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The Southern California Association of Governments

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the largest Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) in the nation, withone than 19 million residentsThe SCAG regiancludes six
counties (Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura) and 191 incorporatec
cities. In addition, the SCAG region is a major hub of global economic activity, representin§ lhmg a6t
economy in the world and is o3 A RSNBR GKS ylaAz2yQa 3IFdSélre F2N
largest ports in the nationThe SCAGegionis the also the most culturally diverse region in the nation,

with no single ethnic group comprising a majority of the population. Withbaist diversified economy

and a growing population substantially fueled by international immigration, the SCAG region is poised to
continue its role as a primary metropolitan center on the Pacific Rim.

SCAG Activities

As the designated MPO, SCAG is maediaty federal law to research and develop a Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), which incorporates a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) per Californi
state law. Additionally, SCAG is pursuing a variety of innovative planning and policy initiafosterta

more sustainable Southern California. In addition to conducting the formal planning activities required of
an MPO, SCAG provides local governments with a wide variety of benefits and services including, for
example, data and information, GIS traig, planning and technical assistance, and support for
sustainability planning grants.

The Local Profiles

In 2008, SCAG initiated the Local Profiles project as a part of a larger initiative to provide a variety of new
services to its member cities and wties. Through extensive input from member jurisdictions, the
inaugural Local Profiles Reports were released at the SCAG General Assembly in May 20@@al The
Profiles have since been updated every two years.

The Local Profiles reports provide variety of demographic, economic, education, housing, and
transportation information about each member jurisdiction including, but not limited to, the following:

1 How much growth in population has taken place since 2000?

Has the local jurisdiction been growg faster or slower than the county or regional average?
Have there been more or fewer schemye children?

Have homeownership rates been increasing or decreasing?

== =4 4

How and where do residents travel to work?
1 How has the local economy been changing in ohemployment share by sector?

Answers to questions such as these provide a snapshot of the dynamic changes affecting each local
jurisdiction.

Southern California Association of Governments
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The purpose of this report is to provide current information and dataHerCity of Santa Fe Sprinfys
planning and outreach efforts. Information on population, housing, transportation, employmetail

sales, and education can be utilized by the city to make well informed planning decisions. The report
provides a portrait of theity and its changes since 2000, using average figurdsoAngeles Coun&s

a comparative baseline. In adidn, the most current data available for the region is also included in the
Statistical Summary (page 3). This prafdport illustratescurrent trends occurring ithe City of Santa

Fe Springs

Factors Affecting Local Changes Reflected in208&9Report

Overall, member jurisdictions since 2000 have been impacted by a variety of factors at the national,
regional, and local levels. For example, the vast majority of member jurisdictions included in the 2019
Local Profiles reflect national demographirends toward an older and more diverse population.
Evidence of continued economic growth is also apparent through increases in employment, retail sales,
building permits, and home mres.Work destinations and commute timeéend to correlate withlocal
andregional development patterns and the location of local jurisdictions, particularly in relation to the
regional transportation system.

Uses of the Local Profiles

Following release at the SCAG General Assembly, the Local Profiles are posted on tivel&@&&nd
are used for a variety of purposes including, but not limited to, the following:

1 As a @dta and communication resource for elected officials, businesses, and residents
Community planning and outreach
Economic development
Visioning initiatives

= =4 A4 A

Grant application support
1 Performance monitoring

The primary user groups of the Local Profiles include member jurisdictions and state and federal
legislative delegates of Southern California. This reportis a SCAG member benefit and the use of the data
contained within this report is voluntary.

Report Organization

This eport includes three section$he first section presents‘\&atistical ummaryior the City of Santa

Fe SpringsThe second section provides detailed information organized by subject area and includes brief
highlights of some of the trends identified by that information. The third sectifethodologyQ
describes technical considerations related to data defingianeasurement, and sources.

