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Data R Us

* Ongoing data maintenance:
* Socioeconomic models
* Transportation models

As of March 2010

’ Engaged Only Wlth Plannlng Staff e i _‘:‘ ~ \____ A \ ‘ I I 3 S . 63,182 Properties
* Relevance? Ny Erfevs ., = |18 , T
* Whatisin it for member agencies?

* Starting 2012
* Visit Economic Development teams

e Other public/private entities
*  Workforce

e Education
* Real Estate




Need to Think beyond projections!




Planners and ED Partnership Exchange

-~
C



Beyond
Maps

A Ndsssavens . Demographic Viewer - Total Population Maps legend Reports PrintMap Share  Help

Maps
Choose a Map:
4 Population
Total Population
People per 5q Mi
% Minority Population
» Age
Population by Race
Population by Ethnicity
Household Income
» Poverty
Educational Attainment
» Housing

v ¥

-

-

Advanced Map Options

a

— ——

10 20

Report Results for Phoenix

Summary Report | Charts
B Oisplay chart kegend

Reports % - % | Legend @ - x
T
‘W Cheose a report: Total Population
i, County Summary Transparency Shder
City/Town Summary = -
Council District Su W o L0%
ICHUERTEE SURTMERY B 1.0%-1,666
Supervisor District Summary B 1666-2378
Custom Summary 247 - 3,864
3,864 - 7,293
Advanced Query Bl MNoData
Data Source: Census 2010, by Block Group
Layers Options

Advanced Query
Number of selected block groups: 1
Subject Operation Value

Seasonal Housing v  Greater Than Or EqualTo ;/,

Additional Conditions
{eptna) AND

Pop Age 35to 49 v  Less Than Or Equal To v

Export Report to PDF: w

85 and over - 14,506 — Population by
651084107457 — Under 5-119.911 =

Population by
Race®

v

- 5to17-288,430 Fopulation by
Ethnicity™

Household Additional Conditions.
Income” (aptanal) NONE

v

Educational
/ Attainment™
351049 - 307,923 - ¢ Housing Unit N

‘Occupancy™®
- 181034 374,789

Cancel Run Query Verify Query

Source: *Census 2010; “American Community Survey 2009 - 2013


http://geo.azmag.gov/maps/demographic/

Partners

U.S. Census Bureau

MAG Member Agencies

MAG Population Technical Advisory Committee
MAG Economic Development Committee
Arizona COG/MPO Directors

Virginia G. Piper Charitable Trust

Read On Arizona

Arizona Department of Education

Arizona Department of Health Services
Maricopa County Attorney’s Office Victim Services Division
Maricopa County Department of Air Quality

Commercial and Residential Real Estate Groups

_ L

ReaDOn

ARIZONA

cUnitEd States”

ensus

—— 00
VIRGINIA G.

PIPER

CHARITABLE TRUST

Arizona
Department of
: Health Services

;2 Arizona
Department of Education

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION



Nine Live
Applications

http://ims.azmag.gov

Demographic Statewide Employment

Ongoing Data Updates Reabon @ M
ARIZONA ‘ ' ( ,
Constant User Feedback MapLIT Land Use Bikeways
Hands-on training sessions E
381 attendees since Feb 2014 ﬁ
18 events scheduled in 2016 H

3 regional locations & user sites

Building Landmark Projections Victim Services
Inventory


http://ims.azmag.gov/

Demonstration

The Demographic Map Viewer is one of the
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Building Landmark In

