6.5 6.8
(12-25 years old) ¥ ot Prior value | Fending . . PROGRESS
0,
8.5% 2014 2015 2016
(2015)
A 1645 1534
Suspensions in 1 5534 . e
ouUsSD v Total number Prior value Pending CHALLENGES
2017-2018 1,413 2015-16  2016-17 2017-18

(2016-2017)

* Previous data presented by FSG represented Alameda County.




Oakland Citywide Dashboard

Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking | Where we are | Change Target Trend Are we closing
& change desired the equity gap?
# murders, year to 72 ' . 9 79 83 85

. date (YTD) ¥ Total number Prior val Pending 2 PROGRESS

Oakland is a 2017 rior value

safe place to 85 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

learn, work .

d ol # of larcenies, 21 0 .

and play robberigs, and Por tho;sand Pending 232 151 20.7 195 21 CHALLENGES
burglaries, year to 2017 Prior value
date (YTD) V¥ 19.5 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017




Oakland Citywide Dashboard

Housing: Families have quality, affordable, stable housing

What our goal is What we’re tracking  Where we are Change Target Trend Are we closing
& change desired the equity gap?
2761 A Pending CHALLENGES
# homeless persons 2191 2761
(Oakland) ¥ 2017 Prior value
o 2191
Our families
(2015) 2015 2017

have healthy

places to live | % renter-occupied 0 : . 3
households living in 11.2% A Pending 10% 11.2% CHALLENGES

crowded conditions

2016 Prior value

(more than one person 10% 2011-2015* 2012-2016*
1 (o)
per room) ' 'V (2015)
% households with . 65% 62%
Our families severe housing cost 62% ' Pending PROGRESS 3
burden (extremely low
can_ afford income residents 2014 Prior value
their homes spending >50% of 65%

income on housing) 2 ¥ (2010) 2010 2014

Note: Regional homelessness has increased or 2016-2017. Many combined efforts are attempting to decrease the amount of homeless
residents.

* Data taken in 5-year increments, see slide 38.
Equity Considerations:
» African Americans continue to represent the largest unsheltered ethnicity group.
* Families with immigrants are more likely to share housing.
1 Families are sharing housing to stem rising regional housing costs, but this also leads to overcrowding.
2 There was a reduction in cost burden for low income residents across the board. There is no equity data to track equity goals.
3 Data collected does not display equity gaps and challenges.



Appendix 1

DETAILED DATA ON LONG-TERM INDICATORS
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Looking at the data

Notes and considerations on the deeper dive into the data

In the areas where targets are PENDING, they have yet to be determined on an institutional
basis. Impact Table leadership will develop this metric based on subject matter experts from
our community and public agency partnerships.

Prior FSG values were not always disaggregated by race/ethnicity, gender, age, system
status and geography. In many cases, updated information reflects the equity lens.

Prior FSG values sometimes reflected County of Alameda data. This has been updated,
where possible, to reflect measurements in the City of Oakland.

More information is needed where the effects of crucial processes such as gentrification or
immigration laws unveil a more multi-faceted story around disparities in the City of Oakland.

There is a risk that traditional data sources and traditional indicators may focus attention on
the traditional solutions which may not lead to better or desired outcomes. On the other hand,
developing non-traditional indicators that can tell a more accurate story is problematic as
there may not yet be any data available for these indicators.

Given the work done to inform the established indicators, some Impact Tables have
discovered that selected proxy, mid-level indicators or process goals are valuable in
determining the usefulness and sustainability of the established indicators currently being
measured, as well as possible additional future indicators.



Health



Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
0 v .
Our babies have a % babies born at a low 7.1 /0 Pending PROGRESS
birth weight (Alameda
healthy start County) ¥ 2014-16 Prior value

7.5% (2011-13)

Percentage of Babies Born at Low Birth Weight in Alameda County, by Geography (2014-16)

T~

Low Birth Weight LK )l

% Of All Births

B s0%-9.4%
N 71%-7.9%
5.6% - 7.0%
4.0% - 5.5%
NO DATA OR DATA SUPPRESSED

—

Source: CAPE, with data from Alameda County vital statistics files, 2014-2016.

Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
» Access to prenatal care » Oakland Starting Smart and Strong
« Maternal physical and mental health status * Alameda County ICPC

+ Alameda County Home Visiting

Source: Community Assessment, Planning and Evaluation (CAPE), Alameda County Public Health Department, with data from Alameda County
Vital Statistics. h
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Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
i % babies born at a low 7 . 1 % Pending PROGRESS
Our babies have a
birth weight (Alameda
healthy start County) ¥ 2014-16 Prior value

7.5% (2011-13)

Babies with Low Birth Weight, Alameda County,

Percentage Low Birth Weight (LBW) and Very Low Birth Weight

Source: California Department of Public Health for 2014-2016.