Southern California Association of Governments
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2018 STATISTICAL SUMMARY

Santa Fe Springs

Category S,Sarﬁi Fse Log;;nng:eles Relative to Los SCAG Region
pring y Angeles County

2018Total Population 18,335 10,283,729 [0.29%] 19,145,421
2018Popu|at|9n Density (Persons 2,067 2518 451 494
per Square Mile)
2018Median Age (Years) 36.4 36.0 0.4 35.8
2018Hispanic 79.%% 48.%% 31.0% 46.5%
2018Non-Hispanic White 9.6% 26.59% -16.%% 31.%%
2018Non-Hispanic Asian 5.1% 14.3% -9.2% 12.8%
2018Non-Hispanic Black 3.9% 7.% -4.0% 6.3%
201-8N0n-H|span|c Amerlcan 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2%
Indian or Alaska Native
2018All OtherNon-Hispant 1.6% 2. ™% -1.1% 2.8%
2018Number of Households 5,275 3,338,658 [0.2%)] 6,132,938
2018Average Household Size 34 3.0 0.4 3.1
2018Median Household Income $63,540 $61,015 $2,525 $64,989
2018Number of Housing Units 5,494 3,546,863 [0.2%)] 6,629,879
2018Homeownership Rate 63.%% 52.%% 11.5% 52.%%
ﬁ?iii'v'ed'a” Existing Home Sales $500,000 $597,500 $97,500 $561,000
20.17- 2018Median Home Sales 9 %% 6.7% 2 &% 6.5%
Price Change
2018Drive Alone to Work 82.5% 73. ™ 8.8% 75.8%
20_18Mean Travel Time to Work 305 30.9 0.4 30.2
(minutes)
2017Number of Jobs 57,171 4,767,204 [1.29%0] 8,465,304
2016- 2017Total Jobs Change 220 23,801 [0.9%] 76,197
2017Average Salary per Job $58,957 $66,037 -$7,080 $60,956
2018K-12 Public School Student 5012 1,482,258 [0.3% 2975283
Enrollment

SourcesU.S. Census American Community Sur28y 7 Nielsen Cg.California Department oFinanceE5, May 208;
Cord_ogic/DataQuickCalibrnia Department of Educatiomnd SCAG

* Numbers with [ ] represerbanta Fe Sprin@share ofLos Angeles Countyheunbracketednumbers represent the difference between
Santa Fe SpringsidLosAngeles County

Mapped jurisdictional boundaries are as of Jul2dl6and are for visual purposes only. Report data, however, are updated according to
their respective sources

Southern California Association of Governments
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City of Santa Fe Springs

Between2000and2018
the total population of
the City of Santa Fe
Springsncreasedoy
1,922to 18,335

During thisl8-year
period, thecityQ a
population growth rate
of 11.7percent was
higher thanthe Los
Angeles Countyate of8
percent.

0.2percentof the total
populationof Los
Angeles Countisin the
City of Santa Fe Springs

Populationvaluesfor
2000 and 2010 are from
the U.S. Decennial
Census.

Valuesfor other years
are estimates by the
California Department of
Finance.
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Population by AgeRange

PopulationShareby Age:2000 2010, and 2018 1 Between2000and
30% = 2000 12010 #2018 2018 the55-64age
groupexperience

the largest increas@n
share,growing from
7.8t0 12.6percent.

25%

20%

1 The age groughat
experiencel the
greatest declinén
sharewas5-20,
decreasindgrom 25.8
to 19.5percent.

15%

10%

Share of City Population

5%

0%
0-4 5-20 21-34 35-54 55-64 65+

Sources2000& 2010 U.S. Demnial Census; American Commity Survey 2017 Nielsen Co.

1 The55-64 age group

Population by Age200Q 2010, and 2018 added the most
= 2000 = 2010 #2018 population, with an
6,000 :
increase oB71
peoplebetween2000
5,000 and2018
c 4,000
e
3
>
S 3,000
o
2,000
1,000
0

0-4 5-20 21-34 35-54 55-64 65+

Sources2000& 2010 U.S. Demnial CensushmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Southern California Association of Governments
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Population by Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino of Any Rac2000 2010, and 2018 1 Between2000and

2018 the share of
90% Hispanic population
80% in the city increased
from 71.4 percent to
79.4 percent

Share of City Population

2000 2010 2018

Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Non-HispanicWhite: 2000, 2010 and 2018 1 Between2000and

25% 2018 the share of
Non-HispanidNhite

population in the
20%

definitions of the
racial/ethnic
categories.

