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Introduction 
An important indicator of population growth and change is household size.  Household size is an 
input to the forecast model and is estimated for each five year forecast period to 2030 and by 
each jurisdiction.  This staff report will describe influences on this demographic indicator and 
how it has changed over time and is forecast to change in the future.  
 
Household size is the number of persons living in a housing unit.  Average household size; the 
mean number of people living in each housing unit, is calculated simply as the ratio of total persons 
living in households to the total number of occupied housing units.  The numerator leaves out the 
small percentage of persons who are not part of the household population (group quarters), and 
the denominator of the ratio leaves out the small percentage of housing units that are vacant.  The 
most common source of household size data is from the census of population.  The Department of 
Finance (DOF) also provides annual estimates of household size. 
 
The reason this is an important input to the forecast model is that on a historical basis household 
size has changed over time.  Any fluctuation can have a significant influence on population 
estimates and forecasts.  As a result this analysis attempts to determine existing trends and inputs 
for future forecasts.   
 
 
 
 
 
           



 
 

 2

Small changes in household size can have a significant impact on total population.  This population 
increase or (decrease) and consequent impact on schools, water, and traffic can occur without any 
increase in the number of housing units.  For example, if the household size for a jurisdiction with 
35,000 households were to increase slightly from 2.47 to 2.48 the population would increase by 
350 persons.  This assumes the number of households is kept constant at 35,000 and the 
household size is applied to all occupied housing units.  A larger increase in household size brings 
proportionately greater increases in population.  An increase from 2.47 to 2.71 persons per 
household results in 8,400 new persons in the same number of households.  Countywide, over the 
30 year 2000–2030-time period, the previous Forecast 2000 suggested a population increase of 
29,700 based on a household size increase from 2.8 in 2000 to 3.0 in 2030.    
     

Table 1 
 

Influence of Household Size on  
Population Growth 

    2000 2030 2000  2030 HHS Growth 
   2000  Household Household Household Household From 
Jurisdiction   Households Size Size Population Population HHS 
South Coast Market Area 73,281 2.60 2.81 190,575 205,742 15,167
  City of Carpinteria  5,116 2.82 2.94 14,427 15,041 614
  City of Santa Barbara  35,033 2.47 2.71 86,391 94,939 8,548
  Carp.CCD - Uninc.  1,896 2.59 2.76 4,911 5,234 322
  SB CCD - Uninc.  31,236 2.72 2.90 84,962 90,584 5,622
         
Lompoc Market Area  18,809 2.87 2.97 53,998 55,803 1,805
  City of Lompoc  13,037 2.88 3.00 37,547 39,111 1,564
  Lompoc CCD - Uninc.  5,772 2.85 2.85 16,450 16,450 0
         
Santa Maria Market Area 35,317 3.24 3.50 114,418 123,523 9,105
  City of Santa Maria  22,136 3.40 3.63 75,261 80,242 4,981
  City of Guadalupe  1,415 4.00 4.12 5,659 5,829 170
  SM CCD - Uninc.  11,657 2.84 3.02 33,107 35,205 2,098
  Guad. CCD - Uninc.  110 3.57 3.69 391 404 13
         
Santa Ynez Market Area 8,259 2.60 2.59 21,443 21,422 -21
  City of Solvang  2,119 2.37 2.40 5,023 5,087 64
  SY CCD - Uninc.  4,696 2.68 2.68 12,584 12,584 0
  City of Buellton  1,444 2.67 2.73 3,855 3,942 87
Cuyama Market Area   477 2.84 2.87 1,355 1,369 14
County Total  136,143 2.81 3.03 382,617 412,324 29,707
Column number  1  2  3  4  5  6  
Notes:         
Column 1 equals the number of year 2000 households.     
Column 2 equals the year 2000 household sizes.      
Column 3 equals the 2030 household sizes.      
Column 4 equals the year 2000 household population with 2000 household size.   
Column 5 equals the year 2000 households times the year 2030 household size.   
Column 6 equals the growth in population from the household size increase 2000-2030   
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Historic Household Size Trends  
Household size embodies the combined effects of many different influences.  Nationally, declining 
mortality and the aging of the baby boomers have led to more elderly households which typically 
have smaller households.  Some local observations however, show that live in care givers for the 
elderly is becoming more common which would have the tendency to offset this expected decline 
in household size...   
 
Declining fertility has led to fewer large families.  Marriage patterns have produced many more 
adults who are unmarried or divorced and disposed to living by themselves or with a roommate.   
This national decline in household size (shown in Figure 1) has steepened in recent years due to 
continuing lower birth rates, increased divorce rates, and the increasing number of one person 
households.  This decline is expected to continue with the proportion of large families to decrease 
and the percentage of smaller families to grow.  Although there is a tendency for non-related 
individuals to share household accommodations, this arrangement does not offset the dramatic 
decrease in the larger family units.      
 
