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This map depicts the notional 8-minute EFF response time City-wide with NFPA 1710-

compliant staffing on all existing units, staffed ladder companies at Stations 2 & 6, and an
engine company at a new fire station in the JWP area. This scenario provides an NFPA 1710-
compliant high-rise response to the NAH Health Village and other existing high-rise buildings.
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This map depicts the notional 8-minute EFF response time City-wide with NFPA 1710-
compliant staffing on all existing units, staffed ladder companies at Stations 2 & 6; plus an
engine company and additional FFD battalion chief (BC) at a new fire station in the JWP area.
This scenario provides an NFPA 1710-compliant high-rise response to the NAH Health Village
and other existing high-rise buildings.
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CONCLUSION

The FFD does not presently meet national standards and best practices for coverage and
minimum staffing on front-line fire-EMS response units. The FFD’s staffing deficiencies have
accrued over decades of dedicated service by its members. As the City continues to grow and
face 21%-Century threats, it has reached a point where the demand for all-hazards emergency
response services cannot be met without additional FFD resources.

Given the City of Flagstaff's risk profile, regional importance, and limited surrounding mutual-
aid resources, the FFD should work toward full compliance with the NFPA 1710 Standard for
the Organization and Deployment of Fire Suppression Operations, Emergency Medical
Operations, and Special Operations to the Public by Career Fire Departments.

As an interim step, with the increasing density and risks posed by near-term development
activity, the FFD should immediately provide full-time, dedicated staffing on at least one of its
two ladder trucks to ensure 24x7x365 availability and effectiveness to perform vital fireground
support functions while adding depth to the entire FFD response system. It seems possible
that this investment could also positively influence the FFD’s ISP PPC rating; a reduction from
ISO Class 2 to ISO Class 1 can be reasonably expected to reduce insurance policyholders’
premiums on properties across the City.

Based on the predicted growth and expected
increase in fire-EMS demand, the FFD requires
an additional fire station along the JWP
Corridor; the exact location/siting and
number/type of response units staffed at this
facility will depend on the ultimate
density/character of the built environment in the
JWP area, including an expected 3,000-4,000
new homes.

While the proposed NAH Health Village is

o s W .0 currently planned for 315 residential units at
medium density, |ts perlpheral Iocatlon and the relatively high(er) risk of the healthcare facilities
requires additional resources in Flagstaff fire stations (existing/renovated, relocated, and/or
new). Anticipated (and unrelated) development to the northwest of the NAH Health Village will
likely create additional fire-EMS demand; given uncertainty around the ultimate character and
timing of potential development activity in that area, FACETS is unable to forecast the
expected resources needed in the future.

Leveraging contemporary building and fire codes to engineer safety into new structures from
inception is a vital component of any strategy to reduce life, property, and environmental risk
from fires; both the NAH and JWP developments will benefit from using state-of-the-art
codes/standards throughout their buildings’ lifecycles.
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Development along the JWP Corridor, and in the NAH Health Village, creates additional risk of
wildland urban interface (WUI) fires; additional wildfire mitigation and response resources
should be considered for both areas.

While an economic analysis of revenue and expenditure flows from development activity is
beyond the scope of this report, from discussions with City officials it seems likely that existing
development impact fees are insufficient to provide additional fire-EMS resources that can
keep pace with expanding service demand in growth areas.

FACETS appreciates, from first-hand experience in communities across the United States, the
challenges of balancing multiple public service priorities with persistent fiscal constraints. This
engagement, and report, are focused entirely on the fire protection and all-hazards emergency
response challenges facing the City of Flagstaff today.
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APPENDIX A: FFD Ladder Company Location Scenarios
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This map depicts a notional 8-minute travel time scenario for 2 fully-staffed ladder companies
responding from FFD Stations 1 and 6.
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This map depicts a notional 8-minute travel time scenario for 2 fully-staffed ladder companies
responding from FFD Stations 2 and 6.
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This map depicts a notional 8-minute travel time scenario for 2 fully-staffed ladder companies
responding from FFD Stations 3 and 6.
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This map depicts a notlonal 8-minute travel time scenario for 2 fully-staffed ladder companies
responding from FFD Stations 4 and 6.
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This map depicts a notional 8-minute travel time scenario for 2 fully-staffed ladder companies
responding from FFD Stations 5 and 6.
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APPENDIX B: FFD Station 4 Location Analysis
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This map illustrates the contours of the travel coverage that can be provided by a response
unit housed at FFD Fire Station 4 in up to four minutes.
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Flagstaff Fire Station 4 is located at 4040 East Butler Avenue in east-central Flagstaff. The
station is situated on a small parcel of land near the intersection with North Mustang Way. The
station houses Engine 4, a three-person Type | (structural) engine, a Type VI (wildland) engine
that is cross-staffed with Engine 4, and a water tender (water tanker) that is also cross-staffed
with Engine 4.

