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introduction 

Purpose 

In order to carry out the intent of Federal Fair Housing legislation, the United States 

Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Fair Housing and Equal 

Opportunity (FHEO) division, requires that Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 

entitlement jurisdictions comply with regulations to affirmatively further fair housing.  

This mandate is carried out by the CDBG jurisdictions, in part, by completing an Analysis 

of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice in their jurisdictions.  The State of Arizona is a 

CDBG Entitlement Jurisdiction and has authorized the Arizona Department of Housing 

(ADOH) to conduct this analysis.  HUD grantees are required to do the following: 

Á CƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ƻǊ ǳǇŘŀǘŜ ŀƴ ά!ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ LƳǇŜŘƛƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ CŀƛǊ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ Choiceέ ό!Lύ 
ǇǳǊǎǳŀƴǘ ǘƻ I¦5Ωǎ CŀƛǊ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ tƭanning Guidebook every three to five years 
in coordination with the Consolidated Planning Process. 

Á Use their comprehensive AI study as ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳǳƭŀǘŜ ŀ άCŀƛǊ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ 
tƭŀƴέ ǿƛǘƘ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŀōƭŜ άŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ǘƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ 
ƛƳǇŜŘƛƳŜƴǘǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘake those appropriate actions. 

Á Maintain records, including their AI study and records to support actions 
taken and to be taken in regard to implementing the Fair Housing Plan. 

This AI will review current information and data available from a number of sources, 

identify current impediments to fair housing in the sǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴΣ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ 

efficacy of the 2006 Plan of Action and develop a new Plan of Action to address current 

impediments.  

This AI is a supporting document to the 2010 - 2014 State of Arizona Consolidated Plan 

and should be reviewed and evaluated within the context of that plan. 

Definition of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice 

HUD defines impediments to fair housing choice as follows: 

Á Any actions, omissions, or decisions taken because of race, color, religion, 
sex, disability, familial status, or national origin that restricts housing choices 
or the availability of housing choice.   
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Á Any actions, omissions, or decisions which have the effect of restricting 
housing choices or the availability of housing choice on the basis of race, 
color, religion, sex, disability, familial status, or national origin.  

Arizonaôs Fair Housing Goals  

Primary Goal s 

¢ƘŜ {ǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ƛƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ !L ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ the Plan of Action are 

consistent with HUD objectives in requiring CDBG jurisdictions to affirmatively further fair 

housing (AFFH) and include the following: 

1. Strive to eliminate all forms of illegal housing discrimination in the state of 

Arizona. 

2. Actively promote fair housing choice for all persons in Arizona. 

3. Provide opportunities for inclusive patterns of housing occupancy regardless of 

race, color, religion, sex, familial status, disability and national origin. 

4. Actively promote housing that is structurally accessible to, and usable by all 

persons, particularly persons with disabilities within Arizona. 

5. Foster compliance with the nondiscrimination provisions of the Fair Housing Act 

in Arizona.  

Intermediate Goals  

The State of Arizona has established the following intermediate goals to facilitate 

achieving the five primary goals identified above: 

1. Maintain a firm and continued commitment to the analysis, planning, and 

implementation necessary to achieve fair housing goals. 

2. Guarantee oversight by ADOH to ensure an ongoing fair housing program. 

3. Create a comprehensive Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AI) 

document, and devise a carefully structured plan for addressing impediments 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ŦƛǊƳƭȅ ƎǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !LΩǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴǎΦ 

4. Take effective actions based on a realistic assessment of available resources. 
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5. Increase cooperation between public and private agencies in promoting public 

awareness of fair housing issues. 

6. Educate the public on fair housing issues. 

7. Effectively enforce fair housing laws. 

8. Increase community awareness and promote equal housing opportunity and fair 

housing choices statewide. 

Methodology 

The Southwest Fair Housing Council (SWFHC) drafted this AI under contract to ADOH. 

ADOH reserved the right to make final edits and a number of these are contained in this 

draft. 

SWFHC collected information and data for this AI from the following sources: 

1. Reports and studies conducted and provided on a local, state and national level. 

2. The State of Arizona Consolidated Plans for 2005-2009 and 2010-2014. 

3. Interviews with 20 individuals informed on housing issues and who were located 

either in non-metro areas or with agencies whose service area was statewide.  

The interviews consisted of both structured and open-ended questions.  

4. A survey of approximately 500 non-metro residents of the state. 

5. Newspaper articles and other publications. 

6. Data from public and private agencies including HUD, the State Attorney 

DŜƴŜǊŀƭΩǎ hŦŦƛŎŜΣ /ƛǾƛƭ wƛƎƘǘǎ 5ƛǾƛǎƛƻƴ (AG), ADOH and SWFHC. 