On a statewide basis other influences are at work in California, such as the increasing numbers of 
Hispanic Households with characteristically higher birthrates and larger household sizes and a lack 
of housing to meet demand that has also has a tendency to increase the household size.  In 
California household size increased from 2.68 in 1980 to 2.87 in 2000.   
  
More locally, in Santa Barbara County, low vacancy rates have required that more unrelated 
individuals may live in a unit or that older offspring remain at home before moving out on their own.  
In the South Coast, with its relatively high proportion of college students, the household size can be 
significant for those students trying to find rental housing.   
 
Normally with higher housing costs you would expect higher household sizes.  For the South Coast 
this may not be the case.  For high cost owner occupied housing in the South Coast it has been 
suggested that wealthier couples or individuals are purchasing the housing for retirement or 
investment purposes and that the larger families have been leaving the area for less expensive 
housing elsewhere.  This trend would tend to reduce household sizes.   
 
A recent Real Estate Economic Outlook Report published in September of 2005 by the Association 
of Realtors and the California Economic Forecast surveyed 21 local realtors to determine who is 
buying homes in the South Coast.  The report finds that 74 percent, in the first half of 2004, already 
lived in the South Coast, but that percentage is dropping with 61 percent in the first half of 2005.  
Twenty five percent of other buyers are from California counties, mostly Los Angeles, 11 percent 
from out of state and only 1 percent foreign.    
 
The report concludes that local home buyers are declining as a percentage of total home buyers as 
are first time home buyers.  This suggesting that wealthy buyers from outside the area are buying 
in the South Coast.  Unfortunately the report does not provide the demographic makeup of the new 
buyers telling us if they are smaller, older, retired households or larger families.  However, the 
recent South Coast trend of declining school enrollment indicates that the new households may not 
have young school age children and therefore would potentially have smaller household sizes. 
 
For renter occupied housing there was a comparable degree of overpayment in all county 
jurisdictions.  No one jurisdiction has a greater tendency than another for more persons living in the 
household to pay housing costs resulting in increasing household sizes.  As a result rental and 
owner occupied costs will be excluded from the household size forecast inputs.   
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Following state and national trends, household size in Santa Barbara County declined from 3.0 in 
1970 to 2.62 in 1980 (Figure 1).  However, from 1980 to 2000 this trend was reversed for Santa 
Barbara County as household size increased from 2.6 in 1980 to 2.72 in 1990 and 2.8 in 2000. 
 
The most current 2005 Estimates from the Department of Finance show little change between 
2004 and 2005 for Santa Barbara County and only a slight increase for the State of California.    
 
The 2004 American Community Survey tabulations estimate a national household size of 2.6, 
approximately the same as in 2000.  
 
 
 

Figure 1 
 

Historic 1960-1990 and 2004, 2005 Estimated Household Sizes 
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Source: Historical Census tabulations, Department of Finance estimates for 2004, 2005 State and County estimate. 
 American Community Survey for 2004 National estimate.  
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The following figure provides the historical census derived household size estimates along with the 
intercensal estimates provided by the DOF.  Note that the variation shown between the 1999 to 
2000 period results from the DOF 1999 estimates compared to the actual 2000 Census results.  
This comparison shows that DOF was in almost all cases over estimating household size.  Santa 
Maria was the exception where household size was underestimated by the DOF as compared to 
the 2000 Census 
 

Figure 2 
 

Historic and Estimated Household Sizes for 
Santa Barbara County Cities 
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Source: 1990 and 2000 Census and Department of Finance intercensal estimates.  
Note:  The DOF household size estimates are initially based on 2000 Census and are updated by incorporating the 
DOF current county population series that may require the household size to be adjusted to meet countywide control 
totals.      
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Current Household Size Estimates 
Countywide household size was estimated by the 2000 Census at 2.8, compared to 2.87 for the 
State of California, and 2.59 for the United States as a whole.  Some jurisdictions may have high 
proportion of seasonal or recreational units such as the City of Carpinteria, however these are 
considered vacant and not part of the household size calculation.  The following table provides the 
Census 2000 and the 2005 Department of Finance household size estimates.      
 

Table 2 
 

Census 2000 and Department of Finance 2005 
Household Size Estimates 

 
South Coast 
Jurisdictions 

Census 2000
 

Department 
Of Finance, 

2005 
  
Carpinteria 2.82 2.82 
Santa Barbara 2.47 2.47 
Goleta (Census Place) 2.72 2.71 
  
Isla Vista 2.96 N/A 
Mission Canyon 2.44 N/A 
Montecito 2.41 N/A 
Toro Canyon 2.43 N/A 
Summerland 2.16 N/A 
  
  
  
 

North County 
Jurisdictions 

  

 
Guadalupe 4.00 4.00 
Lompoc 2.88 2.89 
Santa Maria 3.40 3.40 
Solvang 2.37 2.37 
Buellton 2.67 2.67 
  
Los Alamos 2.91 N/A 
Orcutt 2.74 N/A 
Vandenberg Village 2.49 N/A 
Mission Hills 2.99 N/A 
Vandenberg AFB 3.33 N/A 
Santa Ynez 2.78 N/A 

 
Countywide 2.80 2.81 
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Forecasting Change in Household Size  
This section will describe some of the potential influences on future change in household size for 
Santa Barbara County jurisdictions.  Determining changes in household size is a difficult task 
especially at smaller geographic areas such as at the city level.  However, a constant household 
size is unrealistic so an effort at forecasting change recognizes inevitable demographic trends and 
their influence on household sizes.   
 
