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Homeless Count Overview

January 24, 2024

The Yolo County Homeless and Poverty Action Coalition conducted its 2024 Homeless Count on January 24, 2024.
The Homeless Count (also known as the Point-in-Time (PIT) Count) is a survey of individuals and families identified as
experiencing sheltered or unsheltered homelessness within the boundaries of Yolo County on a single night in January. The

2024 count identified 942 people experiencing homelessness on January 24, 2024.

When considering the numbers in this report it is important to recognize that they reflect only those persons identified as
homeless within the county on a single day. Many individuals and families move in and out of homelessness during a year,
meaning that the actual number of people experiencing homelessness in 2024 will be much higher than those included in

this report.
HOMELESSNESS ON A SINGLE NIGHT (JANUARY 24.2024)

Number of individuals
experiencing homelessness per 10,000

Distribution by Jurisdiction

1000 942 residents
Jurisdiction 2017
800 Davis 214 272 279 249
600
416 et 328 356 538 532
400 289 551 309 acramento
162 184 165 Woodland  22.8 39.5 44.4 68.6
200 39 123 105 I l 0 7575 Winters
. mB B — o Rl 23906 32 180
Davis West Sacramento Woodland Winters and Rural Total Countywide Total 1.4 294 337 42.5
Countywide ’ ’ ’ ’
Sheltered M Unsheltered ™ Combined Total Based on population estimates from the California

Department of Finance.

HOMELESSNESS OVER TIME (2009-2024)
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Demographics

Age

90% 805 (85%)

0,
80% Sheltered vs. Unsheltered
70%
0,
24 (3%) 62 (7%)

60%

Age Group Sheltered Unsheltered

50% Children (0-17) 44 7
40%
30% Young Adults (18-24) 14 10
20% Adults (25+) 249 556
10%  51(5%)
Unknown 2 60
0% [ |
Children (0- Young Adults Adults (25+) Unknown
17) (18-24)

ACCOMPANIED AND UNACCOMPANIED YOUTH

&

HOUSEHOLD TYPE

) 4

HOUSEHOLD STATUS
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GENDER IDENTITY PREGNANCY STATUS

Gender Pregnant (% of all homeless
600 persons)

528 (33%)

500
400
300 287(30%)
200 Yes = No = Unknown
125 (13%)
100 Pregnancy Status Over Time
2019 2022 ylopZ:
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Yolo County

Sheltered Sheltered Unsheltered Unsheltered Combined Combined
African American 48 16% 43 7% 91 10%
Asian 6 2% 5 1% 11 1%

American Indian/Alaska Native,
or Indigenous

8 3% 9 1% 17 2%

American Indian, Alaska Native,

or Indigenous & 2 1% 1 0% 3 0%
Hispanic/Latina/e /o

Native Hawaiian or Pacific

9 9
Islander ! 0% 5 1% 6 1%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific 9, o 0
Islander & Hispanic/Latina/e/o ! 0% ! 0% 2 0%
Multiple Races 6 2% 11 2% 17 2%
White 124 40% 211 33% 335 36%
White & Hispanic/Latina/e/o 43 14% 9 1% 52 6%
Hispanic/Latino 37 12% 95 15% 132 14%
Unknown Race 33 11% 243 38% 276 29%
Sheltered Unsheltered Combined Combined

White & Hispanic/Latina/e /o 43 14% 9 1% 52 6%
Hispanic/Latino 37 12% 95 15% 132 14%
Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 196 63% 286 45% 482 51%
Unknown Ethnicity 33 1% 243 38% 276 29%



Race
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ETHNICITY

Ethnicity (Number and Percentage of Total Homeless Population)

600

500 482 (51%)

400

300 286 (45% 276 (29%)

243 (38%
196 (63%
200
132 (14%)
(15%)
100
52 (6%)
43 (11%) (12%) 33(11%)
0 ||
White & Hispanic/Latina/e/o Hispanic/Latino Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino Unknown Ethnicity

Sheltered m Unsheltered ® Combined
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Yolo County vs. Yolo Homeless

Homeless

Race/Ethnicity Countywide Difference

American Indian/Alaska Native, or Indigenous 0.7% 1.80% 1.1%

American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous & ®
Hispanic/Latina/e /o N/A 0.32% N/A

Asian or Asian American 16.3% 1.17% -15.1%
Black, African American, or African 2.9% 9.66% 6.8%
Hispanic/Latina/e /o 32.3% 14.01% -18.3%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 0.2% 1.06% 0.86%
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander & N/A 0.21% N/A

Hispanic/Latina/e /o

White 47.7% 35.56% -12.1%
White & Hispanic/Latina/e /o N/A 5.52% N/A

Multiple Races 17.7% 1.80% -15.9%
Unknown 14.5% 29.30% 14.8%

Based on population estimates from the US Census Bureau
(https: / /data.census.gov / cedsci /table2q=demographic% 20in% 20yolo % 20county & tid=ACSDP5Y2020.DP05-) w/ 2022 census, Data is not accurate due to US
census not aligning with HUD's definition of race/ethnicity Not all data was available due to HUD's definitions changing.
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Homeless Status by Race/Ethnicity