S city decreased from
IS 19.2 percent to 9.6
2 rcen

§ 15% percent

2

O 1 Please refer to the

S 10% Methodology

% section for

73

5%

0%

2000 2010 2018

Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Southern California Association of Governments
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Non-Hispanic Asian200Q 2010 and 2018

6% 1 Between2000and
2018 the share of
Non-Hispanic Asian
population in the
city increased from
3.7 percentto 5.1
percent

5%

4%

3%

2%

Share of City Population

1%

0%
2000 2010 2018

Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Non-Hispanic Black200Q 2010 and 2018

4.5% 1 Between2000and

2018 the share of
4.0% NonHispanic Black
population in the

c 3% city increased from
S
T 3.0% 3.7 percent to 3.9
3 percent
e 25%
2
o 20%
©
o 15%
g
0 1.0%
0.5%
0.0%

2000 2010 2018

Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Southern California Association of Governments
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Non-HispanicAmerican Indianor Alaska Native2000 2010, & 2018

Share of City Population

0.5%

0.0%
2000 2010 2018

Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

All OtherNon-Hispanic 2000, 2010 and 2018

Share of City Population

1.8%

1.6%

2000 2010 2018
Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmerican Commuity Survey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Southern California Association of Governments
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City of Santa Fe Springs

1 Between2000and
2018 the share of
Non-Hispanic
American Indiaror
Alaska Native
population in the
city decreased from
0.5 percent to 0.4
percent

1 Between2000and
2018 the share of
All OtherNon
Hispanigopulation
group in thecity
increased from 1.5
percentto 1.6
percent
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Number of Household$Occupied Housing Units)

Number of Households2000- 2018 1 Between2000and

6,000 2018 the total

5,288 5,275 number of
5,073

4,833 4,805 4889 4827 4766 4747 4839 households irthe
5,000 City of Santa Fe

[0}

2 Springsncreased by

S 4,000 442 units, or 9.1

3 percent.

I

§ 3,000 1 During thisl8year

3 period, thecityQ &

E 2000 household growth

z rate of9.1percent
1,000 washigher thanthe

countygrowth rate
of 6.5 percent.

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

SourcesCalifornia Department of FinancE5, 20002018 1 02 percentOf LOSV
Angeles Counf a

total number of

Average Household Siz2000- 2018 householdsarein

_ | the City of Santa Fe
4.0 == Santa Fe Springs =4=| 0S Angeles County Springs
v 35 ._—.-—I—.—._._.—-I—-H
N
D 30 e At 1 In2018 thecityQ &
e average household
8 25 size was8.4, higher
S than the county
o 20 average 08B.0.
g
g 15
<
1.0
0.5
0.0

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

Source: California Department of Financé&, 20002018
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Households by Size

Percent ofHouseholds by Household Siz2018
25%
22%

Share of Households

6% 6%

20%
20% 18%
16%
15%
11%

10%
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0%

1 2 3 4 5

Number of Persons

SourceU.S. CensudmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

Households by Income
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City of Santa Fe Springs

In 2018 60.4percent of all
city households had 3
people orfewer.

About 20 percent of the
households were single
person households.

Approximately23 percent
of all households in theity
had5 peopleor more.

In2018 about41 percent
of households earned less
than $50,000 annually.

Approximately31 percent
of households earned
$100,0000r more.
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Householdincome
Median Household Income200Q 2010 and 2018

$70,000 1 From2000to 2018 median
household mcomeincreased
$60,000 by $19,144

$50,000
1 Note:Dollars arenot adjusted

$40,000 for annual inflation.

$30,000

Median Household Income

$20,000

$10,000

$0
2000 2010 2018

Source2000& 2010U.S. Decennial CensudsnericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co

Renters and Homeowners
Percentage of Renters and Homeowne2000 2010 and 2018

2000 2010 2018

Source: 2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

1 Between2000and2018 homeownership rategncreasedand the share of renterdecreased

Southern California Association of Governments
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Total Housing Production
Total Residential Unit®ermitted: 2000- 2018

Number of Permits
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Total Residential Unit®ermitted per 1,000 Resident2000-
2018

Permits per 1,000 Population

[EnY
o

o B N W A~ O O N 00 ©

=fi— Santa Fe Springs =#==|0S Angeles County

N .

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

Source Construction Industry Research Bo&@00-2018

Southern California Association of Governments

12

1

City of Santa Fe Springs

In 2018 permits were
issued forl residential
unit.

In 2000 the City of Santa
Fe Springhad 1.5permits
per 1,000 residents
compared to the overall
countyfigure of2 permits
per 1,000 residents.

For thecity in 2018 the
numberof permits per
1,000 residentslecreased
to 0.1 permits. For the
countyoverall, itincreased
to 2.2 permitsper 1,000
residents.
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SingleFamily Housing Production
SingleFamily UnitsPermitted: 2000- 2018
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City of Santa Fe Springs

In2018 permits were
issued forl single family
home.