Previous attempts at forecasting household size have been mixed.  In Forecast 94 (adopted in 
April 1994) the year 2000 household size forecasts compared to the Census 2000 in general were 
overestimated for South Coast jurisdictions and underestimated for north county jurisdictions.  The 
current Forecast 2000 (adopted in March 2002) has somewhat aggressive household size 
forecasts when compared to the DOF estimates for 2005 (E-5 City/County Population and Housing 
Unit Estimates, 2005). 
 
The estimation and projection of household size is an active area of research but there are 
currently no established and accepted methodologies.  As you saw in a previous figure the DOF 
estimates were generally higher when compared to the 2000 Census.  Their approach to current 
household size estimates is based on adjusting census household sizes to increase or decrease 
population levels for individual jurisdictions to equal county level population control totals.    
 
The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) utilizes an approach that recognizes 
the continuing influx of the immigrant population and the resulting higher levels of overcrowding 
and generally higher birth rates.  They also take into consideration housing type and composition 
as well as the proportion of the population over age 65.  In the SCAG forecast these factors are 
used to predict trends extrapolated from the DOF average household size values.  They also 
depend on observations from representatives local jurisdictions.  The Association of Monterey 
Bay Area Governments (AMBAG) uses only one region wide household size in their forecast 
effort.  The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) household size is inversely 
related to household formation, for example, lower household formation for the same population 
size means that on average more persons will live in each house.  In other words one impact of 
lower housing construction in the future is higher household sizes.    
 
 
The SBCAG forecast uses a similar methodology as SCAG.  In addition to using historical trends, 
an effort to quantify the varying demographic influences, each jurisdictions demographic 
characteristics are compared and ranked for their relative potential for increasing or decreasing 
household size. This ranking or scoring takes into consideration the following factors:   
 

• Overcrowded units 
• Availability and cost of rental housing  
• ethnic composition of the population  
• housing type and composition   
• family type and composition  

 
Other factors were considered such as housing costs.  Unfortunately the housing costs are high 
relative to incomes in all parts of the county so a comparison of overpayment for rental occupied 
housing is not useful.  Owner occupied mortgage costs are more fixed reflecting long term 
ownership and so do not reflect current market conditions accurately.  Household size by tenure 
(renter vs. owner occupied) was also evaluated and had a low correlation to household sizes.  This 
factor was also excluded from further evaluation.     
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Census Tract Comparison 
A historical comparison of two census tracts with different characteristics helps illustrate the 
influence of changing demographics on household size trends.  An older report published in the 
1980’s by Santa Barbara based General Research Corporation, Harry Fox, “An Updated 
Evaluation of the Housing Market for UCSB Phase 2” documents demographic shifts in a select 
census tract to provide some insight to change in household size.   
 
Goleta census tract 29.06 was selected for analysis as there was little change in the numbers of 
housing units and boundaries so the existing population could be better followed over time.  An 
additional contrasting census tract 10.00, in the City of Santa Barbara, was selected by staff for 
comparison purposes.  This tract has higher density housing and Hispanic Origin population.  
Location maps for the two census tracts follow.       
 

Location of Goleta Census Tract 29.06 

 
 

Location of Goleta Census Tract 10.00 
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The General Research Corporation study suggests that the decrease in total population and 
household size in census tract 29.06 can be attributed to young adults leaving parental 
households and too few children being born to existing parents or being brought in by new 
residents.  One would normally expect the population would rejuvenate itself over time.  As 
children leave the household parents would seek other housing accommodations and younger 
families would replace them.  Due to high housing costs and the property tax structure this 
mobility is not as common and the population is aging in place.   
 

Table 3 
Historical Growth in Census Tract 29.06 

 
Census Tract 29.06 1970 1975 1980 1990 2000

Total Population 
 

5,284 
 

4,806 
 

4,423 
  

4,483  
 

4,137 

Households 
 

1,218 
 

1,289 
 

1,285 
  

1,423  
 

1,436 
Average Household size 4.12 3.73 3.44 3 2.87

    
The suggestion that the population is aging and loosing some of the more family oriented 
residents is evident in the more recent data presented in the table below.  Most of the 
demographics do not change significantly over the 10 year period with the exception of the 
decrease in the 18 to 44 year old age groups and an increase in the over 60 age group.  The 
household size also continues to decline in this census tract.     
 

