Statistics can be interesting

By Jack Balshaw

5/8/08

Reading the Argus’s “Neighborhood” piece on the D St area, my attention was grabbed by the statistic that only 45% of the housing was owner occupied.  I would have suspected a 90+ % owner occupancy. 

 While the data box on the front page indicates a median household income of $64,000, other numbers included in the article indicate a large percentage of occupants with an average income over $75,000.  Does this mean the neighborhood has a high percentage of renters and retired homeowners on limited incomes?

This intrigued me enough to look up previous neighborhood articles.  See table above, below, aside, (CHRIS -  ??? You might want to rearrange the table by % owner occupied or income) for information on other neighborhoods.

Neighborhood 
Percent owner occ
Household income

D St



45



$64,000

Oak hill


53



$85,000

Turtle Creek

85



$113,000

Meadow (G&G)

79



$89,000

La Tecera


79



$74,000

Old McDowell 

71



$45,000

River Warehouse
44



$72,000

It seems strange that two of our most prestigious neighborhoods (D St. and Oak Hill) have a low percentage of owner occupied units.  At the same time, the D St. neighborhood and the oldest blue collar Eastside neighborhood (Old McDowell) have the two lowest incomes in the list.  It doesn’t seem to make sense.

I’m just playing around with numbers here because that’s what interests me.  It makes me wonder what other information is available that might provide insight into the inner makeup of the city.

 I happened to tune in to a rerun of a meeting of Petaluma’s Information and Technology Committee where the staff was briefing the committee on what they could do to pull such data together if other departments or the City Council needed information on, not just population statistics, but many different items. Any time that department has down time, it would be nice to have them run other summaries.

Besides occupancy, income and ethnic information, I could see the police and fire departments using this service to locate problem areas and realign personnel assignments.  Building and planning must already use it extensively. Where do our local transit riders reside, how close to the bus stops?

All interesting information for an information junky like me.  

*************************

Now on to another topic. What will happen after the General Plan is finally approved?             

Magically water will be available for development just because the General Plan has been approved.  A few weeks ago it wasn’t there and now it will be. It’s magic.

Will City Council move briskly ahead on projects that have been held up or use the new General Plan as a reason for going slow?  I hope the council will reach out to those who proposed to develop the Silk Mill into residential condos and consider fast tracking that and other proposals that were put on hold for almost two years.

The Big Box center at Kenilworth site, what will happen to that when the General Plan is formally approved?  Remember the promises about improving the city’s swimming pool and possibly renovating the Boys & Girls Club pool.  Will those discussions be public and transparent or behind closed doors with a council subcommittee?

Traffic on Washington St., will some of the sales tax revenue from the Big Box center be reserved to address traffic problems?  And will there be any traffic capacity left on Washington St. for development at the fairground?

Once the General Plan is approved there should be a release of pent up energy in the city staff to make use of its directions to make the city an even nicer, friendlier place to live.  

One concern I have is that while focusing on the future, the City Council may have overlooked the need for alternative standards and procedures in dealing with retrofits of older buildings.  Policy makers can get so fascinated with what will happen in the future that they forget there is a infrastructure from the past of older buildings that just might not fit the new standards. This deserves some attention. 