In terms of travel distance and response times—given current service demand—the location of
Fire Station 4 adequately serves its first-due area. Moving the station to the north would create
overlaps with the coverage provided by Fire Station 3. Moving the station to the west (if the
street network would permit it) would create overlaps in coverage with Fire Station 2. Moving
the station to the south would impinge on the coverage that will be provided by the proposed
JWP fire station and create gaps in the area between Fire Station 4 and Fire Station 3. The
JWP area cannot adequately be covered by Fire Station 4 and Fire Station 6.

Fire Station 4 is located on an arterial street with good access to the neighborhoods and other
occupancies that surround it. The station is located in the lower section of a valley that requires
an uphill response in both directions.

The primary challenge to the existing fire station is its limited size and the size of the parcel.
The station is not capable of housing additional response units or staffing. Due to the size of
the fire station’s parcel, expansion of the current station on the existing site could be
impractical. If the presence of additional response units or staffing at Fire Station 4 was to
become appropriate, the current fire station may not be capable of accommodating them.
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APPENDIX C: Notional “Clean Slate” FFD Station Location Scenarios

The City of Flagstaff—due to its overall shape, topography, street network, service demand
profile, and the existence of limited access highways and rail lines—presents some difficulties
in siting and distributing fire-EMS stations to provide an adequate level of emergency service

with equitable coverage City-wide.

That said, Flagstaff has a network of six existing fire stations and an apparent need for an
additional station based on growth in the JWP area.

This appendix illustrates the notional locations for seven Flagstaff fire stations if there was no
limitation on funding or available land. This distribution of fire stations was guided by: access to
the maximum number of existing occupancies in Flagstaff; optimizing overall fire-EMS
coverage based on current demand and equitable response times; and a model of
development in the JWP corridor compiled from our research for this project (not a suggestion

of how the area should be developed).

The seven “clean slate” stations would be staffed with 7 engine companies, 2 ladder
companies, 3 rescues, and 2 battalion chiefs.

Station A Station F
Engine Engine 4
Battalion Chief Rescue 2
Station B Battalion Chief 2
Engine Station G
Ladder Engine 4
Rescue Ladder 4
Station C Summit Station 31
Engine Engine 3
Rescue Summit Station 32
Station D Engine 3
Engine Battalion Chief 1
Station E Summit Station 33
Engine Engine 3

Flagstaff TOTAL On-Duty Staffing per Shift: 46
Summit TOTAL On-Duty Staffing per Shift: 10
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The proposed locations align closely with the current locations of Fire Station 1, Fire Station 3,
Fire Station 4, Fire Station 5, Fire Station 6, and the location recommended for the JWP fire
station. The location of Fire Station 2 is pulled to the west due to the density of population and
emergency incidents in downtown Flagstaff and Northern Arizona University.
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This map depicts the 4-minute “first-due” travel time coverage from the 7 notional “clean slate”

fire stations.

113 | City of Flagstaff: Community Risk Assessment & Standards of Cover Analysis

FACETS

CONSULTING

<



Wwes

Uggdmﬂ"
Kindrick
Park
£ \ )
— U ‘/.‘
| g
San'§’ {
Francisco (] 4
Peaks ' ! f %
\ i s‘d\ \‘kt‘
' 4 y ﬁ* S Y
J g;« il
Vo " Franciscoy
Pl ?.aMaunfa;n
| .;9 #“ i
< / at !
‘ ; P
B f J

n

&

§ =

Jh

Flagstaff - Clean Slate NAH Parcels

e summit JWP Boundary
+ JWP Station Potential Streets
g EFF 17FFs - Clean Slate - 3 city of Flagstaff
7 Stations [ Summit Fire & Medical
District
17
.4 A% ,
) f‘, o !
( ( e
\ ¥
""ﬁ Sunset Crater s
f Volcang——— &
Natiphal
“Montment
Jso1zfe