Table 4 
 

1990 to 2000 Change in Census Tract 29.06 Demographics 
 

Indicator 1990  2000 
Population 4,483  4,137 
Under 18 928  911 
18 to 24 517  307 
25 to 44 1,386  1,044 
45 to 54 631  656 
55 to 59 334  242 
60 to 64 245  268 
65 and Over 442  709 
Households 1,423  1,436 
Family Households 1,138  1,128 
Non Family Households 285  308 
Hispanic origin 511  555 
Renter Occupied 227  218 
Owner Occupied 1,196  1,218 
Units in Structure, 1 1,315  1,316 
Attached 126  5 
Ave. Hsld Size Owner Occupied 2.9  2.81 
Ave. Hsld Size  Renter Occupied 3.52  3.21 
Ave. Household size 3  2.87 
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In contrast to census tract 29.06, tract 10.00 shows an increasing population, younger age 
cohorts, non family households and Hispanic population.  The household size has remained 
relatively stable over the ten year period.  The demographic make up of this tract would lend 
itself to higher household sizes.    
 

Table 5 
 

1990 to 2000 Change in Census Tract 10.00 Demographics 
 

Indicator 1990  2000 
Population 6,109  6,279 
Under 18 1,122  1,167 
18 to 24 1,167  1,051 
25 to 44 2,532  2,535 
45 to 54 378   669 
55 to 59 134  165 
60 to 64 168  151 
65 and Over 608  541 
Households 2,560  2,675 
Family Households 1,025  980 
Non Family Households 1,535  1,695 
Hispanic origin 2,823  3,010 
Renter Occupied 309  336 
Owner Occupied 2,251  2,339 
Units in Structure, 1 659  648 
Attached 2,033  2,140 
Ave. Hsld. Size Owner Occupied 2.65  2.86 
Ave. Hsld. Size  Renter Occupied 2.24  2.22 
Ave. Household size 2.29  2.3 
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Overcrowded Units 
A significant influence on household size is the availability of housing that workers can afford.  
Household size can increase as population growth exceeds the supply of housing.  A spiral effect 
can increase household sizes as more workers or students crowd into single housing units to take 
advantage of scarce vacant living spaces.  This is particularly evident in many areas of the South 
Coast such as Isla Vista (adjacent to UCSB) where available affordable housing is scarce.    
 
The effects of housing costs can be seen in the steady increase in the number of overcrowded 
housing units.  The Census Bureau as an indicator of overcrowded conditions considers more than 
one person per room.  The measurement is obtained by dividing the number of persons in each 
occupied housing unit by the number of rooms in each unit.  Rooms by definition can include living 
rooms, dining rooms, kitchens, and bedrooms.  For example, a typical 2 bedroom apartment would 
have 4 rooms that include a kitchen and living room.  If more than 4 persons lived in the unit it 
would be considered overcrowded.     
 
Countywide, overcrowded units have increased.  Figure 3 shows the proportion of overcrowded 
units in Santa Barbara County jurisdictions.  Note that for some areas such as Montecito there was 
no 1990 data collected.  The units that have over one person per room increased from 7 percent in 
1970 to 9.3 percent in 1990 to 13 percent in 2000.  Low housing vacancy rates indicate that this 
trend may continue.  There are some variations in overcrowded units throughout the county with 
the City of Guadalupe dramatically higher than all other areas with 40 percent of units being 
overcrowded.  The City of Santa Maria at 23 percent of their units overcrowded is above the 
countywide average of 13 percent and up from 18 percent in 1990.  These two cities also have 
large Hispanic populations with characteristically large families.  In contrast a large percentage of 
older couples without families in the Cities of Solvang with 6.5 percent and Buellton with 10.7 
percent are among the lowest percent of overcrowded units.  In the South Coast, with its recent 
dramatic rise in rental costs the number of overcrowded units will likely increase.  The City of 
Carpinteria increased from 11 to 15.7 percent from 1990 to 2000 while the City of Santa Barbara 
increased more moderately from 10 to 12 percent.  The Goleta area (Data refers to the Goleta 
Census Place not the City of Goleta) has notably lower overcrowded units with 7.9 percent in 2000.     

Figure 3 
Overcrowded Units For Santa Barbara County 

Jurisdictions in 1990 and 2000 Census 
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Ethnic Composition 
Ethnicity is another important factor in forecasting household sizes.  For example, the Hispanic 
Origin population has characteristically higher birth rates that often result in larger families and 
higher household sizes.  In addition, Hispanic households have the tendency to live with other 
relatives in an extended families.  Figure 4 shows household size of the Hispanic, compared to the 
total population by jurisdiction.  For each jurisdiction, the Hispanic Origin population has a 
significantly higher household size.  This will likely continue or remain as the Hispanic population 
continues to grow in the county. 