2014-2016 (VLBW) by Race/Ethnicity, Alameda County, 2014
12%  11.6% 2.6 times
. _ e ot
X 1
’ -— 2 10%
A WV 5 :
CA Counties CA Value US Value Prior Value Trend %’ 1
(6.8%) (8.1%) (7.2%) _ = % 7.6% :
@ County: Alameda & = 6.9% 1
0, ()
7.1% 2 6.5% 6.2% H
HP 2020 Target pleten > 6% 5.3% ]
(7.8%) g .
= 4.5%
Babies with Low Birth Weight § 4% 2.6 times
7.75 g’o ————————————————————————————————————————— 1
g 2.1% 1
o 2% 1
.7 5 1.1% 1.2% L-2% 0.8%
3
]
= 72 0%
African Asian All Races Multirace Latino Pacific Islander White
American
7
2010 2011 2012 2013 2013-2015  2014-2016 Low Birth Weight (<2,500 g) Very Low Birth Weight (<1,500 g)

Source: Community Assessment, Planning and Evaluation (CAPE), Alameda County Public Health Department,

with data from Alameda County Vital Statistics, 2014.

Main contributing factors
* Access to prenatal care

« Maternal

physical and mental health status

Initiatives tracking this indicator
» Oakland Starting Smart and Strong

* Alameda County ICPC

+ Alameda County Home Visiting




Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
. % people ages 0-24 who 0 .
Our children and | 2E°FC = = 5.8 /o v Pending PROGRESS
youth are free urgent care for asthma in
from asthma the past 12 mos. . 2016 Prior value 7.2% (Disaggregated data is available for
(Alameda County)* V¥ (2015) Oakland, see slide 17)

Percent of children and youth ages 0-24 years who visited the emergency/urgent
care for asthma within the past 12 months
(Alameda County, 2011-2016)

22.5%

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
*  Exposure to environmental triggers (pollution, mold) » School-based health centers

* Access to primary health care

Source: 2011-16 California Health Interview Survey N | 15



Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired

More data
Our children and Age-specific rate of More data needed needed for .
youth are free Emergency Department for percentages percentages Pending CHALLENGES
visits, per 100,000
from asthma (Oakland only) ¥

Age-Specific rate of Oakland Asthma Emergency Department visits by race/ethnicity,
per 100,000 (Ages 0-24. Data for Oakland only, 2013-2015)

African-American/Black B Asian B Hispanic/Latino B White
24923 2553.3
2276.7
876.4 994.3
695.3
215.0 - 295.1
2013 2014 2015
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
»  Exposure to environmental triggers (pollution, mold) * School-based health centers

* Access to primary health care

Source: Community Assessment, Planning and Evaluation (CAPE), Alameda County Public Health Department, with data from Alameda County
Vital Statistics h




Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
Our children and youth % of children and youth at o A
are at a healthy weight ?tre?:gg)wilght (OUSD 54 . 7 A) Prior value 52.6%  Fending PROGRESS
° 2015-2016 (2014-2015)
Our children and youth % of children and youth at F'V'a'els= 5257 Z;/ Pr_o: e
- emales: 55.7% ior valu .
are at a healthy weight a healthy weight E?/ 2015-16 Males 52.1% Pending PROGRESS
gender (OUSD 7% grade) F ) o
emales: 53.2%
(2014-2015)
OUSD 7t Grade Students in the Healthy Fitness Zone OUSD 7t Grade Students in the Healthy Fitness Zone for
for Body Composition, BY YEAR (2011-2016) Body Composition, by Gender (2011-2016)

2011-12  ®2012-13 ®=2013-14 ®2014-15 ®m2015-16

201112 m2012-13 m2013-14 m2014-15 m2015-16

54.0% 549, 53.7% 54.9% 5329, 9O7%
47.6% 46.7% 45.9%

54.7%
52.6%

47.3%

47.0%  46.8%  47.0%
Grade 7 Male Female
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
» Lack of affordable, healthy food options « OUSD
+  Concentration of low-cost, unhealthy options * Alameda County ICPC
+ Targeting of unhealthy food to kids * School-based health centers
» Lack of physical activity, partly due to lack of safe spaces
to walk and play

Source: California Physical Fitness Report, Oakland Unified School District, California Department of Education, DataQuest; Body composition refers to

skinfold measurements/ bioelectric impedance analyzer (percent body fat), and body mass index

| 17



Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is

What we’re tracking &
change desired

Where we are

Our children and youth
are at a healthy weight

% of children and youth at
a healthy weight by race
(OUSD 7" grade) A

Disparity ranges from

11.1% to 25.7%

between Whites and

other races

Our children and youth
are at a healthy weight

% of children and youth at
a healthy weight by
economic status (OUSD
7t grade)

6.4% disparity
between not
economically
disadvantaged and
economically
disadvantaged

Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
Pending Pending CHALLENGES
Pending Pending CHALLENGES

OUSD 7t Grade Students in the Healthy Fitness Zone
for Body Composition, by Race/Ethnicity
(2015-2016 data)

75.7%
64.6%

54.5% 53.6%

53.6%

50.2%

African  American Asian Filipino  Hispanic White Two or
American/  Indian/ More Races
Black Alaska
Native

OUSD 7t Grade Students in the Healthy Fitness
Zone for Body Composition, by Economic Status
(2015-2016 data)

57.1%

55.5%

50.7%

No Economic
Information

Not Economically
Disadvantaged

Economically
Disadvantaged

Note: “Economically disadvantaged” denotes OUSD 7% grade students
receiving free or reduced-price lunch.