Cinder|
Basin

g e

f AW

o)
57
i

T

10

1Miles

D A

3 ¥
b County of Yavapai, Esri, HERE, Garlnin./éa%ﬁﬁ h, METI/NASA, USGS, read Bf

.
2
Jersy 2®
Land Management, EPA, NPS, USDA, Esri;, NASA, NGA, USGS, FEMA

“ake My

This map depicts the 8-minute effective firefighting force (EFF) coverage from the 7 notional

“clean slate” fire stations.
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APPENDIX D: Flagstaff Regional Plan 2030: Future Growth lllustration
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FLAGSTAFF REGIONAL PLAN
VISION 2030: PLACE MATTERS
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APPENDIX E: City of Flagstaff At-Risk Population, by Census Tract
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AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE
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AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE
Q Census Tract 2

.

Area: 2.5 square miles
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Spanish 0 62 13 75
n&v E Butler ave mmﬂ @L. panisl
Route g¢ @ £ Spanish & English Well 0 62 13 75
= Cogdill Center. Population 65+ Households
“ Without Vehicle Spanish & English Not Well 0 0 a 1]
Spanish & No En 0 0 a 0
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE ce Indo-European 0 31 ? 40
m- Indo-Furopean & English Well 0 31 9 40
3,000 4 ;
2,170 Indo-European & English Not Well 0 0 1] 1]
O Indo-Furopean & No Fnglish 0 0 Q 0
2.000 Asian-Pacific Island 7 29 0 36
Asian-Pacific Isl & English Well 7 29 1] 36
Asian-Pacific Isl & English Not Well 0 0 (] 0
.‘TOTC_LV._._OZ AND BUSINESSES Asian-Pacific Isl & No English 0 0 0 0
1,000 i
l Other Language 0 123 9 132
Other Language & Lnglish Well 0 112 & 118
0 @. \_ mm NL.\_ L.uﬂmm Other Language & English Not Well 0 11 B 14
Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+ vs&asv Total Other Language & No English 0 0 0 0
‘opulation Businesses

Community Risk Assessment & Standards of Cover Analys
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& AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

“ Census Tract 3.01 Area: 0.96 square miles

1,437 2.75 29.2 $52,661 $421,935 61
I s Median Median Median Housing
ke Age Household Income  Home Value Index Affordability

Switzer
Mesa

E Lockett Rd
M AT RISK POPULATION Language Spoken (ACS)
T ®
W 0
= English Onl 306 1,360 222 1,888
= o -ﬁ g ly : L
] agstaff 2]
Y rmu : »—@N L.\_ m @N Spanish 10 266 82 358
b w Spanish & English Well 10 233 i 314
= h Househol . )
7 Without Vel Spanish & English Not Well 0 33 11 44

0 0 Q 0
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE oe Indo-European o 8 o 8
*@. m- Indo-Eurapean & English Well 0 8 0 a
2436 h Indo-European & English Not Well 0 0 0 0
N@r\w O Indo-European & No English 0 0 Q 0
Households Below Pop 65+ Speak Aslan-Pacific Island 0 0 0 0
the Poverty Level the Poverty Level Spanish & No English
Asian Pacific Is| & English Well 0 0 Q 0
Asian-Pacific Is| & Fnglish Not Well 0 0 Q 0
. POPULATION AND BUSINESSES Asian-Pacific Is| & No English o 0 Q o
P @b nigs
-
P ! Other Language 345 218 0 563
Other Language & English Well 159 218 Q 377
L..ONN ._ @N 1 .@@M Other Language & English Not Well 186 0 0 186
Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+ Daylime Other Language & No English 0 0 0 0

Papulation

pracers

IS

Community Risk Assessment & Standards of Cover Analys
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- AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