MAG Region Demographic Map Viewer

mapping andanalysis sites, showing selected population and housing data. Explore data from Census 2010 and Amesican Community Survey (ACS)
2005-2013.
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Introducing Read On
Arizona's literacy map
tool, MapLIT
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Labor Force Analytics
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PLACE Alumni
Phoenix 13,167
Scottsdale 5,121
Chandler 3,705
Gilbert 3,409
Mesa 3,306
Tucson 3,170
Tempe 3,042
Peoria 1,492
Glendale 1,438
Catalina Foothills CDP 1,039
Balance Of Maricopa County 834
Casas Adobes CDP 623
Oro Valley 476
Paradise Valley 424
Surprise 405
Goodyear 367
Balance Of Pima County 345
Marana 336
Avondale 309
Queen Creek 279
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PLACE Alumni
Phoenix 10,555
Tucson 5,227
Mesa 3,376
Scottsdale 3,110
Gilbert 2,894
Chandler 2,888
Tempe 2,492
Glendale 1,401
Catalina Foothills CDP 1,336
Peoria 1,223
Casas Adobes CDP 1,031
Balance Of Maricopa County 823
Balance Of Pima County 626
Oro Valley 577
Marana 454
Surprise 425
Tanque Verde CDP 357
Avondale 345
Goodyear 326
Paradise Valley 271

D County Boundaries
Total Alumni - 43,888
o
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- Greater than 100
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PLACE Alumni
Phoenix 3,086
Chandler 2,001
Tempe 1,894
Tucson 1,889
Mesa 1,340
Gilbert 1,175
Scottsdale 836
Catalina Foothills CDP 447
Glendale 351
Casas Adobes CDP 346
Balance Of Maricopa County 319
Peoria 283
Balance Of Pima County 251
Oro Valley 243
Marana 183
Tanque Verde CDP 155
Goodyear 103
Queen Creek 97
Sahuarita 88
Sierra Vista 86
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B =T—Miles
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D County Boundaries
Total Alumni - 16,487
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Maricopa County Trip Reduction Program

* Goal
* Reduce single occupant vehicle (SOV) trips and/or miles
* Annual commute survey of employer and school sites
* Results of survey used to develop an annual plan

* Uses
* MAG Employer Database

 Valuable Analysis Benefits
* Age and Occupation statistics
¢ Commute patterns

e Distance/location
* Mode TRP Survey Size 2013 2014

 Limitation

* Very small sample sizes in some areas 3,159 3,200
02500 | 478,387




Surprise Worker Commuting Patterns

Where People Working in Surprise Live
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Trip Reduction Program (TRP): Tha TAF is a progmm that
promates reduced air pollution. The data fom this pogram comes
from an annual commute survey gven 1o all employers in Maricopa
County that have 50 or more omplayses.
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Surprise Worker Commuting Patterns

2012 Trip Reduction Program (TRP):

12,190 Employees Surveyed Living or Working in Surprise

3,500 7
B Live in Surprise Incorporated Area, but work outside of Surprise
3,000
B Live and Work in Surprise Incorporated Area
8 230 B Work in Surprise Incorporated Area, but live outside of Surprise
5
Live in g oo -
Surprise, g
Work Outside S
of Surprise g %500 7
2
(8,350) =
1,000
500 -
O —
Source: 2012 Trip Reduction Survey (Employers with 5o+ employees), Numbers rounded to nearest 10 Admin, Clerical, Business, Community Production,

Retail Financial, Support, Teaching  Construction,
Professional Transport



F I n a n C e Averaged Across 3 SQMI
, 1 :I Less than 5
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Live East East Valley Residents Working in the West Valley
0396%05 3.1%|Administrative/Clerical/Retail

i
. l 3.9%| Business/Financial/Professional
I I l I I C e Live West [] 6.7%| Community Support/Teaching
] 64% L] 5.5%| Engineering/Research/Design
[ 9.7%| Personal Care & Services
Insurance, & e ]
’ 8% i
i 3.1%| Other
Real Estate b
15354~-4%

8.5%| Production/Construction/Transport
Industri

7.0%|Sales & Marketing
3.6%| Technical Support

TN

Top West Valley Employers
American Express ¥ .
AAA of Arizona Trip Reduction Survey