Main contributing factors

* Lack of affordable, healthy food options

«  Concentration of low-cost, unhealthy options

» Targeting of unhealthy food to kids

« Lack of physical activity, partly due to lack of safe spaces
to walk and play

Initiatives tracking this indicator
- OUSD

* Alameda County ICPC

» School-based health centers

Source: California Physical Fitness Report, Oakland Unified School District, California Department of Education, DataQuest; Body composition
refers to skinfold measurements/ bioelectric impedance analyzer (percent body fat), and body mass index




Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired

. % of children and youth o .
Our children and a;es 0-24 with a usual 93 '2 A) A Pending PROGRESS
youth have health | place to go when sick or
care need health advice 2016 Prior value 88.4% (Published data not
(Alameda County) A (2015) disaggregated)

Alameda County children and youth ages 0-24 with a Usual Place to Go When
Sick Or Need Health Advice (2011-2016)

—Have a Usual Place to Go —Don't Have a Usual Place to Go
o,
o 88.2% 89.7% 88.4% 93.2%
84.2% 81.0%
19.0%
15.8%
¢ 11.8% 10.3% 11.6% 6.8%
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
»  Affordability: Insurance and cost « 0OUSD
»  Accessibility: Proximity and hours «  BMOC - Manhood
»  Cultural competence « AC Home Visiting

Source: California Health Interview Survey: http://ask.chis.ucla.edu/AskCHIS/tools/ layouts/AskChisTool/home.aspx#/results




Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired

. o .
Our children and % of children and youth 25 /0 v Pending PROGRESS
youth enjoy good experiencing depression
mental health (OUSD 9" grade) ¥ 2015-16 Academic Prior value
Year 31% (2013-14)

Percent of all OUSD 9th Grade students who experienced depression in the past year

31%
28%
25%

2011-2012 2013-2014 2015-2016
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
» Access to mental health supports * School Based Health Centers
»  Exposure to adverse experiences « OUSD

Source: Oakland Unified School District. California Healthy Kids Survey, 2015-16: Main Report. San Francisco: WestEd Health & Human
Development Program for the California Department of Education. | 20



Education



Education: Children and youth thrive in school and are prepared for college,

career, and community success

kindergarten
28%*

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing
change desired the equity gap?
Our children are 43%
dv for % of students ready for Unable to 2020: 50% Unable to
ready 1o kindergarten in OUSD A 2015 determine* 2025: 80% determine*
2017:

OUSD Students Ready for Kindergarten, Based on a
Representative Sample, by Mother’s Education (2015)

72%

I

Mother is college graduate
(n=105)

25% 33%

Mother did not complete Mother is HS graduate
HS (n=73) (n=132)

OUSD Students Ready for Kindergarten, Based on a
Representative Sample, by Gender/Race/Ethnicity (2015)

Male ®mFemale

82% 81% 79%

71%

29% 30%

Hispanic/Latinx White Asian/Pac Isl Black

50% I
I | I s ‘i% B

Multi-racial

OUSD Students Ready for Kindergarten, Based on a
Representative Sample, by Family Income (2015)

60%

I

34%

Low Income (<$35k, n=181) Middle/Upper Income ($35k+, n=128)

OUSD Students Ready for Kindergarten, Based
on a Representative Sample, by Subgroup (2015)

46% 39% 56%

Female Not SP ED Spec Ed

39% 43%

24%

I

NOT EL Eng Learn

Male

Note: Students’ readiness levels were recorded by teachers using the Kindergarten Observation Form (KOF), an assessment of 20 readiness skKills.

Main contributing factors

*  Access to high-quality, affordable pre-K

*  Hunger, fatigue, and physical health

»  Access to information to support parent-child interactions that
promote readiness

Initiatives tracking this indicator

Oakland Starting Smart and Strong
Oakland Promise

My Brother's Keeper

Oakland Literacy Coalition
Alameda County ICPC

ALL-IN

Source: Oakland 2015 and 2017 SRA District Reports.

