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Survey on Food & Housing Insecurity | LACCD Results, Fall 2016 

 

In July 2016, the Board of Trustees called for developing a “comprehensive needs assessment survey of the 
diverse (LACCD) student body using the best available sampling methods as the basis for making strategic and 
decisive decisions to provide services to our student body.”  In collaboration with the University of Wisconsin 
HOPE Lab and the Association of Community College Trustees, LACCD students were asked to take part in the 
Survey on Food & Housing Insecurity Among Community College Students.  The survey asks students to report 
on their financial hardships, their emotional challenges, and their food and housing needs.1  The purpose of 
this inquiry was to assess the prevalence and correlates of food and housing insecurity among LACCD 
students.   

|| NUMBER OF SURVEYS 

The survey was available online for students from October 10 to October 28, 2016.  Approximately 5,925 
LACCD students completed the survey.  Table 1 shows the number and proportion of students enrolled at each 
college and the number and proportion of students that submitted an online survey.  The difference in 
percentage of students who completed a survey and percentage of students enrolled at each college varies 
from 0% to 3.8%; this difference suggests that the proportion of surveys returned appears to reflect the 
proportion of students enrolled at LACCD colleges. 

Table 1. Number of Student Surveys by College 
 

 City East Harbor Mission Pierce South- 
west 

Trade- 
Tech Valley West Total 

*2016 Student 
Enrollment  

16,367 28,797 9,157 10,244 20,335 6,592 13,892 17,844 11,117 134,345 
12.2% 21.4% 6.8% 7.6% 15.1% 4.9% 10.3% 13.3% 8.3%  

Number of 
Surveys 

935 1,322 403 223 749 394 603 705 591 5,925 
15.8% 22.3% 6.8% 3.8% 12.6% 6.6% 10.2% 11.9% 10.0%  

Difference in 
 % points +3.6% +0.9% +0.0% -3.8% -2.5% +1.7% -0.1% -1.4% +1.7%  

*Data from: 2016 First Census Credit Enrollment reports 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                           
1 Goldrick-Rab, S., Broton, K., & Eisenberg, D. (December 2015). Hungry to learn: Addressing food and housing insecurity among 
undergraduates. Retrieve from: http://wihopelab.com/publications/Wisconsin_hope_lab_hungry_to_learn.pdf 

 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjDlJCbqc_RAhUkwFQKHc0bCxIQjRwIBw&url=https://survey.laccd.edu/scripts/rws5.pl?FORM%3Dlaccd_research_request_form&psig=AFQjCNHfYSzIFGcZimYWufGNxMSpr0rTzA&ust=1484953535750471
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||FOOD INSECURITY 

According to the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), food security means that all people have 
access at all times to enough food for an active, healthy life.2  The USDA established ranges in order to 
describe the severity of food security and insecurity.  Individuals experiencing food security can be described 
as having High Security, meaning that there were no reported indications of food-access problems, or 
Marginal Security, meaning that there were one or two indications that typically indicate anxiety over food 
shortages in the household.  Individuals experiencing food insecurity can be described as having Low Security, 
meaning that there are reports of reduced quality, variety, or desirability of diet, or Very Low Security, 
meaning that there were multiple indications of disrupted eating patterns and reduced food intake.3 

Figure 1 shows food security scores reported by LACCD students. The study revealed that 62.7% of students 
surveyed are experiencing food insecurity, while 37.3% reported food secure households.  In fact, the 
majority of the students surveyed (38.3%) were in the Very Low Food Security category.  Los Angeles 
Southwest (LASC) and Los Angeles Trade-Technical (LATTC) Colleges had the highest proportion of food 
insecure students in the district (76% and 75%, respectively).4 

To put this into context, a recent study reported prevalence rates of 39% for food insecurity among 
community college students.5  In the nation, only about 13% of U.S. households were food insecure in 2015.6  
Although community college students tend to experience more food insecurity than the general population, at 
LACCD it appears that the proportion of student experiencing food insecurity is extremely high.  Table 2 shows 
the items that were used to calculate the food security scores.  Students most often reported that they could 
not afford to eat balanced meals (65.1%) and that the food bought did not last and there was not enough 
money to get more (59%). 