 
 
 

Figure 4 
 

Household Size, 
Non Hispanic and Hispanic Population, 2000 Census 
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The Cities of Santa Maria and Guadalupe have a particularly high proportion of the Hispanic 
population (Table 3).  The case for increasing household sizes in these areas is therefore stronger. 
 

Table 6 
Percent Spanish Origin in Cities, Places 

1990, 2000 Census 
    1990 2000 
Area   % Hispanic % Hispanic 
Buellton-City   19 25
Carpinteria-City 37 43
Guadalupe-City 83 84
Lompoc-City  27 37
Santa Barbara-City 32 35
Santa Maria-City 46 59
Solvang-City  16 19
Incorporated Total 36 44
Vandenberg AFB 9 11
Vandenberg Village 6 9
Isla Vista  15 20
Mission Hills  15 20
Santa Ynez  7 9
Orcutt  N/A 14
Goleta  N/A 22
Toro Canyon  N/A 16
Los Alamos  N/A 34

 
On the State level the actual birth rates (births per 1,000 women) is significantly higher (almost 
double in 2000) for Hispanic mothers than non Hispanic mothers.  Note however that the Hispanic 
birth rates are showing a declining trend.     
  

Figure 5 
Statewide Births per 1,000 Women, Hispanic and Non Hispanic 
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Figure 6 shows the increase, between 1994 and 2001, in the proportion of countywide births by 
Hispanic Origin mothers.  The proportion of Hispanic mother births continues to increase from 54 
percent in 1994 to 61 Percent by 2001.  The White and Other race groups births are on a decline.      

 
Figure 6 

 
Santa Barbara County 
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Housing Type and Composition 
The type of housing also influences household sizes.  Single-family detached housing lends itself 
to higher household sizes often occupied by families or unrelated individuals. Attached housing 
such as duplexes, condo’s apartments and mobile homes lend themselves to lower household 
sizes because they are usually smaller units and cater to single people or young couples without 
children.  In areas with a large proportion of detached housing one would expect to find higher 
household sizes than those areas with large proportions of apartments and condos.  The one 
exception might be in the Isla Vista community where there is a tendency for students to overcrowd 
the housing stock which is composed primarily of rental apartments.   
 
Figure 7 shows the proportion of detached, attached, mobile home, and other types of housing by 
jurisdiction.  The horizontal bar represents the proportion or percentage of units falling into each 
category.  The Cities of Carpinteria and Santa Barbara have the smallest proportion of detached 
single-family housing and as such have a tendency towards smaller household sizes.  Note the 
City of Buellton’s small proportion of attached housing compared to its high proportion of mobile 
homes.  Mobile homes typically have small square footage and so would have a tendency towards 
smaller household sizes.  The City of Guadalupe has almost no mobile homes.  Over 80 percent of 
the unincorporated Lompoc, Santa Maria and Santa Ynez valley areas are devoted to detached 
single-family dwellings.  
 

Figure 7 
 

Housing Type Composition, 
2000 Census 
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Family Type 
Household size also varies by family type.  Figures 8 and 9 show the composition of family and 
nonfamily households in Santa Barbara County jurisdictions.  The family household comparison in 
Figure 8 includes the following mutually exclusive categories. 
 
Householder -- the head of a household (person who owns or rents the housing unit). 
Spouses -- a person married to and living with householder. 
Child -- Child under 18 living with householder. 
Relatives – Other relative such as brother, sister, parent, grandchild, etc. living with householder. 
Non-relatives – Person not related by birth, marriage, or adoption such as a boarder, roommate, or 
unmarried partner living with householder.   
 
The horizontal bar represents the proportion or percentage of the total persons in each category.  
The first category “householder” does not tell us much since each housing unit has a householder 
but it is included so that the total represents 100 percent of the household population.  The 
remaining categories are more telling.  Variations in the jurisdictions can be seen with Solvang, 
showing a relatively large proportion of married householders with fewer children and Guadalupe 
that shows more households with children and relatives.  As a result, the City of Solvang has a 
tendency for a lower household size than the City of Guadalupe.  Note the relatively low 
percentage of spouses combined with the large percentage of children in Guadalupe.  It seems 
that there is a large proportion of single mothers in the city.  The City of Santa Barbara has a larger 
proportion of non-relatives living in family households that is typical of an area where an extra room 
may be rented to a boarder.  Those areas with larger proportions of non-relatives, other relatives, 
and children have a tendency for higher household sizes.  The family household components for 
the unincorporated areas are similarly proportioned.  

 
Figure 8 

Components of Family Households, 
In Santa Barbara County, 2000 Census 
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Figure 9 shows a similar comparison but examines non-family households and include the 
following mutually exclusive categories.  
 