@
B rest S e Census Tract 3.02

z 2,917 1,091 2.51 288 $55,5635  $283,594 41
=
_.m. Population Households Median Med Median Wealth
5] e > Value
R
NE
.
2 AT RISK POPULATION Language Spoken (ACS) Age 517 18-64 Age 65+ Total
| ]
ﬁ!ﬂ -—, English Only 80 1,030 189 1,299
\ h—ON ‘_ mm Spanish 388 767 a1 1,196
Spanish & Fnglish Well 388 550 41 979
- i oulati 5
dutler Ay Househelds With Fopulation 65+ Spanish & Fnglish Nt Well 0 209 0 209
Spanish & No English 0 8 0 8
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE Indo-European 0 1] 0 (4]
l.'-“ Indo-European & English Well 0 0 Q 0
=
Indo-Eurcpean & English Not Well 0 ] Q (9]
ﬂ_\o Indo-Furopean & No Fnglish 0 0 0 0
olds Below Asian-Pacific Island 0 17 0 117
y Level
Asian-Pacific |sl & English Well 0 100 0 100
Asian-Pacific Isl & English Not Well 0 17 0 17
. POPULATION AND BUSINESSES Azian-Pacific |zl & No English 0 Q Q 0
E :ﬂ Other Language 0 167 0 167
Other Language & Cnglish Well 0 102 o] 102
,,_ mm a _mmm Other Language & En Not Well 0 65 Q &5
Under 18 181064 Age 65+ Total Other Language & No English 0 a 0 0

Population

pracers

IS

Community Risk Assessment & Standards of Cover Analys
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AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Census Tract 4

; 5,163 1,869 273 36.4
B £ Populatian Households Avg Size Median
H old Age
Al AT RISK POPULATION
i Ly ®
769 30

Househalds
Without Vehicle

Population 65+

POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

(@
0

Pop 65+ Speak
Spanish & No English

3,165

the Poverty Level

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES

B el

317 2,842

Total
Employees

Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+

$79,399

Househe

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & No Cnglish

Indo-European

Indo-Furopean & Fnglish Well
Indo-European & English Not Well
Indo-European & Mo English

Asian-Pacific |sland

Asian-Pacific Is| & English Well
Asian-Pacific Is| & English Not Well
Asian-Pacific Is| & No English

Other Language
Other Language & Ei
Other Language & Cnglish Not Well

Other Language & No English

$309,317

85

1,034

59
59

o o o a

179
179

2,775

100
91

103
103

10
10

110
110

124

Housing
Alfordability

Age 65+

519

108
108

o o ol® o

o

Total

4,328

267
258

261
261

10
10

289
289

pracers

IS
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- AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE
I‘ Census Tract 5

Area: 3.8 square miles

Elden Pueblo

f 1,851 2.7 32.9 $69,013  $293,686 61 114 82
Housechalds Avg Size Median Median Median Wealth Housing Diversity
» Househald Age Househeld Income Home Value Index Affordability Index

AT RISK POPULATION

& Language Spoken (ACS) Age 5-17 Age 65+ Total
&0, [ ]
Gl -—J ® English Only 509 2,098 284 2,991
mWN Spanish 70 483 18 571
70 403 18 491
Population 65+ " Spanish & English Not Well 0 18 0 18
Spanish & No Fnglish 0 32 0 37
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE ce Inde-European 0 & 0 &
a= Indo-European & English Well ) 6 0 6
==
Inde European & English Not Well 0 0 0 0
3,000 4 x_ mc\o O Inde-Eurepean & No English 0 0 0 0
Households Below Pop 65+ Speak S —— @ = & =
the Poverty Leve
2,000 Asian-Pacific Isl & English Well 0 10 0 10
Asian-Pacific Isl & English Not Well 0 ] 0 0
Asian-Pacific Is] & No English 0 0 0 0
1,000
Other Language 0 52 5 57
Other Langusge & English Well 0 17 5 22
ol Other Language & English Not Well 0 35 0 35
Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+ Other Language & No Cnglish 0 0 0 0

Source: E¢

pracers

IS
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E Lockett Rd,

L >

Q Census Tract 6.01

AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Area: 1.23 square miles

POPULATION BY AGE

1,229

Under 18 181064 Age 65+

2,108

Population

906 2.31

Households

AT RISK POPULATION
i ]

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

&

18

wli

32

Total
Businesses

oe

(.