Figure 1. Food Security Scores for LACCD Students 
 

 
 
                                                           
2 https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/food-nutrition-assistance/food-security-in-the-us/ 
3 https://www.ers.usda.gov/topics/food-nutrition-assistance/food-security-in-the-us/definitions-of-food-security.aspx 
4 See Appendix A 
5 Goldrick-Rab, Broton, & Eisenberg, 2015. 
6 https://www.ers.usda.gov/webdocs/publications/err215/err215_summary.pdf?v=42636 
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Table 2. Prevalence of Food Insecurity in the Past Month 
 

Food Insecurity | Items in USDA 6-item scale Percent n Total N 
The food that I bought just didn't last and I didn't have enough 
money to get more 58.9% 2761 4685 
I couldn't afford to eat balanced meals 65.1% 3037 4667 
Did you ever cut the size of your meals or skip meals because 
there wasn't enough money for food? 51.9% 2426 4674 
3 or more days: Did you ever cut the size of your meals or skip 
meals because there wasn't enough money for food? 35.9% 1640 4571 
Did you ever eat less than you felt you should because there 
wasn't enough money for food? 50.1% 2309 4606 
Were you ever hungry but didn't eat because there wasn't 
enough money for food? 42.3% 1942 4589 

 
 

||HOUSING INSECURITY & HOMELESSNESS 

According to the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS), housing insecurity occurs under varying 
conditions, which include high housing costs (i.e., housing costs that are ≥30% of household’s gross monthly 
income), poor housing quality (e.g., inadequate plumbing, heating, and electricity), unstable neighborhoods 
(e.g., neighborhoods characterized by conditions of poverty, crime, and lack of job opportunity), overcrowding 
(i.e., more than one person living in a room), or homelessness.7  Homelessness, specifically, refers to the lack 
of a fixed, regular, and adequate nighttime residence. 

Tables 3 and 4 show the prevalence of housing insecurity and homelessness reported by LACCD students. The 
study revealed that 55% of students surveyed are experiencing some form of housing insecurity and 18.6% 
have experienced homelessness in the past year (Figure 2).  Students who experienced housing insecurity 
most often reported that they could not pay all or part of their utilities (31.1%) and that they could not pay all 
or part of their rent or mortgage (23.3%).  Again, LASC and LATTC had the highest proportion of housing 
insecure students (69%) and students experiencing homelessness (22% and 25%, respectively) in the district.8 
A previous 2015 study found lower prevalence rates for housing insecure (52%) and homeless (13%) students 
at community college campuses.9  It appears that the proportion of LACCD students experiencing housing 
insecurity and homelessness is higher than average.  

Table 3. Prevalence of Housing Insecurity and Homelessness in the Past Year 
 

Housing Insecurity Percent n Total N  
Housing insecure (any of the below items) 55.0% 2487 4523 

 
Didn't pay full amount of rent or mortgage 23.2% 1078 4653  
Didn't pay full amount of utilities 31.1% 1448 4650  
Moved 2 or more times per year 13.4% 597 4459  
Doubled up 19.5% 904 4632  
Moved in with other people due to financial problems 20.3% 945 4646  

                                                           
7 https://aspe.hhs.gov/report/ancillary-services-support-welfare-work 
8 See Appendix B 
9 Goldrick-Rab, Broton, & Eisenberg, 2015. 
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Table 4. Prevalence of Homelessness in the Past Year 
 

Homelessness Percent n Total N 

Homeless (any of the below items) 18.6% 823 4435 

Thrown out of home 7.9% 355 4507 
Evicted from home 4.2% 194 4648 
Stayed in a shelter 3.4% 156 4622 
Stayed in an abandoned building, auto, or other place not 
meant as housing? 6.0% 276 4635 
Not know where you were going to sleep, even for one night 10.6% 490 4639 
Didn't have a home 3.7% 170 4581 

 
Figure 2. Prevalence Rates of Housing Insecurity and Homelessness for LACCD Students 
 

                                        
 

||ECONOMIC EXPERIENCES 

To further understand the experiences of LACCD students, the survey also asked about financial hardships and 
experiences relating to food and housing insecurity.  Nearly half of students (44.5%) reported experiencing 
high housing costs (Figure 3).  In other words, these students spend more than 30% of their total household’s 
monthly income on rent or mortgages payments.  Another 41.7% of students were not sure if their housing 
costs were high.  Because these students tend to be economically disadvantaged and pay a higher proportion 
of their monthly income on rent or mortgages, they are disproportionally affected by high housing costs. 

Figure 3. Students Experiencing High Housing Costs 
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In addition to having high housing costs, the survey revealed that over half of students (51.6%) had to borrow 
money from friends or family member in order to help pay their utility bills (e.g., gas and/or electricity bills) 
and about a quarter of students (24.1%) had an account default or go into collections in the past year (Figure 
4).  The survey also found that 11.2% of student surveyed left their household because it felt unsafe.  