215t Century Insurance 2,452 ! / FIRE

Humana Inc. 16‘%‘/ TOt(_Z';| Réfp&ndents:-—.
Revana e W=+ 47/092

Top East Valley Employers
Bank of America
Usaa Phoenix Office
Discover Financial Services
Charles Schwab Co Inc. 15,015
Vanguard 32%

Live West ﬁ 12568 =

1
West Valley Residents Working in the East Valley
Administrative/Clerical/Retail
Business/Financial/Professional
Community Support/Teaching Live West
Engineering/Research/Design f 29%
Personal Care & Services
Production/Construction/Transport Live East
Sales & Marketing 71%
Technical Support
Other
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The Arizona International Connection



Arizona: International Owned Business Inventory
AR A Countries : 50 Jobs: 85,740

Businesses: 996 Locations: 3,023

| International Parent Companies: 687

MOHAVE

CANADA

UNITED KINGDOM
GERMANY

JAPAN

FRANCE

YAVAPAI ' | _ | MEXICO
i { All Other, 18,023

LUXEMBOURG 3,136

SWEDEN 2,718

SPAIN 2,635

Metal Inputs &
Transportation-Related

AUSTRALIA 1,729 Manufacturing, 5,219

IRELAND P 1,602

NETHERLANDS 1,598

SWITZERLAND 1,847

Finance, Insurance &
Real Estate (FIRE),
5,884
SINGAPORE 1,374

ITALY 1,311
BELGIUM 1,099
CHINA

125
Top Countries by Employment Number of Employees 3 | d | BRAZIL + 620
546

CANADA ( 0) s Unknown High Tech Manufacturing
I . NORWAY
OM (11.379) ® 1- & Development, 6,935
: BERMUDA 535
1

. More than 250

0 (5260 T County Bounsary Source: MAG; Dun & Bradstreet, 2015; CABC MA“'CUPA

ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Indian Community



Maricopa: International Owned Business Inventory

Countries : 46 Jobs: 61,777

Top Countries by Employment Number of Employees Busi nesses: 814 Locations: 2' 161
@  CANADA © Unk
o umEsKssoy International Parent Companies: 570
100 - 250
More than 250
CANADA 15,969
UNITED KINGDOM 8,705
GERMANY 6,707
JAPAN 5,171
FRANCE 5,128
_ All Other, 14,428
LUXEMBOURG 2,992
SWEDEN 2,020
SPAIN 1,830 High Tech
’ Manufacturing
Pevelopment,
MEXICO ,621 4,456
NETHERLANDS 1,428
IRELAND 1,416
SINGAPORE 1,359
SWITZERLAND 1,085 Finarice, Insurance &
Real Estate (FIRE),
BELGIUM 942 5.030
AUSTRALIA 792

15 ir.f.

Faregn.mxd

Source: MAG, Dun & Bradstreet, 2015, CABC MAFIICDF'A
a a ASSOCIATION of

GOVERNMENTS



Southern Arizona: International Owned Business Inventory

Top Countries by Employment
® CANAD, 0)

FRANCE (
MEXICO {5,
OTHER (24,945)