54.3

Median

$103,067

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & Fnglish Well
Spanish & English Not Well
Spanish & No Fnglish

Indo-European
Indo-Furopean & Fnglish Well
Indo-European & English Not Well

Indo-Furopean & No Fng

Asian-Pacific Island

Asian-Pacific Is| & English Not Well

Asian-Pa | & No English

Other Language

Other Language & English Well
Other Language & English Not Well
Other | anguage & No Fnglish

$463,004

Wealt

151

N

Age 517 18-64
246 1.389
] 18
0 18
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
22 40
22 40
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0

Age 65+

427

30
30

=}

o o o e

2,062

48
48

pracers

IS
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. AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Area: 15.55 square miles

Q Census Tract 6.02

East Flagstaff

3,443 1,513 2.28 34.0

Median

$80,549  $495,531

Population Households Medi.

ter

Hin AT RISK POPULATION
i ]

Language Spoken (ACS) Age 517 18-64

xg.,w oz,(@f
[ AT

= m English Only 484 1,584 578 2,646
» ;‘\ Spanish 1] 7 0 7
| | Spanish & Fnglish Well Q 7 0 7
Rd \ Spanish & English Not Well 0 0 0 0
Spanish & No Fnglish Q 0 0 0

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

POPULATION BY AGE Indo-European 16 120 o 136
- 22
o= % Indo-Furopean & Fnglish Well 16 105 0 171
b—= =
2,160 = Indo-European & English Not Well 0 16 0 16
2,000 @N O Indo-Furopean & No Fng ol 0 0 o]
Asian-Pacific Island 0 0 0 (4]
a 0 0 0
Asian-Pacific Isl & English Not Well 0 0 [t] 0
1,000 4 Asian-Pa | & No English 0 0 0 0
E Other Language 0 49 14 63
Other Language & English Well a 49 o 29
o NO Other Language & English Not Well 0 0 7 7
Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+ Total Other | anguage & No English 0 0 7 7
Businesses -

pracers

IS
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< AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE @esri

Area: 2.39 square miles

Switzer Q Census Tract 7

Mesa

East Flagstaff

agstaff

E Butler aye.

AT RISK POPULATION
f
600

Population 65+

Cogdill Center.

POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

()
(

(#

==

7%

Households Below
the Poverty Level

2,580

1

Pop 65+ Speak
Spanish & No English

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES
59
Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+ . Total
usinesses

Source: L

1,666 2.47 36.4

$78,334  $374,668 84

Median

Language Spoken (ACS) Age 5-17 18-64
English Only 554 1,898
Spanish 544 279
Spanish & English Well 495 279
Spanish & English Not Well 49 0
Spanish & No English 0 0
Indo-European 18 29
18 29
Indo Eurapean & English Not Wall 0 0
Indo European & No English 0 0
Asian-Pacific Island 0 48
0 48
0 0o
0 4]
Other Language 0 118
Other Language & Fr 0 16
Other | anguage & Frglish Not Well 0 2
Other | anguage & No Frglish 0 0

Age 65+

382

o o & & o o =

o o oo

o o ole

66

Total
2,834
824

774
49

51
51

48
48

118
M4

pracers

IS
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Switzer
Mesa

4,000 4

7

5,156

Mountain EE_.a

POPULATION BY AGE

E Route'6¢

2,000

Under 18

1810 64

L

Q Census Tract 8

6,452

Population

2,444 2.38
Households Avg Size
Household
AT RISK POPULATION
i ®
477 166
Population 65+ Houschelds

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

(o] ]

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES

Population

wll

501

Tolal
Businesses

—

7,236

26.0

Without Vehicle

AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

$37,895  $345,144
Median Median
ehold Income Home Value

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & English Not Well
Spanish & No English

Indo-European
Indo-European & English Well
Indo-Eurepean & English Not Well

Indo-Furapean & Ne English

Asian-Pacific Island

Asian-Pacific Isl & Cnglish Well
Asian-Pacific Is| & English Not Well
Asian Pacific 15l & No English

Other Language

Other Language & English Well
Other Language & English Net Well
Other Language & No English