Figure 4. Economic Experiences of LACCD Students in the Past Year 
 

 
 

To further explore this issue of safety, students were asked how safe they felt where they currently lived 
(Figure 5).  About 16% of students reported that they feel a little bit safe to not at all safe, while an additional 
33.5% said they felt somewhat safe where they currently live.  
 

Figure 5. How Safe Students Feel Where They Currently Live 

 
The survey also found that some LACCD students cope with high housing costs by turning to public assistance 
(Figure 6).  Of the students surveyed, about 10% live in a public housing project that is owned by a local 
housing authority or other public agency.  In addition, 6.6% of students received a public housing voucher, 
such as Section 8, to subsidize the cost of private housing.  
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Figure 6. Public Housing Use & Assistance 
 

                                               
 

 
||FOOD & HOUSING INSECURITY CORRELATES 
 
The study also sought to find those groups of students who may be disproportionally affected by housing and 
food insecurity. The results investigated differences in insecurity rates by gender, citizenship status, race, age, 
dependency status, parental level of education, service in the armed forces, relationship status, and having 
children.  Each category has a corresponding table that includes overall district results to help serve as a 
comparison.  

As seen in Table 5, neither gender or citizenship status seemed to affect food and housing insecurity rates.  In 
other words, being a male or female does not seem to impact the likelihood of experiencing food and housing 
insecurity.  Likewise, being or having your parent be a citizen or permanent resident did not impact the 
likelihood of experiencing food and housing insecurity when compared to all LACCD students surveyed. The 
range of scores in measures of food insecurity, housing insecurity, and homeless were small, suggesting not 
much variation by gender or citizenship status.  

Table 5. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Gender and Citizenship Status 
 

Gender Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
Female 36.9% 63.1% 56.6% 16.9% 
Male 37.6% 62.4% 49.3% 20.7% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 
Citizenship Status Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
Student a citizen or permanent resident 36.6% 63.4% 54.5% 18.2% 
Student NOT a citizen or permanent resident 44.3% 55.7% 53.8% 16.0% 
Either parent a citizen or permanent resident 36.2% 63.8% 55.1% 18.6% 
Neither parent a citizen or permanent resident 42.3% 57.7% 51.3% 15.2% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

 

Although gender and citizenship status did not impact food and housing security disproportionately, race was 
an indicator of who was more likely to face these challenges.  As Table 6 indicates, LACCD African American 
students were the most likely to experience food insecurity (78.7%) and homeless (30.4%) than other groups 
surveyed.  These rates are between 11.1% and 18.7% above district averages and between 18% and 33% 
above the Other Asian group, which has the lowest prevalence rates of insecurity. Similar trends were 
observed within the Native American group, whose likelihood of experiencing food insecurity (70.0%), housing 
insecurity (85.0%), and homeless (30.0%) were also very high. 
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Table 6. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Race 
 

Race Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
White (non-Hispanic or Latino) 41.7% 58.3% 53.3% 19.6% 
African American 21.3% 78.7% 73.7% 30.4% 
Hispanic 38.6% 61.4% 50.7% 14.1% 
Native American 30.0% 70.0% 85.0% 30.0% 
Southeast Asian 52.3% 47.7% 44.0% 12.8% 
Other Asian 54.1% 45.9% 40.5% 12.0% 
More than one race 32.1% 67.9% 59.7% 23.2% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

 
Table 7 provides food and housing insecurity data by age.  As seen in the table, most ages experience about 
the same levels of food and housing insecurity, except for students between 18 and 20 years of age.  This 
youngest age group experience food insecurity (51.2%), housing insecurity (33.8%), and homeless (13.3%) less 
often than the older age groups surveyed.  The data also showed there were a higher proportion of students 
over 25 years old that are experiencing housing insecurity (about 65%) than the younger students. 

Table 7. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Age 
 

Age Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
18-20 48.8% 51.2% 33.8% 13.3% 
21-25 34.8% 65.2% 53.0% 17.7% 
26-30 32.8% 67.2% 65.7% 19.9% 
Over 30 32.7% 67.3% 64.2% 21.0% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

 
The survey also examined insecurity by parental level of education and for students who had parents or 
guardians that claimed them as a dependent (Tables 8 and 9).  The results indicated that student were less 
likely to experience food insecurity, housing insecurity, and homelessness if their parents had a Bachelor’s or 
Graduate degree or if they were claimed as a dependent.  These seemed to be protective factors against 
experiencing food and housing insecurity. 