Living alone -- A householder living alone.  
Not living alone – A householder not Living alone.   
Nonrelatives – People living in household to whom the householder is not related.  
 
Note the large proportion of those living alone.  These single occupants can be characterized as 
elderly in areas where there is a high proportion of retirement or assisted living facilities, or single 
working young professionals in areas where there are employment opportunities.  In the City of 
Solvang there is a large proportion of single occupant non family households.  Solvang has a large 
proportion of elderly retirees.  The unincorporated Santa Barbara\Goleta area has a large 
proportion of non-relatives living in the non-family households due in part to the large numbers of 
UCSB students sharing housing.       
   
 

Figure 9 
 

Components of Non Family Households, 
In Santa Barbara County, 2000 Census 
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Housing by Tenure 
Tenure refers to the ownership or rental status of a housing unit.  It was suggested in a previous 
TPAC meeting that tenure (owner or renter occupied) be considered as a input to forecasting 
household size.  The table below compares the owner and renter occupied household sizes.     
According to this table there does not seem to be a consistently higher household size for either 
owner or renter occupied units.       
 

Table 7 
 

Owner and Renter Household Size, 
2000 Census 

  
  Owner  Renter Owner/Renter 
Jurisdiction Total Occupied Occupied Difference 
Santa Barbara  2.46 2.55 2.39 0.16 
Carpinteria  2.84 2.94 2.69 0.25 
Goleta Area 2.75 2.85 2.5 0.35 
Isla Vista 2.97 2.64 2.99 -0.35 
Lompoc 2.88 2.86 2.91 -0.05 
Mission Hills 3.02 3.07 2.68 0.39 
Santa Maria  3.39 3.02 3.87 -0.85 
Orcutt 2.74 2.7 2.99 -0.29 
Guadalupe 3.95 3.82 4.11 -0.29 
Buellton  2.66 2.7 2.57 0.13 
Carpinteria Census Division 2.71 2.64 2.8 -0.16 
Santa Barbara Census 
Division 2.59 2.62 2.55 0.07 
Santa Ynez Census Division 2.61 2.58 2.68 -0.1 
Lompoc Census Division 2.88 2.75 3.02 -0.27 
Santa Maria Census Division 3.2 3.01 3.55 -0.54 
Guadalupe Census Division 3.96 3.8 4.14 -0.34 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 19

Other data is available to access the relationship between household size and tenure.  The figure 
below compares the percentage of large 4 person or greater households.  If the renter or owner 
occupied categories have the larger proportion (over 50 percent) then it would suggest that there is 
a tendency for either category to have larger households.  The City of Santa Barbara, Santa Maria, 
Lompoc and community of Isla Vista have more than 50 percent of their large households in renter 
occupied units.  The remaining jurisdictions majority of large households are owner occupied.  This 
data is inconclusive similar to the previous analysis from Table 4.  As a result it is not 
recommended to include tenure as an input to household size estimates.   
   
 

 
Figure 10 

 
Owner vs. Renter Occupied   

Over 4 Persons Per Household, 2000 Census 
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Household Size Scoring 
The profile of the household size indicators follows in Table 4.  Each jurisdiction receives a 
score relative to the countywide average.  This score is determined by adding up all the high 
household size indicators (percent married couples, Hispanic, detached unit and overcrowding) 
and subtracting the low household size indicators (percent over 65, living alone).  The higher the 
score relative to the countywide average the greater propensity for household size to increase 
over the forecast period.  This relative score provides one basis for forecasting future changes 
in household size.  For example, the City of Guadalupe has a high score of 238 compared to the 
countywide average of 119 so this community would have a tendency for higher household 
sizes.  On the other hand the City of Santa Barbara has a low score of 86 and so would have 
less of a tendency if any, for household size increases or potential for a decline in household 
size. 
 

Table 8 
Household Size Scoring Matrix 

 

 
Low Hsld Size 
Indicators High Household Size Indicators  

 Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent    

 of Pop. of Hslds. Of Hslds. of Pop. of H.U. of H.U.   

 65 years Hslder Married Hispanic Housing Over Overall
Area Over Alone Couples Pop. Type Crowding Score 
South Coast Market Area         