Race/Ethnicity

% of Sheltered

% of Unsheltered

% of Total Count

American Indian/Alaska Native, or
Indigenous

American Indian, Alaska Native, or
Indigenous & Hispanic/Latina/e/o

Asian or Asian American

Black, African American, or African

Hispanic/Latina/e /o

Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander

Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander &

Hispanic/Latina/e /o

White

White & Hispanic/Latina/e /o

Multiple Races

Unknown

2.6%

0.6%

1.9%

15.5%
12.0%
0.3%

0.3%

40.1%

13.9%

1.9%
10.7%

1.4%

0.2%

0.8%

6.8%
15.0%
0.8%

0.2%

33.3%

1.4%

1.7%
38.4%

1.8%

0.3%

1.2%

9.7%
14.0%
0.6%

0.2%

35.6%

5.5%

1.8%
29.3%

Race/Ethnicity Over Time (% of all homeless persons)
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Homeless Status

LOCATION

Individuals at Unsheltered Homeless Status
Locations

Unknown meeessssssssss 223 (35%)
Someone Else’s Home...m 17 (3%)
Car, Camper, RV with no... s 92 (15%)
Outside m———— 289 (46%)
Building not meant for...1 6 (1%)
Abandoned Building 1 6 (1%)

Individuals at Sheltered Locations

Transitional Housing [l 24 (8%)
Emergency Shelter: Hotel/Motel paid by Social Service Agency = 0 (0%)
Emergency Shelter: Seasonal Shelter [l 24 (8%)

Emergency Shelter: Year-Round Shelter I 261 (85%)

HISTORY OF HOMELESSNESS IN YOLO COUNTY - UNSHELTERED ONLY

Questions related to History of Homelessness in Yolo County were only asked of individuals experiencing unsheltered homelessness

Reason for Coming to Yolo County Where They Lived Prior to Yolo

County
Unknown I 053 (40%)

Other N 67 (11%) Unknown I 383 (61%)

Work W 24 (4%)
Other Country | 9(1%)
School 1 3(0.4%)

Grew Up Here S 140 (22%) OtherState Il 41 (6%)

Good Social Services B 10 (2%) Other CA M 81 (13%)

Friends Here I 39 (6%)
Sacramento [ 106 (17%)
Family Here I 91 (14%)
Lived in Yolo County All b
Affordable Housing 1 6 (1%) Life I 13 (2%)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80%

10|Page



Length of Stay

267 (42%)

yieee-. |

30+* m 3(0%)
21-29 yr* ——— 85 (13%)

14-20 yr* ———————————————mm 05 (17 %)

11-13yr  — 23 (4%)
7-10yr m—— 36 (6%)
4-6yr n— 34 (5%)
1-3yr ——— A6 (7%)
Lessthan 1 Year s 34 (5%)

CHRONIC HOMELESSNESS

Questions related to Chronic Homelessness were only asked of adults experiencing both sheltered and unsheltered homelessness.

Long-Term Homelessness (% of
all homeless persons)

Long-Term Homeless is defined as
continuously homeless for 12 months or
longer.

Chronically Homeless per HUD
Definition (% of all homeless
persons)

Frequency Homeless (% of all homeless
persons)

Frequently Homeless is defined as
homeless on at least 4 separate occasions
within the last 3 years.

The Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) considers an individual to
be “Chronically Homeless” when:

1) theindividual has been homeless for at
least 12 consecutive months, or
homeless on at least 4 separate
occasions, totaling 12 months or more,
within the last 3 years;

AND

2) can be diagnosed with PTSD, a serious
mentalillness, substance use disorder,
a developmental disability, or a
cognitive or physicalillness or
disability
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Health Status

PREVALANCE OF HEALTH ISSUES

Questions related to Health Status were only asked of adults experiencing both sheltered and unsheltered homelessness

It is important to note that since the data is self-reported, percentages likely underestimate true prevalence for all health status
categories and number of health issues.

Post Traumatic Stress Disorder

Unknown
65; (PTSD)

(70%)

Serious Mental Illness (SMI)
N/A -
Children 0,

(0%) Unsheltered
Unknown 145, (9%)
351, (37%)

N/A - unsheltered

Children... 139,
(97.2%)

P Yes 143,
(15%) \
Sheltered

4, (2.8%)

Yes
233, (25%)

No 358,
(38%)

Sheltered
88,
(41%)

No
144,(15%)

Substance Use Disorder (SUD) Co-occurring Mental Health &
Substance Use Disorders
Unknown N/A'
364, (56%) C;hl(l(c)i:/e)n Unknown
£

(COD)

N/A -
| Children
0, (0%)

Unsheltered

unsheltered 89, (69%)

Yes 200, (68%)
281,
(35%) Yes, 129
(14%)

\

B N o 285, Sheltered
(30%) 40, (31%)

Sheltered
81, (32%)

No 297,
(29%)
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PREVALANCE OF HEALTH ISSUES CONTINUED

Developmental Disability

-

Physical Illness or Disability

DISABILITY BENEFITS

Disability Benefits

-
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Personal Information

POTENTIAL BARRIES TO HOUSING

Questions related to Personal Information were only asked of adults experiencing both sheltered and unsheltered