Table 8. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Parental Educational Level 
 

Parental Highest Education Level Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
High school or less 34.5% 65.5% 55.0% 17.3% 
Some college 36.9% 63.1% 56.8% 20.3% 
Associate's degree 37.4% 62.6% 57.5% 19.7% 
Bachelor's degree 44.5% 55.5% 47.4% 15.8% 
Graduate degree 45.3% 54.7% 50.2% 15.7% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

 
Table 9. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Dependence Status  
 

Claimed as a Dependent Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
No 34.9% 65.1% 60.4% 19.4% 
Yes 43.7% 56.3% 37.8% 13.7% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 
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Table 10 demonstrates the impact of serving in the armed forces.  The data show that service men and women 
tended to have higher rates of food insecurity, housing insecurity, and homelessness when compared to other 
students who did not serve in the armed forces.  

Table 10. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Armed Forces Service 
 

Service in the Armed Forces Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
No 37.5% 62.5% 54.2% 17.7% 
Yes 31.1% 68.9% 60.8% 27.0% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

Table 11 demonstrates the impact of ever being a foster care youth.  The data show that students who have 
been placed in foster care services tended to have high rates of food insecurity (81.3%), housing insecurity 
(75.8%), and homelessness (38.3%) when compared to other students who have not participated in foster care. 

Table 11. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Foster Care Status 
 

Ever Placed in Foster Care Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
No 38.2% 61.8% 53.3% 16.8% 
Yes 18.7% 81.3% 75.8% 38.3% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

 

As seen in Table 12, relationship status appears to affect food and housing insecurity rates.  Students who 
reported being divorced or widowed tended to experience food insecurity (78.6%), housing insecurity (71.7%), 
and homelessness (29.1%) more often when compared to other students who are single, in a relationship, or 
are married.  The most salient differences occurred when examining food insecurity.  The proportion of 
divorced or widowed students experiencing food insecurity (78.6%) was much higher than for married 
students (50.4%). 

Table 12. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Relationship Status 
 

Current Relationship Status Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
Single 36.6% 63.4% 54.0% 19.6% 
Divorced or Widowed 21.4% 78.6% 71.7% 29.1% 
In a Relationship 34.1% 65.9% 54.9% 16.9% 
Married 49.6% 50.4% 50.3% 10.4% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 

 

Last, parental status was examined to see if parents may be disproportionally affected by food and housing 
insecurity (Table 13).  The data showed that parents tended to experience food and housing insecurity more 
often than people without children.  The most salient differences occurred when examining housing 
insecurity.  The proportion of parents experiencing housing insecurity (64.7%) was much higher than for 
students without children (51.3%). 

Table 13. Prevalence of Food Security, Housing Insecurity, & Homelessness by Parental Status 
 

Have Children Food Secure Food Insecure Housing Insecure Homeless 
No 38.5% 61.5% 51.3% 17.5% 
Yes 32.5% 67.5% 64.6% 20.1% 
District 37.3% 62.7% 55.0% 18.6% 
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Figure 7 summarizes those groups that appear to be disproportionately affected by food and housing 
insecurity.  As seen in the table, students who are African American, are Native American, are divorced or 
widowed, or were ever in foster care seem to be the most affected by these conditions.  In addition, the study 
found that being over 25 years old or having children can increase your likelihood of experiencing housing 
insecurity.  

Figure 7. Groups Disproportionately Affected by Food & Housing Insecurity  

 
||CONCLUSION 
 
The Survey on Food & Housing Insecurity Among Community College Students was administered to a total of 
5,925 LACCD students, which assessed the prevalence and correlates of food and housing insecurity.  In 
general, the survey results were consistent with the limited data available and suggest that community college 
students are at an increased risk of experiencing food insecurity, housing insecurity, and homelessness.  At 
LACCD, it appears that rates of food and housing insecurity are high, when compared to other community 
colleges across the United States.  

The survey revealed that food insecurity (62.7%) was particularly high at LACCD, when compared to other 
reports of food insecurity rates among community college students (39%).  In addition, the survey found that 
African Americans, students with more than one race, and students who were single, divorced, or widowed 
were disproportionately affected by food insecurity.  