Age 5-

384

o o o o

c o o a

31

Wealth
Index

17

4,749

232
202
30

105
105

68
&8

414

Area: 2.44 square miles

52

Housing
Afforc

Age 65+

137

80
64
16

=}

74

Diversity
Index

Total
5,270
334

288
46

112
12

68
48

472
461

pracers

IS
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<,

AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE
Q Census Tract 9.01

POPULATION BY AGE

3,357

Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+

5,026 1,832 274 31.6
Population Households Median
Age

AT RISK POPULATION
[ ]
T ®
414 0

Population 65+ I
Without Vehicle

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

%W ce

72

Heouseholds Below
the Poverty Leve

$106,228

Median Median
Household Income

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & English Well
Spanish & English Not Well
Spanish & No English

Indo-Eurspean

Indo-Eurcpean & English Well
Indo-European & English Not Well
Indo Eurcpean & No English

Asian-Pacific Island
Asian Pacific sl & En,
5| & English Not Well
Asian-Pacific Isl & No English

Asian Pac

Other Language
Other Language & Cnglish Well

Other | anguage & English Not Well

Other | anguage & No Fng

$432,024

Home Value

Age 5-

789

o o o o

o o o o

39
39

23

Wealth
Index

17 18-64

2,290

a9
49

43
13

33
38

130

Age 65+

644

o o o o o ©o o o

o o o e

Total

3,723

49
49

43
43

77
77

pracers

IS
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Cogdill Center.

"y

Q Census Tract 9.02

AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Area:

9.29 square miles

rt Tuthill

POPULATION BY AGE

2,406

Under 18 18ta 64

3,340

1,396

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE
(]
&=
25%
Households Below Hou

the Poverty Leval

S &
R
]

POPULATIO

wli

28

Total
Businesses

239

®

102

Households

(8

0

Pop 65+ Speak
nish & No

N AND BUSINESSES

26.5

Median
Age

Without Vehicle

$45,868

Me
Household Income

an Median

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & English Well
Spanish & Fnglish Not Well
Spanish & No English

Indo-European

Indo-Eurepean & English Well
Indo-Curopean & English Not Well
Indo-Eurcpean & No English

Asian-Pacific Island

Asian-Pacific Isl & No English

Other Language

Other Language & English Well
Other Language & English Not Well
Other Language & No English

$531,250

Home Value

Age 5-

233

54
54

=3

o o o e c o o e

c o ol

54

Weallh
Index

17 18-64

1,474

85
85

=}

© o w W

Diversity
Index
Age 65+

130 1,837
24 163
24 163

0 Q

0 0

] 11

0 "

0 0

0 0

0 3

0 3

0 0

0 0

(1] 47

0 a7

0 0

il 0

pracers

IS
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<

Flagstaff

E Route 65

E Butler Ay,

W Kalba®
Center

i Unersity Ave

POPULATION BY AGE

10,305

8,000

4,000

94

T T
Under 18 18 to 64 Age 65+

Source: Esri

- AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE
“ Census Tract 10

10,417 612 2.25 20.2 $13,701 $0

Population Households Avg

ize

n

AT RISK POPULATION Language Spoken (ACS)

[ ]
Q .ﬁ English Only
Spanish
-_ ‘_O \_m Spanish & En
Househaolds With Population &5+

Spanish & English Not Well

Disability

Spanish & No Fglish

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE e
- o8
-»= Indo European & English Well
==
S~ N
Indo-European & English Not Well
64% 0 Indo-European & No English