Income Criminal Conviction

5
Animal Ownership Eviction
BACKGROUND
Domestic Violence Foster Care
487 (52%) 559 (59%)
400 (42%) 365 (39%) 364 (39%) 314
(33%)
176 (19%)
90 (10%)
I I (%) 1 (0%) 69 (7%)
0 (0%)
Yes Unknown N/A - Children
Unknown N/A -
Ever Experienced B Homeless Because Fleeing Children

14|Page



Appendices

111111



Appendix A

The Yolo County Homeless and Poverty Action Coalition conducted its 2024 Homeless Count on January 24,
2024. The Homeless Count, also known as the Point-in-Time Count, is a survey of individuals and families
identified as experiencing sheltered or unsheltered homelessness within the boundaries of Yolo County
typically conducted on a single night in January. In 2024, the submission of the PIT count was originally due on
April 30, 2024, but the federal government changed its data system from Homelessness Data Exchange (HDX)
version 1.0 to version 2.0 which prolonged the due date until May 10, 2024.

The U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires all communities that receive grant
funding from HUD for addressing homelessness to conduct an annual count of people experiencing sheltered
homelessness and a bi- annual count of people experiencing unsheltered homelessness. In 2024, a sheltered
and unsheltered count was conducted. The PIT Count helps inform federal, state, and local decision-making
and resource allocation to effectively address homelessness.

In addition to allowing the community to secure grant funding from HUD, the count data can be used when
applying for funding from other sources, provides detailed information on the demographics and needs of
people experiencing homelessness in Yolo, and allows homeless service providers in Yolo to target their
services to meet the specific needs of those they serve.

HUD requires that all communities conduct the count on a single night during the last ten days of January, to
allow for consistency in comparing count data across communities. Each community may select the date of the
count, within the ten- day timeframe.

HUD has developed a definition of homelessness that guides our count activities, as follows:

A person is considered homeless only when he or she is:

* living in places not meant for human habitation, or

* living in an emergency shelter, or

« living in transitional housing for the homeless but originally came from the streets or an emergency shelter, or
« staying in a motel paid for by a public or private agency because the person or family is homeless.

Anyone who does not meet this definition cannot be included in the count data that is reported to HUD.
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When considering the numbers in the count it is important to recognize that they reflect only those persons
identified as homeless within the county on a single day. Many people move in and out of homelessness during
a year, meaning the actual number of people experiencing homelessness in 2024 may be much higher than
those included in this report.

Additionally, the count does not include people who are doubled up in conventional housing; people who are
couch surfing; adults living in a mental health facility, chemical dependency facility, criminal justice facility, or
permanent supportive housing; or youth living in residential treatment facilities, emergency foster care, or
detention facilities. People living in these circumstances do not meet the HUD definition of homelessness, and
therefore, cannot be included in the count.

After-Action Report

In early May 2024, the HPAC Data Subcommittee met to review the collected data before preparing the official

report to HUD. The group

included representatives from
Count Coordinator,

HPAC 2024 Homeless
Count Committee

all four major Cities, several
County programs, and
numerous local homeless
service providers. The flow

Training &
Communications,

Wendi Counta, HPAC Alysa Meyer .
Executive Direetor chart below features this
year’s count organizational
— West Sac structure.

Community Leads

Davis

Dana Bailey (City of
Davis) & Tracy Fauver
(DCMH)

Woodland

Kristen Cline (City of
Woodland) & Charlotte
Baur (Fourth & Hope)

Mark Sawyer (City
of West Sac) & Tyler
Pehlke (YCCA)

Winters and Rural
Areas

Sabina Kish (Yolo
County)

The count was led by the
HPAC executive director,
Wendi Counta. It should be
noted that the executive
director position was only
filled from September 2022
through March 2023. This
vacancy led to additional
requirements on other HPAC

leadership and HHSA staff. Leads in each community were responsible for local volunteer recruitment and
training, coordinating activities on the day of the count, and distributing any incentives available to count

participants. Each Lead developed a plan for implementation of the count in their community and shared it with
the larger Planning Group at their final meeting before the count.

In the City of Davis, the PIT Count outreach began at 6:30am on January 24, 2024.The City activated three
teams which were deployed by Council district (5) and coordinated with UC Davis to deploy a campus-specific
team. Paul’s Place, the Daytime Respite Center and the non-congregate Emergency Winter Shelter served as
static locations for surveying as well.
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In the City of West Sacramento, the count started at 6AM and worked until around 8pm that evening. In the
meantime, the larger group met at 8:30 AM and broke into smaller groups. Four groups were created where 1
group went to the north area of the city, including a large RV encampment set up at IKEA, 1 group went to the
Broderick Boat Ramp and surrounding areas, 1 group handled walk ins at the Rodeway Inn which sees a great
deal of traffic throughout the day, and 1 group check the South area of the city.

For the City of Woodland, there were 14 people: 6 sworn officers, 2 HHSA staff, 3, 4th and Hope staff, and 3
City Staff. Teams of 2 were given 5.00 gift cards for those that participated in the survey. The city was divided
into balanced area maps and highlights of well-known camps were clearly marked. 5 teams entered the field
from the central location and worked towards the edges of town, approximately 7 am to 3 p.m. The following
day more unduplicated surveys were done. The Sheriff's Department showed up with 5 deputies, they were
partnered with 1 HHSA and 1, 4th and hope staff. They covered 1 large well-known encampment and areas
outside city limits. Sheriffs reported they noted Rural area on survey.