In 2000, the City of Santa
Fe Springssued0.1
permitsper 1,000
residents compared to
the overallcountyfigure
of 0.9 permitsper 1,000
residents.

For thecity in 2018 the
number of permits issued
per 1,000 residents
remained atd.1permits.
For thecountyoverall, it
decreased td.6 permits
per 1,000 residents.
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Multi -FamilyHousing Production

Multi -Family UnitsPermitted: 2000- 2018 1 In2018 no permitswere
180 issued fomulti-family

156 residential units.
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Source Construction Industry Research Board, 22008

Multi -Family UnitsPermitted per 1,000 Resident2000- 2018 1 For thecity in 2018 the
10 —&—Santa Fe Springs == 0s Angeles County number of permits per
1,000 residents
5 9 decreased td permits
8 g For the countyoverall it
§- increased tdl.6 permits
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Source Construction Industry Research Board, 22008
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Home SalsPrices

Median Home Sales Price for Existing Hom2800- 2018

$600

$500
$430

$400
$346

$300 $265

$222

190
$200 $170$

In thousands ($)

$100

$0

$490,

$500

$458
$435

$401$410
$360

$475

$345

321
308$
$28 8$3055

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

Source: Cotleogic/DataQuick2000-2018

Annual Median Home Sales Price Change for Existing Homes

2000- 2018
40%

30%
20%
10%

0%

-10%

Sales Price Change

-20%

-30%

-40%

12.1%11 4%

-16.5%

-27.4%

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

Source: Cotleogic/DataQuick2000-2018
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City of Santa Fe Springs

Between2000and 2018 the
median home sales price of
existing homeséncreasedl94
percent from$170,000to
$500,000

Median homesales price
increasedoy 63.9percent
between2010and2018

In2018 the median home
salesprice in thecity was
$500,000 $97,500lower
than that in thecounty
overall

Note: Median home sales
price reflects resale of
existing homes, which varies
due to type of units sold.

Annual median home sales
pricesare not adjusted for
inflation.
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HOUSINGYPE

Housing Type by Unit2018

Housing Type Number of Percent of 1 The most common housing
Units Total Units type isSingle Family Detached
Single Family Detached 3,249 592 % _ )
1 62.8percentaresingle family
: : 0 homesand35.9percentare

Single Family Attached 199 3.6 % multi-family homes
Multi-family: 2 to 4units 292 53 %
Multi-family: 5 units plus 1,681 30.6 %
Mobile Home 73 13 %

5,494 1000

SourceCalifornia Bpartment of Finance,-g, 2018

Age of Housing Stock f 66.6percentof the housing
stock was builbefore 1970.
0,
50% 44.9%
45% 1 33.4percentof the housing
g 40% stock was builafter 1970
£ 35%
T 0,
s 30%
L 25%
]
5 20%
15% 10.9% 11.5%
8.4% 8.0%
10%
co | 2.4% 4.4% 3.90, °-O%

0%

&
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SourcelU.S. CensusmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 NielsenCo.
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Foreclosures
Number of Foreclosure£2002-2018

Number of Foreclosures
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1 There wereb
foreclosures ire018

55 54

1 Between2007and2018
there were266
foreclosures.

2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

Source: Cotleogic/DataQuick20022018

Housing Cost Share

Percentage of Housing Cost for Renters and Homeown294.7

50%

45%

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

1 Housing costs
accounted for an
average o#15.5percent
of total household
income for renters.

1 Housing costs
accounted for an
average oR5.9percent
of total household
income for
homeowners.

Renters Homeowners
Source: U.SCensus American Community Surnveg17
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Journey to Worlfor Residents
Transportation Mode Choice2000, 2010 and 2018 1 Between2000and

90% 800, 83% m2000 #2010 %2018 2018 the greatest
80y 8% change occurred in
the percentage of
individuals who
traveled to work by
carpool thisshare
decreasedy5.1
percentge points

70%
60%
50%

40%

1 YhiKSNR NI
bicycle, pedestrian,
and homebased
employment.

30%

Percent of City Residents

20%

10% 49 5% 5%

3% 206 2%
0%

Drive Alone Carpool Public Transit Other
Sources2000& 2010U.S. Decennial Censu#snerican Community Surveg017 Nielsen Co.

. . 1 Between2000and
Average Travel Tim@minutes). 2000, 2010 and2018 2018 the average
travel time to work
increased by
30 approximately 1
minute.

