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Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) and Women Infant and Children (WIC) benefits, and

M a p 4. ECO n O m iC & Deve I O p m e nt Co nStra i nts Employment services; these data were downloaded from the Coalition for a Livable Future, and then Refe re n Ces & Da ta SO u rces

geocoded into ArcGIS. Other shapefiles were downloaded from Portland RLIS for reference and geoc-
oding including: tax lots, census block groups, streets, major arterials, slope, and zoning.
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constraints. In order to determine areas of g 0 05 1 2 e west to on the east, and bordered by O the south. Unce all the datla were collected an Ore?onian/Friesen, M. 2011. Graphic: Portland's central city gets whiter. The Oregonian/Ore%onLive, Aﬁril 30, 2011; available online at: http:/www.ore-
concentrated poverty, we used 2014 8 geocoded, we created two weighted suitability analyses, one for transit accessibility and one for ameni- gonlive.com/pacific-northwest-news/index.ssf/2011/04/graphic_portlands_central_city gets_whiter.html (last accessed 03/12/16).

American Community Survey (ACS) five ties & services accessibility. We then eliminated areas deemed unsuitable for development based on ggpiiI]a/?g) City of, Housing Bureau (PHB). n.d. Location Policy; available online at: http:/www.portlandoregon.gov/phb/article/95711 (last accessed

year estimates, which we joined to census o= environmental, economic & other development constraints.

block group data to symbolize median

- - -. 2015. State of Housing in Portland Report; available online at: https:/www.portlandoregon.gov/phb/article/546056 (last accessed 03/11/16).

First, we calculated Euclidean distance for all the data points of the transit, amenities, and services

family income for those block groups. In * [ shapefiles. Next, we reclassified the Euclidean Distance rasters on a scale of zero to nine, with nine rep- - - - . 2014. Portland HOUSin? Growth and Opportunity Analysis Uniting People and Place; available online at: https:/www.portlandoregon.gov/phb/arti-
: ) < : . . . . . ) o : cle/458993 (last accessed 03/11/16).

order to avoid developing affordable ~ .K__ N resenting the closest distance to the identified service, which was within either a quarter or half mile

housing in areas of concentrated poverty, #\\ % radius depending on the service. We determined that a quarter mile radius would be optimal for ser- Rent Jungle (online). n.d. Rent trend data in Portland, Oregon; at: https:/www.rentjungle.com/average-rent-in-portland-or-rent-trends/ (last accessed

we identified and removed census block ’f <« vices used every day such as: grocery stores and food pantries, child care, and transit stops. The one ex- 03/12/16).

ception was transit centers, to which we gave a half mile radius since we assumed people would be will-

groups that were in the bottom quartile of
ing to travel farther for transit centers that have a broader range of coverage across the region. For im-

median family income from our final anal-
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ysis. We also removed all tax lots that portant services that would be used less frequently, we decided a half mile radius would be optimal: Coalition for a Livable Future (CLF). n.d. Regional Equity Atlas, Indicator Data Sources; online at: http://clfuture.org/programs/regional-equity-at-
were not zoned mixed-use, multi-family libraries, community centers, parks, and employment centers. We then conducted two separate las/about-indicators/indicator-metadata-data-links-documentation (last accessed 03/11/16).

residential of single family residential. This : J ~ 1 | weighted suitability analyses using the Weighted Overlay Tool, one for Transit Accessibility and one for .

map shows the areas of economic and de- e Ecﬁumic Constraints il “4| Accessibility to Amenities and Services (See Maps 1 and 2). Once the optimal areas for development Portland RLIS, Metro (Portland Metro Regional Government).

. . _ . L Block Groups wi Low Median Incomsa g i . .. . i . . | . | | | |
velopmental CO.nStI’aII‘.\tS, .V.VhICh were re 3| Zoning Constraints o n — g | were identified, we removed any tax lots that should be precluded from development due to environ U.S. Census Bureau. n.d. American Community Survey (ACS via American FactFinder): 2014 ACS 5-year estimates; online at: http:/factfinder.census.gov/-
moved for the final suitability analysis. B Sormeercie - 36 #* 1'wg__ (| mental, economic, and development constraints (See Maps 3 and 4). All of these data were then com- faces/nav/jsf/pages/searchresults.xhtmi?refresh=t (last accessed 03/11/16).

—— G ey IONE g,nmm " | =4 bined into a Final Suitability Analysis Map, which was used to identify optimal tax lots.
q-—"] - Sa vm& O § o~ e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). n.d. MyMaps shapefiles; online at: https:/www3.epa.gov/enviro/myenviro/ (last accessed 03/11/16).
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