Number of Employees

25-100
100 - 250

. Mare than 2

County Boundary

Indian Community

YAVAPAI

Countries : 35
Businesses: 273
International Parent Com

Jobs: 17,006
Locations: 629
panies: 219

MNAVAID

APACHE
CANADA

MEXICO

UNITED KINGDOM

JAPAN

FRANCE

GERMANY

SPAIN

SWITZERLAND

SWEDEN

AUSTRALIA

TAIWAN

LIECHTENSTEIN

CHINA

DENMARK

IRELAND

Construction, 1,339

Source: MAG; Dun & Bradstreet, 2015; CABC A\ =saciaonor
GOVERNNMENTS



o e, 0 cgSTTE A
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i e W
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Atlantic == DA - hog 13 /
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3 { T I ) Pacific
Burnaby Mesa e $ ] ond \, \:b\?\-g‘ﬂ”?f; Sy & ?; r)i-;i;:
Calgary Canada Phoenix 22,280 ) G4 Ny “‘-;\ jﬁ? % r,uﬁ; ;4::{; »xl—’f
Kingston Scottsdale ' - — 10 / - gl \ Le _\,(. { :
f . o -«i & 1 .\‘_H_""" = l\'n i " f%
Newtownabbey United Kingdom Gllbgrt 11,379 _ }’t\C& —Ng A / i @ '
Ards Peoria & | £ {3 %\‘ 1%" -5
™ b ; ' Indian by )?{')-T\ LY
. . . - ) L -—._,_ ] 3o S _‘ ~ _
Dierdorf Germany Fountain Hills 8,090 AL 4 ) njl““@%*j o m"’"@ Ao
Regensburg Tempe ! ; f\-\_ﬂ,c_&,»-wé . {-? . S " i.\ “:__ 5
Himeji Japan Phoenix 7,005 S ,fﬂ \ﬁ,_.fﬁ) ¥ [ ousmRn
o I,»f: y e -;_?l{.f b - |
Grenqble Ernee Phoenix 6,775 . o Ly 3
Beaulieu-sur-Mer Tempe T St 7
Guaymas Mesa i Country of Origin
Hermosillo Mexico Phoenix 5,266 = % _ . # of Parent Companies
Alamos Scottsdale ) | <5
Trollhattan Sweden Tempe 2,718 "gz; N | 510 10
Interlaken Switzerland  |Scottsdale 1,847 i ﬁff“#“— 10 to 20
. - M".—-’H‘_\_ﬂ_ il
Cairns Australia Scottsdale 1,729 = } - ;fﬁ N ‘ 20 to 50
I_ﬂ__d_-’ e
Tullamore Chandler 3~ R
Ennis Ireland Phoenix 1,602 - #____.«-4-“"‘3 Y 1° N\ @ Maricopa County Sister Cities
Carlow Tempe t ¢ Maricopa County e
Kasterlee Belgium Fountain Hills 1,099 .
(4] 1,000 2.000 2.000 4000 Miles

liakitity for the acouracy thersaf.

Date: Saptember 2015
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The Canadian Connection




Housing Statistics : Canadian Impact

of the 1.3 million residential properties in
Maricopa County are owned as winter homes or by investors.

Of these are internationally owned.

Canadian residents account for

of the internationally owned residential properties.



International Residential Property Ownership
(Maricopa County, 2015) 2014: 21,848

Top 5 Countries
25,000 22,424

—
TR
S
w
i 15,000
—L
Ao
& O 10,000

(a4
— T
O 5,000
3=

297 251 155 137
Canada Australia United Kingdom Israel United Arab

Emirates

ource: Maricopa Assessor, 2015



Housing
Owned by
Canadians:
2015

Phoenix
Mesa
Scottsdale
Surprise

Goodyear
Gilbert
Chandler
Buckeye

Peoria

Glendale

TUSHE= S

Source: Maricopa Assessor, 2015
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Residential Properties Owned

“|in Maricopa County
Less than 10
10 to 35

70 Percent P IR
Owned by T W ————

& 35t0 450
Residents of @ West 45010 2.500

Territories T : —|mm More than 2,500

Alberta and [REEESEEEEY Canada T

L

e, ® _" . ; £ :_.?.: L ::;;,:_ﬁ
B"tlSh A Srliis Colt gl ; | - U N B -{'ﬁg

Saskatchewan

Columbia . 077 i 1,482 Manitoba < 2.5
> J 5 )
‘ : ]\ 1,386 Jsﬂ)ﬂﬁ._,
‘.h /;Ntéj\N_.;_‘*:‘;_“
2014 to 2015 Changes ) =t
ey =

Ontario: :
2,728 to 3,171 (16%) e

i
i N
-
/
A _
D e by
i el o
¥ : i e SO s - f \ pa e e s \“ \ A
Analysis derived from residertial data where Site ves 1) = e ~ b FANS N
Address == Owner Address. f i \ > ) i
—t i \ \f‘ 7 N

