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INTRODUCTION

This is a follow-up to our previous issue of Profiles which discussed
differences between three commonly used datasets: the decennial U.S.
Census, U.S. Census Bureaus’ American Community Survey, and the
California State Department of Finance estimates (Table 1). It is
recommended that the reader review the last issue of Profiles which
introduced each of the datasets, their methodologies, and examined
differences in population counts within Orange County. In this issue we
will: focus on the two datasets with annual data, the American
Community Survey (ACS) and the Department of Finance estimates
(DOF); further discuss the strengths, weaknesses, and applications of each
of the datasets; and examine the variables of housing units and housing
units by type.

HOUSING COMPARISON

Previously, we used the single indicator of population to introduce
and demonstrate the numerical differences and similarities among the
datasets. To elaborate further on the differences between the datasets and
assist readers and data users in selecting the most appropriate dataset for
their purposes, we will review some of the most commonly used housing
variables. Though this issue focuses on housing units only, differences
amongst the datasets occur in all variables. Housing unit totals for each
of the datasets are shown in Table 2 at the county level as well as for
available jurisdictions. Due to the ACS survey threshold of 65,000 for the
2006 annual estimates, there are only 14 of 34 cities, plus Orange County
as a whole, represented in the 2006 ACS dataset.

Table 1
Geographic Availability of Datasets
Data Source

Type of Data Lowest Geographic Level

Decennial Census -Census -Census Block

American Community  -Estimate -Jurisdictions 65,000+ (currently)
Survey (ACS) -Block Group (beginning 2010)
California Department -Estimate -Jurisdiction

of Finance (DOF)

The Census 2000 housing unit count for
Orange County was 969,484. The 2006 ACS
annual estimate reported a housing unit total of
1,023,053; DOF reported 1,024,692. The
housing growth between Census 2000 and
2006 ACS was 53,569 (5.5%); using 2006
DOF, it was 55,208 (5.7%). The numerical
difference of 1,639 between the 2006 DOF and
ACS estimates is three-quarters of Orange
County’s smallest city (Villa Park: 2,021, DOF
2006).

A comparison was made between the
three largest cities to further examine the
differences: Anaheim, Huntington Beach, and
Santa Ana. DOF and ACS show dissimilar
2006 counts for all three: Huntington Beach
differing by 677 (0.9%) units, Anaheim
differing by 2,829 (2.8%), and Santa Ana
differing by 4,914 (6.5%). Both datasets show
similar shares of the total county housing units
in 2006. Anaheim’s housing unit counts for
2006 differ by 2,829 units, but both datasets
report a share of about 10% of the county
housing units (ACS: 10.2%, DOF: 9.9%).
Huntington Beach had the second largest share
with both reporting 7.6% of the county housing
units and was followed by Santa Ana with
approximately 7.6% (ACS: 7.8%, DOF: 7.4%).

The largest discrepancy between the two
datasets is found in Irvine with a difference of
8,400 units (11.2%). Irvine also had the largest
difference in shares reporting a 6.5% share
from ACS and a 7.3% share from DOF.

ACS reported a decrease in housing units
from 2000 to 2006 in two of the 14 cities,
Garden Grove (-2,801) and Tustin (-2,301),
while DOF estimated decreases for two cities:
Laguna Hills (-150) and Tustin (-24). The
large decreases in the ACS data are likely due
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Table 4
American Community Survey Release Schedule By Jurisdiction Size

Type of Data| Population Data for the Previous Year Released in the Summer of:
Size of Area
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010+

Annual 250,000+ X X X X X X X X
estimates

Annual 65,000+ X X X X X
estimates

3-year 20,000+ X X X
averages

S5-year |Census Tract X
averages and Block

Group

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

jurisdiction. These are developed, in part, from long form
sample data on demographic and housing unit characteristics
for individual census tracts in the area. ACS will make it
possible to have updated census tract data every five years.

Data users in need of detailed socioeconomic
characteristics have historically been limited to the
decennial census updates which the long form sample data
produces. Most jurisdictions rely heavily on the detailed
socioeconomic information contained in the long form for a
variety of applications involving program planning and
allocation of resources. The ACS will provide similar
information on an annual basis for jurisdictions larger than
65,000.

Generally, smaller jurisdictions will not benefit as
much from the ACS as larger areas, if only because larger
areas will have estimates published more often (Table 4).
One-year, 3-year, and 5-year period estimates will be
released for areas with at least 65,000 people, and 3-year
and 5-year period estimates for areas with at least 20,000
people. In Orange County, sixteen cities will benefit from
the 3-year averages that will be released starting in 2008,
while four Orange County cities will have to wait for the 5-
year period estimates in 2010 due to population counts
under 20,000.

Department of Finance

Though the California Department of Finance does not
offer as many variables as the ACS offers, it does provide
data on an annual basis for all jurisdictions.

It is also data based upon input directly from local
jurisdictions and total count rather than sample data. Each
jurisdiction is asked to update their housing stock inventory
through an annual reporting to the state. Jurisdictions are
also able to revise their data for previous years if the need
arises. If revisions to prior years are made, DOF can also
revise historical estimates along with each yearly release.

The DOF numbers also have value due to the fact that
the State uses these estimates in their budgeting and
allocation of funds to jurisdictions, such as vehicle license
fees. With their release, jurisdictions look to these annual
estimates for reference in their own budget planning efforts
as well as for purposes such as size and ranking within their
county or the state.

CONCLUSION

The objective of this two-part analysis was to further
examine differences between two commonly used and
readily available datasets. Population and housing data
compared at the county and local level show distinct
differences. As stated before, each source has their merits
and shortcomings. It is important for the user to understand
these issues and the differences between reporting
methodologies to assess which is most appropriate for their
use. Instead of using just one of the sources, the user may
find it beneficial to report both.
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