Successes

o Appointing Community Leads allowed the local experts to develop a count plan that made sense for the
unique needs of each area.

o West Sacramento had many volunteers and were able to make contact with a large number of people.
Also, had a 10-dollar McDonald’s card as an incentive which was very helpful.

e For the City of Davis - Early coordination and communication between the city, Davis Community Meals
and Housing, CommuniCare+Ole, Downtown Streets Team and UC Davis Campus Police made
deployment day seamless.

e Access to GIS mapping of known encampment locations and assistance from Davis residents with lived
experience was instrumental. Paul's Place hosted a PIT Count Taco Party which also drew more
attention and participation.

e Woodland had a great deal of experience tracking, finding, and communicating with the population.
Also had incentives supplied by the city

Challenges

e The planning process and messaging started later than expected.

o Gift cards would likely have been a better incentive for survey participation than the backpacks. Having
a real-time, centralized list of who had been counted/surveyed (initials, birthdates, and location) would
have been incredibly helpful.

¢ Due to new staff and the lack of institutional knowledge there was a gap in support and timely planning.
City(s) would like to see more planning, financial and staff support from the County in incorporated
counts.

o Higher visual count in Davis due to folks declining to do the survey.

Recommended Improvements

e More training and better time management because the count felt rushed and disjointed.

o Need to start earlier and pick a date to get involved faster.

¢ Working with the GIS coordinator to see if there is a way to flag duplicate entries when entering the
survey in the app for anyone using it (i.e. setting up an alert if the same initials, birthdate, and location
are entered and then the surveyor has to override the alert if they believe it's inaccurate).
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¢ Discuss how to finance GIS licenses for community leads to allow access to real-time GIS mapping.

Count Date and Methodology

In 2024, HUD added a new race category — Middle Eastern or North African and combined the race and
ethnicity options into a single element.

Ethnicity Element Race & Ethnicity Element
1) Non-Hispanic/Non-Latin(a)(o)(x) (Individuals can select multiple)
2) Hispanic/Latin(a)(o)(x) . . . .
[0 American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous
Race Element — | O] Asi Asian A )
(Individuals can select multiple) slan or _5|an merjlcan )
. _ O Black, African American, or African
White ) ) . [0 Hispanic/Latina/e/o
[ Black, African American, or African . .
) . . [0 Middle Eastern or North African
[0 Asian or Asian American ) B o
[0 American Indian, Alaska Native, or Indigenous O Nat!\/e Hawaiian or Pacific Islander
[0 Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 0 White
HUD updated the gender reporting options.
2022 HMIS Data Standards Gender Categories: 2024 HMIS Data Standards Gender Categories:
(Individuals can select multiple) (Individuals can select multiple)
O Female O woman (Girl, if child)
O Male ) [0 Man (Boy, if child)
[0 A gender that is not singularly ‘Female’ or [0 Culturally Specific Identity (e.g., Two-Spirit)
‘Male’ [0 Transgender
[0 Transgender [0 Non-Binary
[0 Questioning [0 Questioning
[0 Different Identity

PIT count reporting should now be broken down into two parts: (1) single gender reporting and (2)
multiple gender reporting.

Gender Sheltered ES | Sheltered TH | Sheltered SH | Unsheltered Total

Woman (Girl if child)
Man (Boy if child)
. Culturally Specific Identity
gé?]%‘l:r_‘ Transgender
Reporting Non-Binary
Questioning
Different Identity
More Than One Gender
Of those that selected More Than One Gender, how many people reported gender identities that:
Includes Woman (Girl if
child)
Multiple Includes Man (Boy if child)
Gendgr-—: Includes Culturally
Reporting Specific Identity
Includes T
Includes Non-Binary
Includes Questioning

q
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While HPAC conducted most count activities on the morning of January 24, 2024, additional count
activities occurred over the course of the seven days following the night of Wednesday, January 24th.
This approach, known as a post-night count, allows enumerators several days to ensure a complete
canvassing of the community. Most individuals counted in this way were those who had been sheltered
in Emergency Shelter or Transitional Housing on the night of January 24, 2024. The one potential
drawback to the “post-night count” approach is that it increases the chances of double counting. To
avoid double counting, enumerators collected the initials as well a birth month and year of each
participant. While not personally identifying, the information helps to flag any potential duplicates post-

count.

In terms of methodology, HPAC used a mixed-methods approach consisting of the following:

Complete Census Count

In this approach, teams of enumerators canvassed Yolo County’s entire geography and searched for
persons experiencing unsheltered homelessness.

Known Location Count

This approach identified locations where there were known encampments and sent enumerators there.
Service-Based Count

This approach placed enumerators at social service centers and other locations were persons

experiencing homelessness may access assistance.

Successes

Usage of the “post-night count” methodology, proved effective in identifying additional persons
experiencing homelessness on the count date
All surveys that were completed, were completed online and identified the exact Geocode location of

the homeless individuals for a more accurate count

Challenges

Obtaining accurate demographic information: for sheltered individuals for example: identifying if they
have an animal, if they have PTSD, if they have a criminal conviction, or if they have ever been evicted.
This information was not obtained on all sheltered individuals and was not in HMIS.