The survey also found that 55% of the students surveyed experienced housing insecurity and 18.6% 
experienced homelessness.  Again, LACCD housing insecurity and homelessness rates are higher than other 
community colleges surveyed (52% and 13%, respectively).  Students who reported being African American, 
Native American, ever in foster care, and divorced or widowed were disproportionately affected by food 
insecurity, housing insecurity, and homelessness.  In addition, students over 25 years old or who had children 
were disproportionately affected by housing insecurity.  In general, the survey suggests that LACCD students 
are at an increased risk of experiencing food insecurity, housing insecurity, and homelessness. 
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||RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Los Angeles Community College District has conducted an inventory of program available to students. This 
inventory identified many programs that serve needy students.  The following programs offer academic and 
other support services to students with low socioeconomic status: 

 The Extended Opportunity Programs and Services (EOPS) program's primary goal is to encourage the 
enrollment, retention and transfer of students disadvantaged by language, social, economic and 
educational circumstances, and to facilitate the successful completion of their goals and objectives in 
college.  EOPS offers academic and support counseling, financial aid and other support services.  

 California Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids (CalWORKs) funds are for the purpose of 
assisting welfare recipient students and those in transition off of welfare to achieve long-term self-
sufficiency through coordinated student services offered at community colleges including: work study, 
job placement, child care, coordination, curriculum development and redesign, and under certain 
conditions post-employment skills training, and instructional services. 

 The Cooperative Agencies Resources for Education (CARE) program was established by the State of 
California to help welfare recipients become convinced that they and their children are important, that 
they are capable, and that with proper support they can break the welfare dependency cycle through 
education and job training.  CARE is a supplemental component of EOPS that specifically assists EOPS 
students, who are single heads of welfare households with young children, by offering supportive 
services so they are able to acquire the education, training, and marketable skills needed to transition 
from welfare-dependency to employment and eventual self-sufficiency for their families.  Every CARE 
student is an EOPS student who must meet the eligibility criteria for both programs.  

 Cooperating Agencies Foster Youth Educational Support Program (CAFYES) is a supplemental 
component of the existing Extended Opportunity Programs and Services (EOPS) program.  The purpose 
of CAFYES is to strengthen the capacity of community college districts to support the higher education 
success, health, and well-being of some of the nearly 13,000 current and former foster youth who are 
enrolled in California’s community colleges.   

In addition to these specific programs available to students, the colleges have also worked to provide 
additional support to housing insecure students.  Board rules have been updated to provide priority 
registration to homeless students and colleges are making shower facilities available to students as well.  The 
colleges have also been working with the Department of Children and Family Services and the Los Angeles 
Homeless Services Authority to coordinate additional services on for students.  While the colleges are working 
to establish these relationships, there is a need for enhanced collaboration and efforts to provide students 
with more concrete direction to secure housing and other support services.  The following recommendations 
are focused on streamlining the processes to assist students: 

 Conduct further research on student experience to determine the most effective models for 
implementation 

 Increase advocacy for resources of housing and food insecure youths 
 Identify a single points of contact at each campus to guide students to on-campus and community 

resources 
 Make available showers and other campus facilities for use by homeless students 
 Streamline referrals to ensure students gain access to EOPS, CalWorks, CARE, and other special programs 
 Conduct training and workshops for faculty, staff, and administrators to increase awareness of student 

needs  
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 Increase collaboration with local housing resources to improve access to existing housing programs 
 Work with the City of Los Angeles to enhance collaboration with Workforce Family Source Centers 
 Expand efforts to assist students in gaining access to federal and state financial aid in support of the 

completion of academic programs and to support education related costs 

LACCD will continue collaboration with Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority and other local agencies to 
ensure access to housing options for LACCD students. The District will also conduct additional assessments 
to determine what further actions are required to support student success. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 



 

Appendix A. Prevalence of Food Insecurity in the Past Month by College 
 

 

 
 

Food Security Score City  East Harbor Mission Pierce Southwest Trade Valley West District 
High Security (score = 0) 25.3% 26.9% 28.0% 32.6% 31.7% 16.7% 15.2% 32.1% 29.5% 26.5% 
Marginal Security (score = 1) 10.7% 11.8% 14.8% 8.0% 10.3% 7.5% 9.4% 11.6% 10.2% 10.8% 
Low Security (score = 2-4) 25.3% 25.9% 21.5% 27.4% 24.2% 29.4% 24.8% 21.9% 19.8% 24.4% 
Very Low Security (score = 5-6) 38.7% 35.4% 35.7% 32.0% 33.8% 46.4% 50.6% 34.4% 40.5% 38.3% 

 City  East Harbor Mission Pierce Southwest Trade Valley West District 
USDA 6-item scale: % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N 
The food that I bought 
just didn't last and I 
didn't have enough 
money to get more 

60.4 753 57.3 1054 55.0 311 53.1 175 51.0 577 73.9 303 71.1 485 52.8 564 59.8 463 58.9 4685 

I couldn't afford to eat 
balanced meals 

68.1 753 63.9 1049 64.8 310 60.1 173 59.9 576 72.6 303 76.8 482 57.7 562 63.2 459 65.1 4667 

Did you ever cut the size 
of your meals or skip 
meals because there 
wasn't enough money 
for food? 