7. Discussions in the context of training sessions for housing providers by SWFHC 

staff. 
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jurisdictional background data 
!ǊƛȊƻƴŀΩǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ fair housing issues have been shaped in part by its geography, climate, 

history and demographics.  Acknowledging and understanding these dynamics places fair 

housing issues in perspective and helps to create appropriate and effective responses. 

Geography 

Arizona is divided into two distinct geographical areas. Northern Arizona lies on the 

fringe of the Colorado Plateau, an area of dry plains more than 4,000 feet high with deep 

canyons - including the Grand Canyon - carved by the Colorado River. Along the little 

Colorado River, which runs northwest through the plateau to join the large Colorado, lies 

the Painted Desert, where erosion has left colorful layers of sediment exposed, and the 

tŜǘǊƛŦƛŜŘ CƻǊŜǎǘ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΣ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǇŜǘǊƛŦƛŜŘ ǿƻƻŘΦ 

South of the Grand Canyon are the {ŀƴ CǊŀƴŎƛǎŎƻ tŜŀƪǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ IǳƳǇƘǊŜȅΩǎ tŜŀƪΣ ǘƘŜ 

highest point (12,655 feet) in the state.  An escarpment called the Mogollon Rim marks 

the southern edge of the Colorado plateau.1 

The southern half of the state has desert basins broken up by mountains with rocky 

peaks extending northwest to southeast across central Arizona. To the south, the Gila 

River, a major tributary of the Colorado, flows west across the entire state. This area has 

desert plains separated by mountain chains running north and south.  In the west in the 

region around Yuma, the plains lose altitude and approach sea level moving towards the 

Colorado River delta and the Sea of Cortez in Mexico.2  

Although some mountain peaks receive an annual rainfall of more than thirty inches, 

annually precipitation in most of the state is low.  Since the early 20th century, massive 

ƛǊǊƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ !ǊƛȊƻƴŀΩǎ ǾŀƭƭŜȅǎΦ ¢ƘŜ wƻƻǎŜǾŜƭǘΣ IƻǊǎŜ aŜǎŀΣ 

Mormon Flat and Stewart Dams irrigate the Salt River Valley. The Gillespie Dam along the 

Gila River irrigates the Yuma area. The Coolidge Dam serves the area near Casa Grande in 

the Southeast. Finally, the Hoover, Glen Canyon, Davis and Parker, Imperial, and Laguna 

Dams along the Colorado serve California and Arizona. The Parker Dam feeds the Central 

Arizona Project that diverts water to Phoenix and Tucson via canal.3  

                                                           
1
 Moon Handbooks: Arizona, Bill Weir. http://www.arizonahandbook.com/AZ_the_land.htm. 

2
 Moon Handbooks: Arizona. 

3
 www.infoplease.com 
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Much of ArizonaΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎƘŀǇŜŘ ōȅ ŀ limited water supply and competition for 

this scarce resource. The economic and residential patterns today are largely the result of 

political battles and policies to harness power and divert water for agriculture, mining, 

manufacturing and residential development from the rivers in, or adjacent to, Arizona. 

The battle has been both between power factions within the state and between states 

and the disparity between economies in localities today is largely a reflection of who won 

and who lost.4 

Racial and Ethnic History  

The original residents of Arizona can be traced back more than 15,000 years, and distinct 

cultures began to emerge between 2000 and 500 B.C. The Spanish conquered Mexico in 

the 16th century.  The first Spanish expedition set foot in Arizona in 1539 only to find 

hostile villages. It was not for another hundred years before the Spanish came back to 

Arizona and developed settlements and missions in the 18th century.  These events 

created a Hispanic culture in Arizona that was distinct from Native American culture, and, 

to an extent, in competition and conflict with it.5  

Europeans and Americans trickled into Arizona in the early 1800s, primarily in search of 

furs and minerals.6 As migration increased, white Anglo Americans began to see the 

ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭΣ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ǊƛȊƻƴŀ ŀǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ άƳŀƴƛŦŜǎǘ ŘŜǎǘƛƴȅΦέ ¢ƘŜ 

War with Mexico (1846-48) ended with the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which ceded all 

Mexican territory north of the Gila River to the United States.  The Gadsden Purchase in 

1853 completed the acquisition of Mexican territory and formed the present border with 

Mexico.  The strong Mormon presence in Arizona today began with early Mormon 

ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘŜ муплΩǎ ŀƴŘ ŜŀǊƭȅ мурлΩǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǿƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǿ 

!ǇŀŎƘŜ ŀƴŘ bŀǾŀƧƻ /ƻǳƴǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ мутлΩǎ7.  