* Results from 2017 SRA not representative due to low participation rates/small sample size; cannot determine trends




Education: Children and youth thrive in school and are prepared for college,

career, and community success

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
% of students at or above
Our 3d grade grade level on OUSD ELA 350A) A 85% CfHALLENGE
. , no significant impact on equit
students are reading | SBAC scores 4 2017-2018 Prior value: By 2020 (ne s gapg) o
2 (o]
on grade level %

OUSD SBAC scores, 3" grade ELA, % of students
that met or exceeded standard

2014-2015 2015-2016 ®™2016-2017 m2017-2018

46% 49% 49%

26% 29% 29% 35%

OUSD SBAC scores, 3 grade ELA, % of students that
met or exceeded standard

2014-2015 m2015-2016 m=2016-2017

% 18% 18%
16% ° ° 10% 9% 10%

-- 5% 4% 8%

OuUSD Alameda County

Free/Reduced Lunch

Foster SpEd

OUSD SBAC scores, 3" grade ELA, % of students that met or exceeded standard by race/ethnicity

o o, 74%
T1%72% 47 57% 64%

52%

64%
50%
35%

0,
44 638%

28%

2015-2016 m2016-2017 m®2017-2018

38%

21%16%19% 8%22%

15%17%19%

16% 16%1

White Mult Eth Asian Filip Nat Amer Af Amer Pac Isl Latinx
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
*  Hunger, fatigue, and physical health « Oakland Starting Smart and Strong * ALL-IN
«  Access to literacy supports «  Oakland Promise « ACICPC
*  Quality of instruction and performance in prior grades « My Brother’s Keeper « BMoC = Urban
» QOakland Literacy Coalition Strategies

Source: Oakland Unified School District, California Assessment of Student Performance & Progress



Education: Children and youth thrive in school and are prepared for college,

career, and community success

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
Our students 0USD hidh sehoo, 70% A 2019: 75%
. igh schoo 2025: 85% PROGRESS
graduate hlgh graduation rate A _ .
school 2016-2017 Prior value 66%
Oakland and Alameda County HS OUSD High School Graduation Rates, by Race/Ethnicity

Graduation Rates
Oakland ®Alameda County 2014-15 m2015-16 ®™2016-2017

o TT%TT%76% 79%75%81%

0,
6392°% 108" 6as>” 6o 70% 4o, 57% 53%53901% 569,60%04% 61%,66%""
(o]
2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-2016 2016-2017 Native Pacific Islander Latinx African White Asian
) ) American American
OUSD High School Graduation Rates, by OUSD High School Graduation Rates by Race/Ethnicity and Gender
Subgroup (2016-2017)

Male ®Female

®2015-2016 ®2016-2017 100% 100%
%679 %73% T o oo 78% BT Lo081%  75088% 7gy T 90%
57%58% [0%67% 59589, 67%/ 57 50%' 55% I 61%67I/° 65 /°I I I I I l
Englearn NotEL  SpecEd Not SpEd Nat Amer Paclsl  Latinx AfAmer MultEth White  Asian Filip Not Rep
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
«  Quality of academic performance in prior grades; teacher *  Oakland Promise * Alameda County ICPC
shortage and attrition * My Brother’s Keeper * Alameda County Home
+ Connections to a relevant career pathway *+  BMoC - Urban Strategies Visiting*
» Lack of college, career & community planning and advising +  Community Safety Plan*

Source: Oakland Unified School District, California Dept. of Education, California Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data System (CALPADS); *
* Unable to confirm whether these initiatives are still tracking this indicator; italics: additional factor identified by EIT



Education: Children and youth thrive in school and are prepared for college,

career, and community success

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the
change desired equity gap?
299, 49%
0 By 2020 Unable to determine;
(o)
Our students o HSI gtraduatzes 4 2010-2011 seeking disaggregated
completing a 2- or 4- year ) 5yr ratet: data for 2010-2011
graduate co"ege degree within 6 years A 5-year ratet: Prior value: 26% 60%
24% By 2025

OUSD High School Class Completing College within
6 Years

2008-2009 m2009-2010 =2010-2011

0 29%
28% 26% o 22% 18% 21%

6% 8% 8%
4 yr college

2yr&4yr 2 yr college

OUSD High School Class, % of Students Enrolled in
College During the First Year After High School

2013-2014 ®=2014-2015 ®™2015-2016 ®™2016-2017

69% 68% 66% 64%

38% 39% 36% 34% 31% 28% 31% 30%

2yr&4yr 2 year college 4 year college

OUSD High School Class Completing College within 6 years by
Race/Ethnicity and Language Status
58%
50% 52% 51%
17% 17% 17%

2007-2008 =2008-2009

21% 23%
9%

Eng Learners  Af Amer Latinx Asian White

OUSD High School Class, % of Students Enrolled in College the
First Year After High School Who Returned for a Second Year

2011-2012 ®2012-2013 ®=2013-2014 m2014-2015

93% 93% 93% 92%

84% 85% 85% goo, 77% 79% 78% 72%

4 year college

2yr&4yr 2 year college

Main contributing factors

* Academic preparation

« Understanding of college system and resources

*  Exposure to college-going culture & support systems
+  Tuition and other costs

Initiatives tracking this indicator
+ Oakland Promise
* My Brother’s Keeper

Source: Oakland Unified School District, National Student Clearinghouse; italics: additional factor identified by Education Impact Table