Households Below
the Poverty Level

Pop 65+ Speak
Spanish & No English

Well
Is! & English Nat Well
Is! & No English

Asian-Pacifi

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES
X 3

wll

178 4,372

Other Language

i

Other Language & Fnglish Well
Other Language & English Not Well

Other Language & No English

145

14
14

=3

o o o e

Age 5-17

18-64

11,006

1.464
1341
123
0

260
228
0
32

272
241
3
0

212
198
14

Age &5+

o o o e c o ole

o o o o

11,166

1.507
1378
129
0
274
242

0
32

283
252
31

212
198

pracers

IS
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4,000

- AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

3,000

2,000

1,000 -+

Q Census Tract 11.01 Area: 2.79 square miles
! 5,293 2,133 2.47 31.8 $77,984  $415,625 83 52
Population Households Avg Size Median Median Median Wealth Diversity
Household Age ehold Income Home Value Index Index
5
AT RISK POPULATION Language Spoken (ACS) Age 517 Total
[ ]
-—4 ® English Only 689 2,728 291 3,708
mmo L.m Spanish 0 193 57 250
0 193 57 250
Population 65+ Households ) :
L 2 Without Vehicle Spanish & English Not Well 0 Q [4] 0
Spanish & No English 0 0 0 0
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE oe Indo-Eurcpean 18 94 0 112
Indo-Eurepean & English Well 18 75 4] 93
3,705 Indo European & English Not Well 0 19 0 19
Indo-Furapean & Ne English 0 o] o] 0
Asian-Pacific Island 0 130 4 134
Asian-Pacific Isl & Cnglish Well 0 130 0 130
Asian-Pacific Is| & English Not Well 0 o] 4 4
POPULATION AND BUSINESSES Asian Pacific 15l & No English 0 0 0 0
E li T 0 15 0 15
Other Language & English Well 0 14 0 14
‘_ OM »_ .L.mb. Other Language & English Net Well 0 1 0 1
Under 18 181064 Age 65+ Tolal Other Language & No English 0 0 0 0
Population Businesses

pracers

IS
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Therpe Park

<,

AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE
Q Census Tract 11.03

Ak

894| Cogdill
W UriErsicy Ave

(&l

itaff Ranch
olf Club

POPULATION BY AGE

4,000

3,000 4

2,000

1,000 4

Under 18 18 to 64 Age 65+

5,316 1,920 2.44 28.5
Avg Size Median
Household Age
AT RISK POPULATION
L]
F =
431 409 55

Population 65+ Houscl

Heuseholds With
i Without Vehicle

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE
(e} ]
- B
e= = g ]

298 0

p 65+ Speak
& No Cnglish

Households Bel
the Poverty Level

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES

w]

$60,168  $252,273
Median Median
sld Incorme Home Value

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & English Well
Spanish & English Not Well
Spanish & No English

Indo-European

Indo-Furopean & English Well
Indo-European & English Not Well
Indo-European & No English

Asian-Pacific Island

Asian-Pacific Is| & Fnglish Well
Asian-Pacific Isl & English Not Well
Asian-Pacific Is| & No English

Other Language
Other Language & Fn

Other Language & English Not Well
Other Language & Mo English

455

94
94

o = o e o

-}

=3

o o ole

275
275

117

Housing
Affordability

Age 65+

229

38
38

=3

o c o e

Total

3,154

369
369

290
275

15

pracers

IS
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RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Census Tract 11.04
g Nz 5,129 2,251 220  29.0
— Population Households Avg S Median
Co Hou Age

AT RISK POPULATION

Flagstaff Ranch [ ]

Golf Club .

4 ﬁ

PO
2o 663

¢ ¥

.4 g Population 65+
’ NE:53, Without Vehicle

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

POPULATION BY AGE

oce

4,000 4 3,800

418

Heouseholds Below
the Poverty Leve

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES

i =

303 4,429

Total

Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+

$43,465

Median Median
Household Income

Language Spoken (ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & English Well
Spanish & English Not Well
Spanish & No English

Indo-Eurspean

Indo-Eurcpean & English Well
Indo-European & English Not Well
Indo Eurcpean & No English

Asian-Pacific Island
Asian Pacific Isl & English Well
sh Not Well

Other Language
Other Language & L

Other | anguage & English Not Well

Other L anguage & No Fngl

$423,469

Home Value

45

Age 5-17 18-64

o o ol e

e

192
1
21

143
12
31

56
56

o o o o

39

39

Total

2,993

13
13

211
190
21

182
112
70

pracers

IS

Community Risk Assessment & Standards of Cover Analys

132 | City of Flagstaff



. AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Q Census Tract 12.01 Area: 2.54 square miles
Switzer :
Mesa
2,818 1,334 210 36.5 $76,36 $441,503 73
Population Households Median
AT RISK POPULATION Language Spoken (ACS) Age 517 18-64 Age 65+
| ]
A r Ave English Only 249 1.746 267 2,262
W.Route 5. G £