Carpinteria 12.4% 25.5% 51.6% 43.5% 39.4% 15.8% 112%
Santa Barbara 13.8% 32.9% 39.8% 35.0% 46.1% 12.2% 86%
Carp-Uninc. 14.7% 27.5% 52.8% 14.7% 70.8% 2.3% 98%
Santa Barbara- Uninc. 12.4% 22.5% 48.8% 19.6% 55.3% 9.7% 99%
Lompoc Market Area         
Lompoc 9.4% 23.5% 51.0% 37.3% 52.9% 14.9% 123%
Lompoc- Uninc. 12.4% 14.8% 72.5% 12.9% 83.1% 5.1% 146%
Santa Maria Market Area         
Santa Maria 11.3% 20.0% 56.4% 59.7% 60.8% 23.3% 169%
Guadalupe 8.5% 11.2% 62.8% 84.5% 70.9% 39.7% 238%
Santa Maria- Uninc. 17.1% 18.4% 65.4% 18.7% 80.2% 6.0% 135%
Guadalupe- Uninc. 10.6% 15.3% 57.6% 56.4% 63.6% 28.0% 180%
Santa Ynez Market Area         
Solvang 22.9% 30.2% 53.2% 19.9% 58.5% 6.7% 85%
Buellton 13.6% 23.9% 58.2% 25.7% 60.0% 10.8% 117%
Santa Ynez- Uninc. 12.4% 19.0% 64.0% 17.9% 85.0% 7.4% 143%
Cuyama Market Area 9.3% 24.5% 59.1% 42.4% 76.1% 17.7% 161%
Total County 12.7% 24.3% 51.4% 34.2% 57.9% 12.9% 119%

 
Notes:  
1. The 2000 Census Housing Units, Population, and Households are used to develop the percentages.  
2. The low household size indicators- percent 65 and over and householder living alone percentage is subtracted from the Married couples, Hispanic, and detached 
housing and Overcrowding to give a final score as shown in the last column.  
3. Household Alone represents a householder living alone.  Married couples represents a household family.  Hispanic population represents the Hispanics of any 
race.  Housing type represents the number of one unit detached structures.  Overcrowding represents the percent of households with over 1 person per room.     
4. The higher the score the greater propensity for household size to increase. 
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Summary of Household Size Trends  
Other factors considered for forecasting household size are historical trends, current estimates 
and other demographic indicators.  Input from local jurisdictions technical representatives will 
also be considered.  The following section provides a summary of household size trends and 
influences for each jurisdiction.  Table 9 shows historical, current and forecast household size 
estimates and Table 10 shows change between time periods.     
    
 

• In the South Coast jurisdictions, increasing household size trends experienced in the 
1980’s and 1990’s have leveled off and are now showing little change.  In South Coast 
communities, concerns about growth and resultant limited housing production will 
continue to be a factor putting upward pressure on existing household sizes throughout 
the forecast period.  This pressure will be dampened somewhat by the out migration of 
young families who cannot find adequate housing, as noted by recent declines in South 
Coast school enrollments.  All South Coast communities received a low household size 
scores that suggest low household sizes.  

 
In addition to reduced school enrollment and household size trends, the City of Santa 
Barbara has a high proportion of households living alone and in apartments that 
suggests a low household size therefore the future trend for household size would be for 
little change. 
 
The City of Carpinteria has a higher proportion of Hispanic households and relatively 
more overcrowded households and so a forecast of increasing in household sizes is 
more probable.  
 
The recent 2.71 DOF household size estimate for the City of Goleta shows a decrease 
from Census 2000 estimates for the Goleta valley (approximates the City of Goleta 
before incorporation)  The City of Goleta is forecast to have a constant household size 
as the small proportion of Hispanic households, overcrowding and recent declining 
household size trend might suggest. 
 
The remaining unincorporated South Coast areas of Montecito and the Goleta valley are 
characterized by low proportions of Hispanic households and overcrowding so the 
household size is forecast to be constant.  

 
• The City of Lompoc has had an increasing household size trend with a high proportion of 

overcrowding and family households.  The City also has housing options that would 
encourage those families from the South Coast market to move into the area 
contributing to a increasing household size trend.      
 
Historically, there is a declining trend in household size for the unincorporated area.  The 
unincorporated Lompoc valley has been subject to wide variations in population due to 
program changes at Vandenberg AFB.  There are no anticipated program changes at 
this time so the influence of VAFB is assumed to be minor.  The unincorporated area, 
including Mission Hills and Vandenberg Village has a high proportion of single family 
units, family and Hispanic households that would indicate an increasing household size 
forecast.  As a result of the conflicting declining trend and increasing demographic 
factors this areas household size is forecast to remain stable.  
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• The City of Santa Maria has experienced an increasing household size trend.  The city 

has high percentage of Hispanic households and a large proportion overcrowded units 
that also contribute to higher household sizes.  The overall household size score is high 
suggesting increased household sizes.  Due to the recent high rate of housing 
construction the city also provides housing options for families.  As a result, the City of 
Santa Maria has an increase in household size over the forecast period.  The city 
currently has a relatively high household size that suggests future increases would be 
moderate.   
 
The unincorporated area of Orcutt has experienced a stable trend in household size. 
This is anticipated to continue due to the low proportion of Hispanic population and 
overcrowding that contributes to a lower household size..   

 
• The City of Guadalupe household size trend has leveled off.  It may have reached what 

could be considered the upper limit of household size at approximately 4.0 persons.  The 
city can also be characterized by some of the highest proportions of Hispanic 
households and overcrowding in the county that also indicate a higher household size 
forecast.  The unincorporated area has similar characteristics and should also increase 
household size.         