Wealth



Wealth: Families are economically stable and youth succeed after high school

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired

Our families are % residents below 20% Pending

economically poverty level in the past
12 months ¥ Prior value

stable 2012-2016 20% (2011-2015)

Oakland Residents Below Poverty Level in the Past
12 Months, by Race/Ethnicity (2012-2016)

Oakland, Alameda County, and California,
Residents Below Poverty Level in the Past
12 Months (2012-2016)

20%
30% ey 27%  29%  27% 16% i
18%  20% 12%
9%
White Mixed Asian Native Latino  African Pacific Other California Alameda County Oakland
ethnicity American American Islander
Definition: The Federal Poverty Level is set at $24,300 for a family of four (2016)
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012-2016 American Community Survey
5-Year Estimates
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
* Low wage employment options «  Community Safety Plan
*  Education/skills and jobs mismatch between local hires *  Prosperity Now**
and local growth sectors « Oakland Fund for Children & Youth Strategic Plan**
« Barriers (finances, former incarceration) «  Oakland Economic &Workforce Development Strategy**

» Access to childcare
* Increases in cost of housing

Note: Targets have yet to be determined on institutional basis. Impact Table leadership will develop metric based on group expertise.
** Additional initiatives tracking this indicator included for reference as they offer localized reporting for more accurate measurement.




Wealth: Families are economically stable and youth succeed after high school

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?

change desired

Our youth % of Oakland youth ages 9.8% A Pending CHALLENGES

. 16-19 not in school and
succeed after hlgh not working (disconnected Prior value (Published data not

school youth) ¥ 2011-2015 8.9% disaggregated)

Percent of Oakland and Alameda County Youth 16-19 Not in School
and Not Working (2010-2015, Five Year Estimates)

B Oakland Alameda County

8.9% 9.8%
6.3% 6.0%
2010-2014 2011-2015

Source: As cited on kidsdata.org, U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey (Dec. 2016)
Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
*  Chronic absenteeism * My Brother’s Keeper
+ Disengagement from school « OUSD
» Disconnect of curriculum to career opportunities «  Community Safety Plan
» Juvenile justice involvement and challenges of re-entry * Alameda County Home Visiting

» Limited job opportunities for young people
+  Community safety- environmental factors
*  Family mobility- displacement

NOTE: Targets have yet to be determined on institutional basis. Impact Table leadership will develop metric based on group expertise.



Safety



Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity
change desired gap?
Our youth and v
families are not
) o Juvenile arrests ¥ 491 Pending PROGRESS
caught in the justice 2017 Prior value
system 669
2014 2015 2016 2017
4132 3.8 33

DDDD

B Other

[l Black [l Hispanic [ White [l Asian

Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
+ Concentrated stressors: poverty, lack of opportunity, and
disinvestment
* Policing policies and implicit bias against youth and
people of color
»  Drug enforcement policies

*Previous data presented by FSG represented Alameda County. OPD will produce data for Oakland by July 31, 2018.
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Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity
change desired gap?
Our youth and Youth incarc_eration -
families are not (Average daily 97 \ 4 . 101
. ) ) population at the JJC Pending 105 97
caught in the justice and Camp 2017 Prior value
system Sweeney) V¥ 105 2014 2015 2016 2017
80Average Length of Stay in Days S ——
75 youth
80 74 committed
- to DJJ’
60 2014 10
40 = Juvenile Hall 2015 12
>0 27 27 B Camp Sween
21 amp sweeney 2016 2
20
2017 2
0

2014 2015 2016 2017

*DJJ = Division of Juvenile Justice
state facility

Main contributing factors

Concentrated stressors: poverty, lack of opportunity, and
disinvestment

Policing policies and implicit bias against youth and
people of color

Drug enforcement policies

Initiatives tracking this indicator




Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are

change desired

Change Target Are we closing the equity

gap?

Our youth and

families are not Individuals on 1 ,330 v

. . . . Pending PROGRESS
caught in the justice | probationV 2017 Prior value
system 1,523 (2016)
300 257
Individuals 200 166 166
under 18 70
ears old 100 41 29 32
y 5 1 2 1 9 11 6 2 4 4 3 5
0 - . . I
White Latino Black Asian Other
1267
N 1500 67, 083
Individuals 1000 909 783
18-25 years
olc)i/ 500 50 51 47 38 291345 299 246 II 64 45 37 32 37 27 25 20
. R LT o » %
White Latino Black Asian Other
2014 m2015 m2016 m2017

Main contributing factors

+ Concentrated stressors: poverty, lack of opportunity, and
disinvestment

* Policing policies and implicit bias against youth and
people of color

»  Drug enforcement policies

Initiatives tracking this indicator




Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity
change desired gap?

Our youth and

families are not Recidivism y 6.8% \ 4
caught in the justice 2016 Prior value

system 8.5% (2015)

Definition of a recidivating O

event: When an individual has a .
new adjudication within 12 months Juvenlles (12-17 years old)

Pending PROGRESS

of all probation cases being Number of juveniles who completed probation 216 146 130
closed.