New staff coordinating the PIT Count and having a lack of institutional knowledge of the process.

Recommended Improvements

Continue with usage of “post-night count” methodology.
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o Discuss the benefits and drawbacks of staggering the major activities within communities by
designating set days.

e Obtain more surveys from individuals in sheltered locations.

o Take lessons learned from the 2024 Sheltered/Unsheltered Count and improve PIT coordination and

consistency in processes to ensure more accurate data.

In 2024, HPAC utilized three different survey forms:
1. For those experiencing homelessness.
2. For those experiencing unsheltered homelessness

3. For those that were visually counted, but not surveyed

All surveys were completed utilizing Survey 123. Yolo County’s geographic information system (GIS) manager
worked with HPAC to create the electronic survey and offer training on how to complete the surveys.

Unlike previous years, the survey was not required for individuals enrolled in a sheltered program that entered
data in HMIS. Sheltered data from the survey was combined with the sheltered data from HMIS to complete
the required HUD PIT report. The intent was to decrease work time for providers and enumerators and to
negate a duplication of efforts by not requiring surveys for the data that can be obtained through HMIS reports.

County staff also completed data review, clean up, and created and submitted the HUD count report. The
reports required by HUD were reviewed by HPAC prior to submission.

For 2024, the data represented in the Winters and Rural area is counting any geocode that falls outside the city
limits within Yolo County. Therefore, any individual survey that was completed outside the three major
jurisdictions’ city limits would be considered in the Winters/Rural count. In addition, the Winters/Rural count
includes all small cities in Yolo County. This year was all automated surveys and when those surveys were
completed it took the geocode location of their survey and uploaded it to the map, thus creating a larger
population for Winters/Rural area. Any individual that took a survey that did not wish to provide their location
gave us a latitude and longitude of (0,0), therefore indicating their location unknown.

Successes

e The survey is quick and easy to administer on a phone or tablet.
e The survey was simple which allowed staff/volunteers to navigate the survey without trouble.

Challenges

e Submitting the surveys took longer than expected with multiple surveys. Led to staff being unsure about
if they were submitted or not because there was no confirmation message.
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e There was rain during the count which made it hard to use the touch screen and may have impacted
number of people counted.

e Data in HMIS not updated and therefore questions that the survey would have captured were not
obtained. For example, demographic information including does the individual have a pet, does the
individual have PTSD, does the individual have a criminal conviction and was the individual ever
evicted. This information could be lacking in the visual observations as well.

o HUD changed the definitions of race/ethnicity to include more options. This impacted our ability to
complete the Yolo County vs. Yolo Homeless graph as the US Census data no longer aligns with HUDs
definitions of race/ethnicity. Currently, there is insufficient data during this transition. We are unable to
determine countywide data for all populations. This impacts our ability to accurately identify racial
inequities or overrepresented populations in the homeless system.

Recommended Improvements

e Provide sheltered individuals with the opportunity to complete an online survey.
¢ Include the GIS manager when developing the survey questions and through the data validation
process.

Training was provided to individuals assisting with conducting the 2024 Homeless Count to ensure consistent
messaging among providers and enumerators about the count purpose and expressing needs for assistance.

Successes
¢ Mandatory training was orchestrated well and organized otherwise would have been chaotic.

Challenges
¢ New staff created a lack of institutional knowledge that impacted the timing of training and
communication about the PIT count.

Recommended Improvements

¢ Improve training by differentiating between folks new to the count and those who've conducted it for
years and/or engage those who have conducted the PIT Count for years to lead the trainings to provide
institutional knowledge.

¢ Provide consistent standards for conducting the PIT Count.

o Offer more than one training option.

e Start the planning process and messaging about the PIT Count much earlier.

e Send out survey early to determine when volunteers are available to meet and learn about the process.

¢ Include the GIS manager in PIT count trainings.
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Appendix B

Homelessness on a Single Night (Januar

Sheltered
Unsheltered

Combined Total

Homelessness Over Ti
2009

Davis
Sheltered
West
Sacramento
Sheltered

Woodland
Sheltered

Winters and
Rural Sheltered

Sheltered Total

Davis
Unsheltered
West
Sacramento
Unsheltered
Woodland
Unsheltered
Winters and
Rural
Unsheltered
Unsheltered
Total

Davis
Combined
West
Sacramento
Combined
Woodland
Combined
Winters and
Rural
Combined
Combined
Total

80

29

93

202

34

201

52

230

145

491

24, 2024
Winters
Davis el Woodland and
Sacramento
Rural
39 105 165 0
123 184 251 75
162 289 416 75
e (2009-2024
2011 2013 2015
Sheltered
69 91 79
19 39 87
117 146 138
0 0 0
205 276 304
Unsheltered
48 23 52
173 126 80
34 40 54
8 9 8
263 198 194
Combined
117 114 131
192 165 167
151 186 192
8 9 8
468 474 498