Asian immigration to Arizona began with Chinese arriving in the mid-1800s.  Chinese 

ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ ǿŜǎǘǿŀǊŘ ŜȄǇŀƴǎƛƻƴ8 finding work as miners, 

railway workers, agriculture labor, fishermen and in manufacturing.    Like other non-

Anglos, the Chinese experienced racism.  By the 1880s, there were Anti-Chinese Leagues 

in every major city in Arizona, and in 1882, the United States passed the Chinese 

                                                           
4
 The Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. Columbia University Press. 2004  

5
 Moon Handbooks: Arizona. 

6
 Land, Sky, and People: The Southwest Defined, ñThe Anglo-American Experience,ò Volume 34, Number 3, Autumn 1992. 

http://digital.library.arizona.edu/jsw/3403/anglo.html 
7
 http://cpluhna.nau.edu/People/mormons.htm 

8
 Rhonda Tintle, ñA History of Chinese Immigration into Arizona Territory: A Frontier Culture in the American West,ò Graduate 

Dissertation, 2004. 
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Exclusion Act to ban Chinese immigration that remained in effect from 1882 until 1943.  

Additionally, in 1901 a law passed in Arizona prohibited Chinese from marrying Anglos.9 

The character of white culture and beliefs prevented an amalgamation with other 

cultures and, instead, asserted a forced cultural assimilation that was resisted by both 

Hispanic and Native American populations. The result was cultural and residential 

segregation for Hispanics and the establishment of reservations for Native Americans. 

The history of white Anglo political, economic and social policies based on cultural beliefs 

and labor imperatives, particularly in mining and agriculture, has helped shape the 

impediments to fair housing that are active in Arizona today. In metro areas, this is 

reflected in residential segregation, a holdover from the barrios and in the rural areas in 

the economically depressed, underdeveloped and largely Hispanic colonias throughout 

southern Arizona. In addition, communities in the state near reservations have been 

zones of fair housing tension between Native Americans and Anglos.   

African Americans began to move into Arizona on the heels of white control of Mexican 

territory. This early migration was small and many came to escape slavery. In fact, early 

political and economic incentives for white control of the Southwest were designed to 

block the flight of slaves into Mexican territory and to increase the number of slave 

states. In 1861, Arizona joined the Civil War on the side of the Confederacy. As the war 

ended in 1865, Arizona was declared a territory independent of New Mexico. After the 

war, white Southerners who were either displaced or disenfranchised by Reconstruction 

in the South migrated to the state.  This helped to establish the politically conservative 

base that continued to be bolstered by Mormon settlement and the migration of white 

collar Midwesterners in the 20th century. The black population in Arizona grew slowly but 

significantly over the last quarter of the 19th century primarily because of employment 

opportunities in mining, manufacturing and as domestic help. By 1900, the African 

American population of Phoenix had grown to 2.7% of the total population.  In 1901, 

Arizona lŀǿ ǇǊƻƘƛōƛǘŜŘ άǘƘŜ ƳŀǊǊƛŀƎŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴ of Caucasian blood with a Negro or 

Mongolian,έ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ мфлф, the Territorial Legislature codified segregation by enabling 

school districts to segregate based on race and ethnicity. This law remained in force until 

1954 when the U.S. Supreme Court declared segregation unconstitutional in the 

landmark case of Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka. At that time Arizona was one of 

only four states outside of the South permitting segregated schools. In reality segregation 

had extended not just to schools, but to every public venue in Arizona including 

restaurants, theaters, hospitals, hotels, swimming pools, buses, social clubs and housing, 

for almost a century. Even though the law in Arizona precluded segregation after 1954, 

                                                           
9
 ñThe Promise of Gold Mountain: Tucsonôs Chinese Heritage,ò http://parentseyes.arizona.edu/promise/ index.html. 
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the racial attitudes on which segregation was based did not suddenly end and linger to 

this day.10 In 1992, by referendum, Arizona was the last of the fifty states to declare a 

holiday to honor the civil rights efforts of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.11  

The African American population continued to grow in Arizona, along with other 

populations, during and after World War II.  Many African Americans came to Arizona 

with the armed forces.12 The black population in Arizona is about 4.2% today, but is 

substantially higher in communities with manufacturing and military bases like the 

Phoenix metro area and Sierra Vista.13   

More recently, the tragedy of the World Trade Center attacks on September 11, 2001 

created new fair housing challenges as a balance is being sought between security and a 

fair and equitable immigration policy.14  Migration into the United States from Mexico 

has historically been driven by economic disparities and the need for labor in the U.S.  