Number of juveniles who had a new adjudication 12 0 1
Notes: Calculation includes within 12 months
individuals 12-25 years old. Juvenile recidivism % 5.6% 0.0% 0.8%

Individuals who had all probation

cases closed in the juvenile CalliE (S PRELE @)

system during a given year and Number of adults who completed probation 186 197 133
had a new adjudication in the

adult system within 12 months are Number of adults who had a new adjudication 14 29 18
NOT included in this calculation. within 12 months

Additional work is underway to Adult recidivism % 7.5% 14.7 12.8%

include this population.

Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
+ Concentrated stressors: poverty, lack of opportunity, and
disinvestment
* Policing policies and implicit bias against youth and
people of color
»  Drug enforcement policies




Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

caught in the justice
system

OusSDY

Prior value
1,413

2017-2018

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity
change desired gap?

Our youth and Number of student

families are not umber of students 1.534 A .
suspended in y Pending CHALLENGES

Percent of students suspended in OUSD by race/ethnicity

10-0% 9.1%

9.0%

7.7%

8.0%
6.0%
4.0%
2.0% 1.2%0.9%1_1%
Coo N |
African Asian
American

0,
4.8% 5.0%7°%

4.3% 4.2%
0 6% 2.9%) 6o 591 9%
12%“ .

Fillipino

Latino Native American Pacific Islander

2015-2016 ®2016-2017 ®™2017-2018

0 6%0'9%1 .0%

White

Main contributing factors
disinvestment

people of color
*  Drug enforcement policies

Initiatives tracking this indicator

+ Concentrated stressors: poverty, lack of opportunity, and

* Policing policies and implicit bias against youth and

* Targets have yet to be determined on institutional basis. Impact Table leadership will develop metric based on group expertise.
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Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity
change desired gap?
# murders, year to date 72 ' .
, Pending PROGRESS
Oakland i f (YTD) v Total # Prior value
akKland Is a sate 2017 85
place to learn, _
work and play # EL'afce”'eS(’j 21.0 A
robberies, an Pending CHALLENGES
burglaries, year to date # in thousands Prior value
(YTD) V 2017 19.5
Oakland Murder YTD Totals Oakland Larceny, Robbery, and
(2013-2017) Burglary YTD Totals
(2013-2017)
100
9 8 8 o5 | 232
72 210 207 g5 210
75 @ 20 '
* j
— ©
8 50 ® 15
o o
= £ 10
25 £
# 5
0 0
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

disinvestment

Main contributing factors
+ Concentrated stressors: poverty, lack of opportunity, and

+ Challenges of re-entry and recidivism
*  Gangs and culture of retaliation

Initiatives tracking this indicator

* Targets have yet to be determined on institutional basis. Impact Table leadership will develop metric based on group expertise.




Housing



Housing: Families have quality, affordable, stable housing

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
Our families have A Pendin
# homeless persons 2 7 6 1 g CHALLENGES
healthy places to (Oakland) ¥
2017 Prior value (Published data partially

live

2191 (2015) disaggregated)

Number of Sheltered and Unsheltered Homeless
Persons in Oakland on January 28, 2017

1862

Oakland Races/Ethnicities Most Represented in 2017 Homeless
Point-in-Time Count and Survey on January 28, 2017

Sheltered ®Unsheltered 1877
587
257 414 359 359
9 4 5 55
Persons in households with Persons in households with at Persons in households with : f [P : : :
children only - 50 TOTAL least one adult and one child-  adults only - 2449 TOTAL White Mixed ethnicity Native Latino African
262 TOTAL American/ American

City of Oakland Total Number of Homeless Persons,
Comparison of Annual Point-in-Time Estimates, every 2
years (2015-2017)

2191 2761
2015 2017

Alaskan Native

Note: Combined race/ethnicity values utilized instead of separate variables
collected in the survey and data. Numbers do not add to total due to missing
data from non-Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) shelters
and transitional housing programs.

Main contributing factors

* High housing costs

* Job loss or other financial crisis

* Lack of access to behavioral health care

k3

Initiatives tracking this indicator
« EveryOne Home

NOTE: African Americans continue to represent a majority of the unsheltered population & the largest ethnicity group experiencing housing problems
Source: Alameda County Homeless Count and Survey, 2017 via EveryOne CountssA Report on the 2017 Alameda County Point in Time Count




Housing: Families have quality, affordable, stable housing

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
o .
Our families have r{;lrjesr:ﬁglgscc”%ﬁgdin 11 _2% A Pending CHALLENGES
healthy places to crowded conditions
live (more than one person 2016 Prior value (Published data not
per room) ¥ 10.4% (2015) disaggregated)

Percent of renter-occupied Oakland households with
more than one person per room, taken as a 5-year
average

10.4% 11.2%

2015 (represents 2011-2015) 2016 (reperesnts 2012-2016)

development

Main contributing factors
» Lack of affordable housing .
* High demand on housing and lack of matching housing

