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database.

Intensity
Daily 

station 
riders

Nonauto 
trips 
from 
area

Nonauto 
trips to 
area

Residents 
with 0 or 

1 cars

Change 
in college 
graduates

Change in 
nonfamily 

households

Change 
in median 
income

Change 
in income 
diversity

+

Reg. 
Avg.

-

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!(

!
!

!
!!

!

!

!(

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!(

!

!

! !

!

!!

! !

!

!

!!!!!

! !

!

!

!

!!

!!

! !

!

!!

!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

!!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

!!!

!!!!!!!

!!

!

!

!
!
(
!
(!
!
!!(!

!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

!!!!!!!

!!

!

!
!(!(!(

!

!

(

!

!!!!!!

!!

!!!!!

!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

!!

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

333

10

32828

33

DASH

413

1

366
66

84
83

84
83

51
26

352
52

84
83

21
20

481
480

489
487

18
16

720
316

11

55

42

4

40

2

368

68

45
91

94

90

79

370

376

76

78

70

B
ro

ad
w

ay

7th St. 

Olym
pic Blvd.

Harb
or F

re
eway

B
ro

ad
w

ay

7th St. 

Olym
pic Blvd.

Harb
or F

re
eway

B
ro

ad
w

ay

7th St. 

Olym
pic Blvd.

Harb
or F

re
eway

B
ro

ad
w

ay

7th St. 

Olym
pic Blvd.

Harb
or F

re
eway

Pershing
Square

Good
Samaritan
Hiospital

Fi
ge

uo
a 

St
.

4th St. 

M
ai

n 
St

.

Block Size
(acres)

 < 4
 4 - 8
 8 - 12
 12 - 16
 16 +

Mobility
barriers

!

!!

!

Med. Income

Subsidized
housing units

Low
 
 
 
 High
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Land Use

 Indus.

 Civic

 >.5 acres

 SF Res.
 MF Res.

 Comm.

Parcel Size

Density

High

Low

Parks
Schools
Medical

Institutions

Neighborhood Type CBD/Special District

Station Type Underground, High corridor ridership

Neighborhood Change Stable Low Income

Development Opportunity High

7th Street compared to regional average

7th Street - Subway and Blue Line

Category

Neighborhood 
Type (Uses)

Access and 
Mobility

Neighborhood 
Change

Development 
Opportunity

Screen Value Reads As

Use Mix 11.17 jobs/resident Employment Area

Intensity 132.21 persons/acre High

Daily station boardings 37,206 riders High

Mobility barriers freeway proximity Semi-walkable

Nonauto work trips from area 55.6% High

Nonauto work trips to area 21.1% High

Residents with 1 or 0 cars 94.6% High

College graduates (1990-2000) +18.2% Nominal change

Nonfamily households (1990-2000) +8.3% Increase

Median Income (1990-2000) -27.7% Rapid decrease

Income diversity (1990-2000) -16.6% Rapid decrease

Affordable Units (2009-2015) 784 units, 15% expiring Low loss

Underutilized Land 148.5 acres Many, clustered

Avg. commercial & industrial parcel 1.95 acres High
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Equity concerns Development opportunity

H+T Costs
$6,771 annual 

21.7% AMI

T Costs
$3,224 annual

12.0% AMI