 
• The Santa Ynez Valley communities have experienced a stable household size trend.  

The City of Solvang in particular attracts a large proportion of older adults with their 
characteristically smaller household sizes and single person households as well.  As a 
result the increase in household size is minor for the City of Solvang. 

 
On the other hand the City of Buellton has more of a family oriented population with 
larger households, and, as such has the tendency for increasing household size. 
 
The unincorporated portion of the valley had experienced a declining household size and 
has some of the lowest proportions of overcrowding that will moderate and future 
increases in household size.  with mostly single family detached housing  
    
 

Based on the household size trends and demographic influences the following table provides an 
initial household size forecast.  These household size estimates may be subject to additional 
modification as the forecast model is updated and other factors such as land use constraints, 
employment trends and other input that may occur during the review process.  For the 
subregions and the county there are no forecast household sizes.  These areas represent the 
sum of all the jurisdictions households and household populations and will need to be calculated 
using the household forecast developed at a later time.      
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Table 9 
 

Initial Household Size Forecast 
 

 1980 1990 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
South Coast Subregion 2.4 2.56 2.6 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

  City of Carpinteria 2.71 2.74 2.82 2.82 2.83 2.84 2.85 2.86 2.87 

  City of Santa Barbara 2.21 2.42 2.47 2.47 2.48 2.48 2.49 2.49 2.49 

  Carp Valley– Uninc. 2.25 2.58 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 2.59 

  City of Goleta/Uninc. 2.68 2.69 2.72 2.71 2.71 2.71 2.71 2.71 2.71 

          

Lompoc Subregion 2.75 2.88 2.87 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

  City of Lompoc 2.66 2.81 2.88 2.89 2.9 2.92 2.24 2.96 2.98 

  Lompoc Valley– Uninc. 2.9 3 2.85 2.85 2.85 2.85 2.85 2.85 2.85 

          

Santa Maria Subregion 2.97 3.01 3.03 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

  City of Santa Maria 2.8 3.04 3.4 3.4 3.42 3.42 3.44 3.44 3.45 

  City of Guadalupe 3.8 3.99 4 4 4.04 4.06 4.08 4.1 4.1 

  S.M. Valley– Uninc. 3.16 2.83 2.84 2.84 2.84 2.84 2.84 2.84 2.84 

  Guad. Valley– Uninc. 3.94 3.55 3.57 3.57 3.57 3.57 3.57 3.57 3.57 

          

Santa Ynez Subregion 2.62 2.63 2.6 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

  City of Solvang 2.22 2.37 2.37 2.37 2.38 2.38 2.39 2.39 2.4 

  S.Y. Valley– Uninc. 2.75 2.76 2.68 2.68 2.68 2.68 2.68 2.68 2.68 

  City of Buellton  2.63 2.67 2.67 2.69 2.71 2.72 2.73 2.74 

          

Cuyama Subregion 2.84 2.83 2.84 2.85 2.85 2.86 2.86 2.87 2.87 

County 2.58 2.72 2.8 2.81 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
 
 
Census 1980, 1990 and 2000.  Cities and County updated to DOF 2005 Estimates.   
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Table 10 

 
Initial Household Size Forecast Change 

 
 
 

 
1980-
1990 

1990-
2000 

2000-
2005 

2005-
2010 

2010-
2015 

2015-
2020 

2020-
2025 

2025-
2030 

2000-
2030 

` 0.16 0.04 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
  City of Carpinteria 0.03 0.08 0 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.05 
  City of Santa Barbara 0.21 0.05 0 0 0.02 0 0.01 0 0.03 
  Carp Valley– Uninc. 0.33 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  City of Goleta/Uninc. 0.01 0.03 -0.01 0 0 0 0 0 -0.01 

 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lompoc Subregion 0.13 -0.01 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
  City of Lompoc 0.15 0.07 0.01 0.01 0 0.01 0 0.01 0.04 
  Lompoc Valley– Uninc. 0.1 -0.15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Maria Subregion 0.04 0.02 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
  City of Santa Maria 0.24 0.36 0 0.02 0 0.02 0 0.01 0.05 
  City of Guadalupe 0.19 0.01 0 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.02 0 0.1 
  S.M. Valley– Uninc. -0.33 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Guad. Valley– Uninc. -0.39 0.02 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Ynez Subregion 0.01 -0.03 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
  City of Solvang 0.15 0 0 0.01 0 0.01 0 0.01 0.03 
  S.Y. Valley– Uninc. 0.01 -0.08 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  City of Buellton 2.63 0.04 0 0.02 0 0.02 0 0.01 0.05 
 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Cuyama Subregion -0.01 0.01 0.01 0 0.01 0 0.01 0 0.03 
County 0.14 0.08 0.01 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

 
 