Initiatives tracking this indicator
American Community Survey

NOTE: Foreign born residents are more likely to experience overcrowded housing. In efforts to stem the tide of regional rising housing cost
families are sharing housing which leads to over crowding

Source: American Fact Finder, U.S. Census Bureau, 2011-2016 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates;
https://factfinder.census.qov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?pid=ACS 15 5YR B25014&prodType=table

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates




Housing: Families have quality, affordable, stable housing

What our goal is What we’re tracking & Where we are Change Target Are we closing the equity gap?
change desired
% households with severe .
Our families can | Nousing cost burden 62% v pending PROGRESS
. (extremely low income
afford their homes | (csidents spending >50% (2014) Prior value (Published data not
of income on housing) ¥ 65% (2010) disaggregated)

Oakland Households with Severe Housing Cost Oakland Housing Displacement Risk (2013)

Burden (Spending > 50% of Income on Housing), by
Income (2000-2014)

2000 =2010 m=2014

57% ©O°%  62%

39%  339%

0,
21% g, 18% 129

Displacement Typologies

Lower income (LI) tracts
1. Not losing LI households, or very early stages
© 2. At risk of gentrification or displacement
@ 3. Undergoing displacement
@ 4. Advanced gentrification

Extremely low-income Very low-income Low-income

Definitions (Income range for family of 4):

+ Extremely low-income = Earning up to $27.6K/year M°1der;a‘el‘°‘“i3':l':‘°m:"\“:j””““5 |
. . . Not losin, ouseholds, or very early stages
+ Very .Iow-lncome = Earmng $27.6K-$46K/year ® 2 At rick miisplacemem ey EeE
« Low-income = Earning $46K-$67.6K/year @ 3. Undergoing displacement
@ 4. Advanced exclusion

Main contributing factors Initiatives tracking this indicator
*  Lack of affordable housing +  Community Safety Plan
*  High demand on housing & lack of matching housing - HUD

development
* Low wages

NOTE: There was progress in all areas of low income resident spending over a four year period. This data is not tracked by ethnicity which makes it difficult to track equity goals

Source for 2000-2010 A Roadmap Toward Equity: Housing Solutions for Oakland, California, and PolicyLink, 2015; The 2016 UCB Urban Displacement Project,
http://www.urbandisplacement.org/map/sf#

Source for 2014 is https://www.huduser.gov/portal/home.html: HIT is working to update dashbdard to reflect other percentage levels of income spent on housing. Data is not readily availablé 39




Appendix 2

SOURCES FOR DATA ON LONG-TERM INDICATORS
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Oakland Citywide Dashboard: Sources

Health: Children and youth are physically, socially, and emotionally healthy

What the goal is

What we’re tracking

Data Source

Periodicity

Geography

Our babies have a
healthy start

Our children and
youth are free from
asthma

Our children and
youth are at a
healthy weight

Our children and
youth have health
care

Our children and
youth enjoy good
mental health

% babies born at a low birth
weight (Alameda County)

% people ages 0-24 who visited
emergency/ urgent care for
asthma in the past 12 mos.
(Alameda County)

% of children and youth at a
healthy weight (OUSD 7t
grade)

% of children and youth ages 0-
24 with a usual place to go
when sick or need health
advice (Alameda County)

% of children and youth
experiencing depression
(OUSD 9th grade)

California Department of Public Health for
2014-2016; Community Assessment, Planning
and Evaluation (CAPE), Alameda County
Public Health Department, with data from
Alameda County Vital Statistics, 2014.

2016 California Health Interview Survey: Ask
CHIS

CAPE (See above)

2015-16 California Physical Fitness Report,
Oakland Unified School District, California
Department of Education, DataQuest

2016 California Health Interview Survey: Ask
CHIS

Oakland Unified School District. California
Healthy Kids Survey, 2015-16: Main Report.
San Francisco: WestEd Health & Human
Development Program for the California
Department of Education; ard-OUdSb-2042-13
CHKS: Middle-Sehoel, High-School *

*Note: As per original sample, data pulled only
for OUSD 9t graders

Collected in 3-year

intervals. (i.e.,
2011-2013, 2013-
2015)

Yearly (i.e., 2015,
2016)

Yearly, by
academic year
(i.e., 2015-16,
2014-15)

Yearly (i.e., 2015,
2016)

Yearly, by
academic year
(i.e., 2015-16
2013-14)

Alameda County

Alameda County
And City of Oakland

Oakland Unified
School District

Alameda County

Oakland Unified
School District



Oakland Citywide Dashboard: Sources

Education: Children and youth thrive in school and are prepared for college,

career, and community success

What the goal is

What we’re
tracking

Data Source

Periodicity

Geography

Our children are
ready for
kindergarten

Our 3rd grade
students are reading
on grade level

Our students
graduate high school

Our students
graduate college

% of students ready for
kindergarten in OUSD

% of students at or
above grade level on
OUSD ELA SBAC
scores

OUSD high school
graduation rate

% HS graduates
completing a 2- or 4-
year degree within 6
years

Source: Oakland 2015 and 2017 SRA
District Reports (produced by Alameda
County). The 2015 report describes the
state of school readiness and related
findings at the start of the 2015-16 school
year for a representative sample of
kindergarten students consisting of 17 out
of 68 schools in Oakland Unified School
District. 2017 report describes results for
15 schools at the start of the 2017-2018
school year.