Total
Countywide

309
633
942

2017

83

87

80

250

63

87

51

209

146

174

131

459

2019

76

107

75

258

114

85

163

35

397

190

192

238

35

655

2022

67

185

113

368

114

99

154

378

181
284

267

746
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2024

39

105
165

309

123

184

251

75
633

162

289
416

75
942



Demographics

Household Status - Persons

Davis L Woodland Rl el Total Countywide
Sacramento Rural

Sheltered
Persons in Households with Children 0 0 67 0 67
.Per.sc.?ns in Households w/o Children - (includes single 39 105 08 0 242
individuals)
Persons in Households with Children only 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309

Unsheltered

Persons in Households with Children 4 3 2 9 18
.Per.sc.?ns in Households w/o Children - (includes single 119 181 249 66 615
individuals)
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Combined
Persons in Households w/ Children 4 3 69 9 85
!’er.sc.ms in Households w/o Children - (includes single 158 286 347 66 857
individuals)
Persons in Households with Children only 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

Household Status — Household Type

Davis Sacrawnl?;lo Woodland Rural WAL ) Total Countywide
Sheltered
Households of 1 (w/o Children) 39 105 98 0 242
Households of 2 or more (with Children) 0 0 36 0 36
Households of 2 or more (w/o) Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 134 0 278
Unsheltered
Households of 1 (w/o Children) 98 152 208 35 493
Households of 2 or more (with Children) 1 1 1 1 4
Households of 2 or more (w/o Children) 5 13 19 15 52
Unsheltered Total 104 166 228 51 549
Combined
Households of 1 (w/o Children) 137 257 306 35 735
Households of 2 or more (with Children) 1 1 37 1 40
Households of 2 or more (w/o Children) 5 13 19 15 52
Combined Total 143 271 362 51 827
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Female

Male

Culturally Specific Identity
Transgender

Non-Binary

Questioning

Different Identity

More than One Gender
Unknown

Sheltered Total

Female

Male

Culturally Specific Identity
Transgender

Non-Binary

Questioning

Different Identity

More than One Gender
Unknown

Unsheltered Total

Female

Male

Culturally Specific Identity
Transgender

Non-Binary

Questioning

Different Identity

More than One Gender

Unknown

Combined Total

Davis

West
Sacramento

Sheltered
57
47
0
0
1

0
0
0
0
105
Unsheltered

55
105

O O O O o

184
Combined
112
152
0

289

Woodland

165

79
161

o O o o

—_
o

251

141
246

416

Winters and
Rural

O O O O O O O o o o

31

o O O O o

75

10
31

o O O O o

75

Total Countywide

125
165

309

162
363

o O o

107
633

412
528
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Veteran Status

Davis Sacrav:::r:io Woodland Wi':?:r:rnd Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 2 2 3 0 7
No 3 5 11 0 19
Unknown 34 98 151 0 283
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309

Unsheltered

Yes 1 3 13 0 17
No 66 154 220 16 456
Unknown 56 27 18 59 160
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Yes 3 5 16 0 24

No 69 159 231 16 475
Unknown 90 125 169 59 443
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

. West Winters and .
Davis Sacramento Woodland Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered

Yes 0 1 1 0 2

No 4 4 11 0 19
Unknown 35 100 153 0 288
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0o 309

Unsheltered

Yes 0 2 3 0 5

No 32 127 214 1 374
Unknown 91 55 34 74 254
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Yes 0 3 4 0 7

No 36 131 225 1 393
Unknown 126 155 187 74 542
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Winters and

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered

Am'ericqn Indian/Alaska Native, or 2 3 3 0 8
Indigenous
American Indian, Alaska Native, or 0 2 0 0 2
Indigenous & Hispanic/Latina/e/o
Asian or Asian American 1 4 1 0 6
Black, African American, or African ) 17 25 0 48
Hispanic/Latina/e /o 2 6 29 0 37
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 0 0 1 0 1
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander & 0 0 1 0 1
Hispanic/Latina/e /o
White 23 56 45 0 124
White & Hispanic/Latina/e /o 4 10 29 0 43
Multiple Races 1 4 1 0 6
Unknown 0 3 30 0 33
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0o 309

Unsheltered

American Indian/Alaska Native, or

N 2 4 3 0 9
Indigenous
American Indian, Alaska Native, or 0 1 0 0 1
Indigenous & Hispanic/Latina/e/o
Asian or Asian American 2 0 3 0 5
Black, African American, or African 2 16 25 0 43
Hispanic/Latina/e /o 5 29 61 0 95
Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 1 2 2 0 5
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Unsheltered Total

20

88

123

73

44

184

17

37

251

74

75
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Ethnicity

Hispanic/Latino 6
Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 33
Unknown 0
Sheltered Total 39
Hispanic/Latino 5
Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 30
Unknown 88
Unsheltered Total 123

Hispanic/Latino 11

Non-Hispanic/Non-Latino 63
Unknown 88
Combined Total 162

Sheltered

Unsheltered

416

0 70
0 206
0 33
0 309
0 106
1 284
74 243
75 633
0 176
1 490
74 276
75 942
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Homeless Status