35

25

20

15

10

Travel Time (minutes)

2000 2010 2018

Sources2000& 2010 U.S. Decennial Censaserican Communit$urvey 2017 Nielsen Co.
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Travel Time to Work (Range of Minute®018

11% 1 In2018 45.6percent
01 of Santa Fe Springs

commuters spent

more than 30 minutes

to travel to work.

7 Travel time to work
figures reflect average
one-way commute
travel times, not
round trip.

35%

m<15 wm15-30 m30-45 m45-60 60+

SourceU.S. Censusmerican Community Survef017 Nielsen Co.

Household Vehicle Ownershi2018 f  39percent ofSanta

Fe Springhouseholds
own one or no
vehicles, whilé1
percent of households
own two or more
vehicles.

33%

29%

mNone m1 Vehicle m2 Vehicles m 3+ Vehicles

Source U.S. Censusmerican Community Surveg017 Nielsen Co.
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Over the course of the next 25 years, population growth and demographic shifts will continue to
transform the character of the SCAG region and the demands placed on it for livability, mobility, and
overall quality of life. Our future will be shaped by oesponse to this growth and the demands it places

on our systems.

SCAG is responding to these challenges by embracing sustainable mobility options, including support for
enhanced active transportation infrastructure. Providing appropriate facilities tp imake walking and

biking more attractive and safe transportation options will serve our region through reduction of traffic
congestion, decreasl greenhouse gas emissions, impeo\public health, and enhamd communiies

For the 2017 Local ProfileSCAG began providing information on the active transportation resources
being implemented throughout our region. The 2019 Local Profiles continues the active transportation
element with a compilation of bicycle lane mileage by facility type at the coeug}.IThis data, provided

by our County Transportation Commissions for the years 2012 and 2016, provides a baseline to measure
regional progress in the development of active trangption resources over time

The Local Profiles reports will seek to pdeviadditional active transportation data resources as they
become available at the local jurisdictional level. Information on rates of physical activity (walking) is
available in the Public Health section of this report.

Bike Lane Mileage by Class: 202216

Class 4 Total Lane Miles

2012 2016 Change
Imperial 3 3 4 4 82 82 0 0 89 89 0.0%
Los Angeles 302 343 659 | 1,054 519 609 2 711,482 2,013| 35.8%
Orange 259 264 706 768 87 103 0 0] 1,052| 1,135 7.9%
Riverside 44 44 248 248 129 129 0 0 421| 421 0.0%
San Bernarding 77 96 276 293 150 107 0 0 503| 496 -1.4%
Ventura 61 76 257 333 54 77 0 0 372| 486| 30.6%
SCAG Region 746 826 2,150 2,700 1,021 2 7

Source: Countyransportation Commission2012 2016

Class 1 (Bike Path$eparated offoad path for the exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians.

Class 2 (Bike LaneéStriped onroad lane for bike travel along a roadway.
Class 3 (Bike Routdroadway dedicated for shared use by pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehi

Class 4RrotectedBike Lan@: Lane separated from motor vehicle traffic by more than stgp{grade
separation or barrier.
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Employment Centers
Top 10 Places Wherganta Fe SpringResidents Commute to Work: 261

Local Jurisdiction Number of Percent of Total
Commuters Commuters
1. | Santa Fe Springs 1,185 16.6%
2. | Los Angeles 857 12.0%
3. | Anaheim 301 4.2%
4. | Long Beach 221 3.1%
5. | Whittier 197 2.8%
6. | Norwalk 194 2.7%
7. | Downey 176 2.5%
8. | Commerce 162 2.3%
9. | Santa Ana 141 2.0%
10. | Irvine 117 1.6%
All Other Destinations 3,585 50.2%

Source: U.S. Census Bure2l 7, LODES Data; Longituditahployer Household Dynamics Progréuttps://lehd.ces.census.gov/data/lodes/

1 This table identifies the top 10dations where residents frotie City of Santa Fe Springsmmute to work.

1 16.68% work and live isanta Fe Springa/hile83.4% commute to other places.
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MAJOR WORK DESTINATIONS

® Major Work Destinations*
/N Commuter Rails

£ Major Airports
L Ports

High Quality Transit Area**

* Top 10 work destinations in 2014 for City of Santa Fe Springs residents.
Please refer to the Employment section table for details.
**Based on.the SCAG’s 2040 planned year data in the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS
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