OUSD Source: OUSD public dashboard
(http://www.ousddata.org/public-
dashboards.html); Alameda County
Source: California Assessment of Student
Performance & Progress
https://caaspp.cde.ca.gov/sb2017/default

Oakland Unified School District public

dashboard. Alameda County Data Source:

California Dept. of Education, California
Longitudinal Pupil Achievement Data
System (CALPADS) via
https://www.kidsdata.org/region#node=5

Source: OUSD, National Student
Clearinghouse

Every two years

OUSD Data: Yearly, by
academic year (i.e.,
2013-14, 2014-15)
Alameda County Data:

OUSD Data: Yearly, by
academic year (i.e.,
2013-14, 2014-15)
Alameda County Data:
Yearly

Yearly, by academic
year (i.e., 2013-14,
2014-15)

Oakland Unified
School District;
Alameda County

Oakland Unified
School District,
Alameda County

Oakland Unified
School District,
Alameda County

Oakland Unified
School District



Oakland Citywide Dashboard: Sources

Wealth: Families are economically stable and youth succeed after high

school

What the goal is

What we’re tracking

Data Source

Periodicity Geography

Our
families are
economically stable

Our youth succeed
after high school

* Published as one-time report with no routinely updated data sources

% residents below poverty
level in the past 12 months

% of families living in asset
poverty (don’t have 3 months
of net worth to live above
poverty level)

% of Oakland youth ages 16-
19 not in school and not
working (disconnected
youth)

U.S. Census Bureau, 2012-2016
American Community Survey 5-Year
Estimates

“Building Financial Security in
Oakland and Alameda County:
A Data Snapshot” Family Assets
Count. 2016*

As cited on kidsdata.org, U.S.
Census Bureau, American
Community Survey (Dec. 2016)

AN

Yearly (i.e., 2013, 2014)  Oakland

Previous data pulled

. Oakland
from one-time report

Yearly (i.e., 2013, 2014)  Oakland



Oakland Citywide Dashboard: Sources

Safety: Families live in safe, vibrant communities

What the goal is What we’re tracking Data Source Periodicity Geography
Juvenile arrests Oakland Police Department Yearly (i.e., 2016, 2017)  Oakland
Youth incarceration Alameda County Probation Yearly (i.e., 2016, 2017)  Oakland
Department
Our youth and
families are not Alameda County Probation :

. s ivi ' Yearly (i.e., 2016, 2017)  Oakland
caught in the justice | 'ndividuals on probation Department carly (e ) Oaklan
system

Recidivism Alameda County Probation Yearly (i.e., 2016, 2017)  Oakland
Department
Number of students OUSD Attendance and Discipline Yearly (i.e., 2016-2017, Oakland
suspended in OUSD Office 2017-2018)
# murders, year to date City of Oakland End of Year Crime .
(YTD) Report 2017 Yearly (i.e., 2016, 2017)  Qakland
Oakland is a safe
place to learn, work
and play # of larcenies, robberies, and  City of Oakland End of Year Crime Yearly (i.e., 2016, 2017)
burglaries, year to date Oakland

(YTD)

Report 2017



Oakland Citywide Dashboard: Sources

Housing: Families have quality, affordable, stable housing

What the goal is What we’re tracking Data Source Periodicity Geography
Alameda County Homeless Count
N and Survey, 2017 via EveryOne .
?ohaokrgﬂgfs persons Counts: A Report on the 2017 5(\)/18% two years (i.e., 2015, Oakland
Alameda County Point in Time
Count
Our families have
healthy places to live American Fact Finder, U.S. Census
o ) Bureau, 2011-2015 American
7o renter-occupied Community Survey 5-Year
households living in crowded Estimates: .
conditions https:/factfinder.census.gov/faces/ta Yearly (i.e., 2014, 2015) Oakland
(more than one person per bleservices/jsf/pages/productview.xh
room) tml?pid=ACS 15 5YR_B25014&pro
dType=table
A Roadmap Toward Equity: Housing
% households with severe Solytiorjs for Oakland, California, One time report (Data to
Our families can housing cost bgrden PolicyLink, 2015 repeat analysis is available Oakland
(extremely low income aklan

afford their homes

residents spending >50% of
income on housing)**

HUD data for 2014 Oakland, CA
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/hom
e.html

*Detailed slide shows data on homeless families for the year 2017, refer to slide 37
**Detailed slide shows information for very low-income and low income households and provides definitions for these categories, refer to

slide 39

through American Community
Survey)