50.4 754 49.2 1048 49.5 311 46.8 173 48.3 573 63.0 305 65.8 486 47.5 564 51.7 460 51.9 4674 

3 or more days: Did you 
ever cut the size of your 
meals or skip meals 
because there wasn't 
enough money for food? 

37.1 738 34.3 1026 31.2 301 28.8 170 32.4 564 42.9 296 45.3 472 32.0 556 37.7 448 35.9 4571 

Did you ever eat less 
than you felt you should 
because there wasn't 
enough money for food? 

50.1 739 48.3 1035 45.7 304 46.2 173 46.5 563 61.5 296 63.4 478 44.8 562 48.5 456 50.1 4606 

Were you ever hungry 
but didn't eat because 
there wasn't enough 
money for food? 

42.3 735 39.1 1032 39.1 304 36.8 171 38.1 562 51.7 294 56.3 476 39.1 558 42.2 457 42.3 4589 



 

Appendix B. Prevalence of Housing Insecurity & Homelessness in the Past Year by College 
 

 

 City  East Harbor Mission Pierce Southwest Trade Valley West District 
Housing Insecurity % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N 

Housing insecure (any 
of the below items) 

54.3  717 52.0 1015 48.7 300  52.7 169 48.5 555 68.8 295 69.1 476 52.1 549 55.5 447 55.0 4523 

Didn't pay full amount 
of rent or mortgage 

23.0 742 20.7 1043 15.9 314 18.0 172 20.5 577 30.5 302 31.4 484 21.7 562 27.6 457 23.2 4653 

Didn't pay full amount 
of utilities 29.3 740 27.9 1044 24.2 314 29.3 174 27.4 574 47.7 302 38.1 483 31.7 561 32.8 458 31.1 4650 

Moved 2 or more times 
per year 16.0 712 10.8 996 12.8 297 8.4 166 11.8 554 14.9 281 21.1 465 11.2 546 12.9 442 13.4 4459 

Doubled up 19.3 737 19.6 1039 17.5 315 19.1 173 17.3 573 24.3 300 22.9 480 18.4 560 18.7 455 19.5 4632 
Moved in with other 
people due to financial 
problems 

18.9 740 17.6 1040 20.9 316 15.5 174 19.9 573 25.4 299 28.8 483 19.9 563 19.2 458 20.3 4646 

 

 City  East Harbor Mission Pierce Southwest Trade Valley West District 
Homelessness % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N 
Homeless (any of the 
below items) 20.1 712 15.4 993 18.9 297 12.2 164 18.9 549 22.3 283 25.2 461 17.4 541 17.0 435 18.6 4435 

Thrown out of home 9.4 721 7.9 1009 6.1 295 5.4 168 7.7 557 8.2 291 8.5 468 7.4 551 7.2 447 7.9 4507 
Evicted from home 4.2 742 3.3 1041 5.4 316 4.0 174 5.4 576 7.0 299 4.8 483 3.2 562 2.6 455 4.2 4648 
Stayed in a shelter 5.3 738 1.8 1033 3.5 316 0.0 172 2.4 572 5.7 297 8.4 479 1.2 560 2.0 455 3.4 4622 
Stayed in an abandoned 
building, auto, or other 
place not meant as 
housing? 

6.0 739 4.2 1036 4.1 315 4.6 173 6.6 576 8.1 298 11.1 478 4.4 562 5.9 458 6.0 4635 

Not know where you 
were going to sleep, 
even for one night 

11.5 739 7.9 1039 9.2 315 6.9 174 10.6 575 13.1 297 16.7 480 9.6 562 10.5 458 10.6 4639 

Didn't have a home 4.5 728 2.7 1034 2.6 306 3.0 169 2.8 562 6.8 296 6.9 476 2.0 554 3.5 456 3.7 4581 

 
 