Sleeping Location

PR Sa::ArI::enfo jeedlang and Rux:niers Colll-;i:’ylwide
Sheltered
Emergency Shelter: Year-Round Shelter 0 96 165 0 261
Emergency Shelter: Seasonal Shelter 24 0 0 0 24
ir;:‘?;ncy Shelter: Hotel/Motel paid by Social Service 0 0 0 0 0
Transitional Housing 15 9 0 0 24
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0o 309
Unsheltered
Abandoned Building 0 0 6 0 6
Building not meant for Sleeping 2 0 4 0 )
Outside 15 104 156 14 289
Car, Camper, RV with no hookups 11 38 42 1 92
Someone Else’s Home (outside, garage, shed) 2 5 10 0 17
Unknown 93 37 33 60 223
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

History of Homelessness in Yolo County

Length of Stay in Yolo County

q West Winters and Total
AR Sacramento e Rural Countywide

Unsheltered

Less than 1 Year 4 13 17 0 34
1-3 yr 3 23 20 0 46
4-6 yr 1 15 18 0 34
7-10 yr 1 14 21 0 36
11-13 yr 2 9 12 0 23
14-20 yr* 10 34 60 1 105
21-29 yr* 9 21 55 0 85
30+* 1 2 0 0 3

Unknown 92 53 48 74 267
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
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Reason for Coming to Yolo County

Davis Sacrq‘?,n?l:lo Woodland and Ru:l;liniers Total Countywide
Unsheltered
Affordable Housing 1 3 1 1 6
Family Here 5 30 50 ) 91
Friends Here 1 21 17 0 39
Good Social Services 0 4 6 0 10
Grew Up Here 12 40 83 5 140
School 2 1 0 0 3
Work 4 9 10 1 24
Other 6 23 36 2 67
Unknown 92 53 48 60 253
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Where Lived Immediately Prior to Yolo County

. West Winters .
Davis Sacramento Woodland and Rural Total Countywide
Unsheltered
Lived in Yolo County All Life 2 1 9 1 13
Sacramento 6 54 45 1 106
Other CA 12 28 34 7 81
Other State 2 14 23 2 41
Other Country 2 1 6 0 9
Unknown 99 86 134 64 383
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
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Chronic Homelessness - Adults Only

Long-Term Homeless (Homeless at least 1 yr)

Davis Sacx::nlo Woodland Rural Lol et Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 16 28 50 0 94
No 2 77 92 0 171
Unknown 21 0 0 0 21
N/A - Children 0 0 23 0 23
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309
Unsheltered
Yes 21 63 86 0 170
No 1 1 3 0 5
Unknown 101 120 162 75 458
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Combined
Yes 37 91 136 0 264
No 3 78 95 0 176
Unknown 122 120 162 75 479
N/A - Children 0 0 23 0 23
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
Davis Sacx:;nlo Woodland Rural LTS e Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 0 2 19 0 21
No 0 103 90 0 193
Unknown 39 0 50 0 89
N/A - Children 0 0 6 0 6
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309
Unsheltered
Yes 22 64 107 0 193
No 10 50 118 1 179
Unknown 91 70 26 74 261
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 (0]
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Combined
Yes 22 66 126 0 214
No 10 153 208 1 372
Unknown 130 70 76 74 350
N/A - Children 0 0 6 0 6
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Chronically Homeless per HUD Definition* (Frequently/Long-Term Homeless + Disability)

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Rural Winters and Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 8 57 25 0 90
No 24 48 140 0 212
Unknown 7 0 0 0 7
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 (o] 309
Unsheltered
Yes 26 118 193 1 338
No 6 10 20 0 36
Unknown 91 56 38 74 259
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Combined
Yes 34 175 218 1 428
No 30 58 160 0 248
Unknown 98 56 38 74 266
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

Health Status - Adults Only

Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD)

Davis West Sacramento Woodland and Rux:nlers Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 1 0 3 0 4
No 4 3 7 0 14
Unknown 34 102 155 0 291
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309
Unsheltered
Yes 20 51 68 0 139
No 12 67 50 1 130
Unknown 91 66 133 74 364
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Combined
Yes 21 51 71 0 143
No 16 70 57 1 144
Unknown 125 168 288 74 655
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Serious Mental lliness (SMI)
Winters and

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 13 42 33 0 88
No 14 54 65 0 133
Unknown 12 9 67 0 88
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309
Unsheltered
Yes 15 41 89 0 145
No 17 79 128 1 225
Unknown 91 64 34 74 263
N/A - Children 0 0 o] 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Yes 28 83 122 0 233
No 31 133 193 1 358
Unknown 103 73 101 74 351
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0

Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

Substance Use Disorder (SUD)

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Rural Winters and Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 21 39 21 0 81
No 6 58 79 0 143
Unknown 12 8 65 0 85
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 o 309
Unsheltered
Yes 14 58 128 0 200
No 18 55 80 1 154
Unknown 91 71 43 74 279
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Yes 35 97 149 0 281
No 24 113 159 1 297
Unknown 103 79 108 74 364
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0

Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Development Disability

Davis West Sacramento Woodland
Sheltered
Yes 20 18 9 0
No 6 79 89 0
Unknown 13 8 67 0
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0
Unsheltered
Yes 2 21 34 0
No 27 91 172 1
Unknown 94 72 45 74
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75

Yes 22 39
No 33 170
Unknown 107 80
N/A - Children 0 0

Combined Total 162 289

Physical llness or Disability

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Winters and Rural
Sheltered
Yes 26 63 48 0
No 4 38 44 0
Unknown 9 4 73 0
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0
Unsheltered