While every effort has been made to ensure the accuracy of this \ '\_‘ ex‘l co ‘._ L (.__
information, the Maricopa Association of Governments makes no \ he “L / ‘4_"“} [ ™ |
warranty, expressed or implied. aste its accuracy and expressly v\ T L ] < .
disclaims liability for the accuracy thereof. N ‘\“ _.f A . 0 200 400 600 Mies

Source: Maricopa Assessor, 2014

f : ‘ " L\ Py f
Source: Maricopa County Assessor 2015 Date September 2015 S R | \Projects\Housing'\Housing Analysisi201 5'@Nnersl'.||5k€anada Provinces with Maricopa Res Props 2015.mxd



1,106 properties with over 5,000 acres Nonresidential Properties
Owned by Canadians : 2015

Acres '. — o> o = &= . - INonresidential Properties Owned
Unincorporated W _. d » - A - - < i L in Maricopa Cou I'Ity
N L . ' s | Less than 25
Buckeye 599 G - e (M 25t0 100
Goodyear ["354 West - i e 79 | = 10010900
Peoria ["318 ' Territories o Nunavut -~ 7%{=8 More than 290
Scottsdale 223 1 —_ 7@3535315
Avondale [¥169 — - =
: r British Columbia R=katchewan | 5
Sl o 38 Alperta | 70  Manitoba B e Toundlapd”
Surprise | 71 ' = S | " Quebec J
24 Ontario - - -
Glendale | 53 141 19 e
« Canada accounts for of 3 | “ZnSWGES
international owned nonresidential properties / .~ Novascotia

e 76 Percent owned by Alberta and British
Columbia Residents

* Avg. assessed Value/property

Maricopa ,

» Alberta sold 1,039 properties since 2014 County *

Source: Maricopa Assessor, 2015



Child Care/Early Learning Pipeline



Concentration of Kids Under Age 5

Wickenburg

//') (3

While every effort has been made to ensure the
accuracy of this information, the Maricopa Association
of Governments makes no warranty, expressed or
implied, as to its accuracy and expressly disclaims
liability for the accuracy thereof.

Source: US Census ACS 2009-2013

ey Date_ October 2015

-=A d’
\ln....'von..a.s [T

Gooadyear

10

Carefree

Fort
McDowelf
Yavapai

aNation
Fountaifi

Hills

%
W Salt River Pima-Maricopa
Indian Community

Gila River
Indian Community

 MARICOPA
\AESDEIATII:IN of
WGCOVERNMVENTS

Kids Under 5
Averaged Across 3 SQM|
0
1-100
101 - 250
251 - 500
Greater than 500
Freeway

Planned Freeway

Major Roads

I\Projects\Early Childhood\Maps\Under 5 - Total. mxd

Need:

Kids Under Age 5:
299, 434

7.2 % of Population

Source: US Census (ACS 2009-2013)




Likely Users of Child Care Facilities

o EmPIOYEd Mothers : Who’s Minding the Kids? Child Care

Arrangements: Spring 2011

e 47.4% vs 32.8% all kids vs 15.5% not employed
* Full Time —52.4% vs 37.7% part time oy,
e Day Shift —55.6% vs 34.4% nonday shift

Parents in the labor force face
numerous decisions when ba
ancing their work and home i

en t child care module
ho are the parents of child under 15 years old. In hou
where both parents are pre eris e parent
hild care arrangements for each chi s f the r
If the rr g ble for an intervi
ild can giv / ses for her. In single

. it parent is the r t. If n
Y ‘! t O r Ove Ove rt I n e child care arrangement to use has .
become an increasingly important 5
family issue as maternal employ: arc " the y ; n 7‘
ment has become the norm, rather

e 51.1% vs 35.6% below poverty line
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Concentration of Childcare Need Based on 4 Factors
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