@ ¥ Cogdill Center Spanish 16 67 23 106

Spanish & Fnglish Well 16 54 23 93

Spanish & English Not Well 0 13 1] 13

Spanish & No Fnglish Q 0 0 0
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE oe Indo-European 13 78 10 101

.“ % m- Indo-Furopean & Fnglish Well 13 78 4 95

f——2 =

2098 = Indo-European & English Not Well 0 0 6 3

2,000 Nmb. O Indo-Furopean & No Fng Q 0 0 0
Asian-Pacific Island 1 13 13 37

" 13 13 37

Asian-Pacific Isl & English Not Well 0 0 [t] 0

1,000 4 Asian-Pa | & N English 0 0 0 0
E Other Language 0 16 4 20

Other Language & English Well Q 16 4 20

o m\_h. Other Language & English Not Well 0 0 0 0
Under 18 1810 64 Age 65+ . Total Other | anguage & No English 0 0 0 0

usinesses

pracers

IS
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Elden Pueblo

4
®]

4 A\
¢

e
purple HeartTry E Route 66

&

POPULATION BY AGE

Under 18 18to 64

Age 65+

. AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Q Census Tract 13.01

51 16 3.19 48.8
Population Households Avg Size Median
Household Age

AT RISK POPULATION

& & ®

5 12 1

ion 65+ Households
Without Vehicle

POVERTY AND LANGUAGE

(o) ]
= &
= 2 |

13%

Households Below
the Poverty Level

0

Pop 65+ Speak
Spanish & No English

POPULATION AND BUSINESSES

il

$113,402  $450,000

Median
Home Value

Language Spoken [ACS)

English Only

Spanish

Spanish & English Well
Not Well
Spanish & No English

Indo-European

Indo-Furopean & Fnglish Well
Indo-European & English Not Well

Indo-European & No English

Asian-Pacific Island

Asian-Pacific |s| & English Not Well
Asian-Pacific Isl & No Fnglish

Other Language

Other Language & English Well
Other Language & English Not Well
Other Language & No English

Age 5-17

o o o8 c o o e o

o o o e

160

Wealth
Index

a o o8 c o o e (== N )

o o o8

18-64

Age 65+

o o o8 c o o e c o o e

o o o o

Total

c o o o c o & B

o o o |8

o o o o

pracers

IS
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- AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Q Census Tract 13.02

6 2 3.00 65.0  $62,500  $350,000 77 0 66
Population Households Avg Size Median Median Median Wealth Diversity
Household Age ehold Income Home Value Index Index
AT RISK POPULATION Language Spoken (ACS) Age5-17 18-64 Age 65+ Total
[ ]

-—4 ® English Only 1l 2 0 3
O O Spanish 0 0 0 0
0 Q 0 0

2120 Population 65+ Households ) .
= Without Vehicle Spanish & English Not Well 0 Q [4] 0
Spanish & No English 0 0 0 0
POPULATION BY AGE POVERTY AND LANGUAGE oe Indo-Eurcpean o 0 0 0
Indo-Eurepean & English Well 0 o] 4] 0
Indo-Eurepean & English Not Well 0 0 0 0
Indo-Furapean & Ne English 0 o] o] 0
Asian-Pacific Island 0 1] (1] [+]
Asian-Pacific Isl & Cnglish Well 0 Q 0 0
Asian-Pacific Is| & English Not Well 0 o] 0 0
POPULATION AND BUSINESSES Asian Pacific 15l & No English 0 0 0 0

e ﬂ

[~ Other Language 0 1 0 1

- : guag
Other Language & English Well 0 1 0 1
w O Other Language & English Net Well 0 Q 0 0

U lu I :
Under 18 1810 64 Age b5+ Daytime Tolal Other Language & No English 0 0 0 0
Population Businesses

pracers

IS

Community Risk Assessment & Standards of Cover Analys
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L

Q Census Tract 15

AT RISK POPULATION PROFILE

Area: 2.92 square miles

ort Tuthill

1a Village gcho

o ).n«.;\. 2 3 0 0.00

M.uw ' (i Population Households Avg Size

Household
AT RISK POPULATION
m m
o

Lo 0 0

h
o Population 65+ Households
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