Yes 14 45 73 1

No 15 67 139 0
Unknown 94 72 39 74
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75

Yes 40 108
No 19 105
Unknown 103 76
N/A - Children 0 0

Combined Total 162 289

43 0
261 1
112 74
0 0
416 75

121 1
183 0
112 74
0 0
416 75

Winters and Rural

Total Countywide

47
174
88

309

57

291

285

633

104

465

373

942

Total Countywide

137
86
86

309

133

221

279

633

270

307

365

942
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Co-occurring Mental Health & Substance Use Disorders (COD)

Yes

No

Unknown

N/A - Children

Sheltered Total

Yes
No
Unknown

N/A - Children

Unsheltered Total

Davis

108

123

West Sacramento

Sheltered
18
58
29
0
105
Unsheltered
21
68
95
0
184

Woodland

65
89

165

62

64

125

251

Winters
and Rural

o O O O o

74

75

Total Countywide

40
143
126

309

89

142

402

633

Yes
No
Unknown

N/A - Children

Combined Total

29
116

162

39
126
124

289

73
129
214

416

74

75

129
285
528

942

Disability Benefits

Yes

No

Unknown

N/A - Children

Sheltered Total

Yes
No
Unknown

N/A - Children

Unsheltered Total

Davis

West Sacramento

Sheltered
30
19
56
0
105
Unsheltered
29
84
71
0
184

Woodland

20
27
118

165

39

63
149

251

Winters
and Rural

©O O O O o

74

75

Total Countywide

58
57
194

309

77

167

389

633

Yes

No

Unknown

N/A - Children

Combined Total

115

162

59
103
127

289

59
90

267

416

74

75

135
224
583

942
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Personal Information — Adults Only

Income
Davis Sucx::nlo Woodland Rural BT e Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 19 45 43 0 107
No 15 54 51 0 120
Unknown 5 6 71 0 82
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 (o} 309
Unsheltered
Yes 6 15 25 0 46
No 2 94 173 1 270
Unknown 115 75 53 74 317
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Combined
Yes 25 60 68 0 153
No 17 148 224 1 390
Unknown 120 81 124 74 399
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
Davis Sucx:‘:nlo Woodland Rural LA ) Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 2 2 4 0 8
No 2 1 7 0 10
Unknown 35 102 154 0 291
N/A - Children (o] 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 o 309
Unsheltered
Yes 6 45 78 0 129
No 20 75 137 1 233
Unknown 97 64 36 74 271
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 (0]
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Combined
Yes 8 47 82 0 137
No 22 76 144 1 243
Unknown 132 166 190 74 562
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Criminal Conviction

Winters and

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 4 1 4 0 9
No 0 2 7 0 9
Unknown 35 102 154 0 291
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309
Unsheltered
Yes 13 77 180 0 270
No 18 43 35 1 97
Unknown 92 64 36 74 266
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Yes 17 78 184 0 279
No 18 45 42 1 106
Unknown 127 166 190 74 557
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0

Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

Foster Care

Winters and

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 0 0 0 0 0
No 4 3 11 0 18
Unknown 35 102 154 0 291
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0o 309
Unsheltered
Yes 10 22 36 1 69
No 22 97 177 0 296
Unknown 91 65 38 74 268
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Yes 10 22 36 1 69
No 26 100 188 0 314
Unknown 126 167 192 74 559
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Victim of Domestic Violence- Ever Experienced

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Winters and Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 8 29 17 0 54
No 20 69 77 0 166
Unknown 1 7 70 0 88
N/A - Children 0 0 1 0 1
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309

Unsheltered

Yes 18 31 73 0 122
No 14 86 133 1 234
Unknown 91 67 45 74 277
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0

Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633

Yes 26 60 90 0 176
No 34 155 210 1 400
Unknown 102 74 115 74 365
N/A - Children 0 0 1 0 1

Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

Victim of Domestic Violence- Homeless Because Fleeing

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Winters and Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 8 19 16 0 43
No 20 76 80 0 176
Unknown 11 10 68 0 89
N/A - Children 0 0 1 0 1
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0o 309

Unsheltered

Yes 11 10 26 0 47
No 20 109 181 1 311
Unknown 92 65 44 74 275
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0

Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
Yes 19 29 42 0 90
No 40 185 261 1 487
Unknown 103 75 112 74 364
N/A - Children 0 0 1 0 1

Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942
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Animal Ownership

Davis West Sacramento Woodland Winters and Rural Total Countywide
Sheltered
Yes 0 0 1 0 1
No 4 4 10 0 18
Unknown 35 101 154 0 290
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Sheltered Total 39 105 165 0 309
Unsheltered
Yes 9 57 57 0 123
No 42 64 159 1 266
Unknown 72 63 35 74 244
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Unsheltered Total 123 184 251 75 633
o cemkied
Yes 9 57 58 0 124
No 46 68 169 1 284
Unknown 107 164 189 74 534
N/A - Children 0 0 0 0 0
Combined Total 162 289 416 75 942

Homeless Point in Time Count 2024 Link and QR Code for Survey
https://acrobat.adobe.com/id/urn:aaid:sc:vabc2:ffb69705-fb91-4c7e-a2fb-43c44ec2debd
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