The September 11th attacks highlighted immigration policy, bringing the issue to the 

forefront of the political landscape. Some of the attitudes expressed in cases of housing 

discrimination have been the result of stereotypes etched by the fear of terrorism and 

immigration controls and policies that many believe are not restrictive enough. 

In the final analysis, it is important to recognize that ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ social, political and economic 

realities are a result of public policy decisions and private sector actions made over the 

ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ !ǊƛȊƻƴŀΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ LƴǾŀǊƛŀōƭȅ, ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ǿƛll define ǘƻƳƻǊǊƻǿΩǎ 

realities.  Not only is fair housing something that society strives for, it is the law of the 

land.  A comprehensive AI with a realistic and achievable plan of action is imperative to 

guide the creation of housing policy that recognizes and overcomes impediments to fair 

housing choice in Arizona.       

Population 

This State of Arizona Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AI) focuses on the 

parts of the state that receive Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding 

through the State of Arizona.  The State of Arizona is itself a CDBG entitlement 

jurisdiction and allocates CDBG money to areas throughout the state that do not 

                                                           
10

 Governor Janet Napolitano, ñBrown V. Board of Education 50th
t
 Anniversary Speechò. ASU  May 1, 2004. 

http://www.governor.state.azus/speeches/04_05_01.htm.  
11

 Frances Romero, ñA Brief History of Martin Luther King Jr. Day,ò Time, January 19, 2009.  http://www.time.com/time/nation/ 

article/0,8599,1872501,00.html. 
12

 ñIn the Steps of Esteban: Tucsonôs African American Heritage,ò http://parentseyes.arizona.edu/esteban/abriefhistory.html. 
13

 http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/04000.html 

Jones, Susanne, and Tactaquin, Catherine, 
14
ò Latino Immigration Rights in the Shadow of the National Security State: 

Responses to Domestic Preemptive Strikesò. Social Justice vol. 31, Issue1-2, 2004. 
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otherwise receive CDBG funds.  Therefore, this report does not cover Maricopa County 

or jurisdictions in Maricopa County, Pima County or jurisdictions in Pima County, or the 

cities of Yuma, Prescott or Flagstaff because they are independent CDBG entitlement 

jurisdictions and receive their own federal CDBG allocations.  All CDBG entitlement 

jurisdictions are required to produce an AI.  This report therefore covers the rural areas 

and small towns of Arizona because the two large urban counties and other CDBG 

entitlement jurisdictions outside of those counties produce their own AIs.   

Arizona ranks sixth among states in land area and has the 14th largest population at 

6,500,180.15  It is as large as the whole of New England, including New York State.  The 

driving distance from Tucson in Pima County to the Four Corners in Apache County is 

further than from Washington, DC to Boston. The immense area of Arizona creates an 

impediment to fair housing because of the expanses that must be covered to provide fair 

housing services.  Many of the remaining thirteen counties outside of Maricopa County 

and Pima County are underserved and housing discrimination, until recently, has gone 

largely unchallenged.    

                                                           
15

 http://www.census.gov/popest/states/NST-ann-est.html. 
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Figure 1: Arizona Population Distribution by County 

 

Figure 1 shows population distribution by county.  Pima County and Maricopa County, 

indicated with arrows on the map, contain 76% of !ǊƛȊƻƴŀΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ  9ƭŜǾŜƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

remaining thirteen counties have populations under 200,000, and the two remaining, 

Yavapai and Pinal counties, both have less than 400,000 people.  The sheer size and small 

population of Arizona outside of Pima and Maricopa counties, where this report focuses, 

poses difficult challenges to fair housing education and outreach and enforcement due in 

part to the distances that must be traveled to serve isolated populations. 

During the 1990s, the total population in Arizona increased by 40% (or by 1,465,400 

people), from 3,665,228 in 1990 to 5,130,632 in 2000.  Between 2000 and 2008, 

!ǊƛȊƻƴŀΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǳǊƎŜŘ ōȅ нфΦн҈Φ  Between 1990 and 2008, the population of 

Maricopa Co. 

Pima Co. 
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Arizona nearly doubled.  .ŜǘǿŜŜƴ нллт ŀƴŘ нллуΣ !ǊƛȊƻƴŀΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ нΦо҈Σ 

making it the second fastest-growing state behind Utah.16 

 

Figure 2: Percent Change in Population from July 1, 2007 to July 1, 2008 

As of 2008, 4,966,616 people, 76% of all Arizonans, lived in Pima County or Maricopa 

County, where the ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ two largest metro areas, Phoenix and Tucson, are located.  

Pima County and Maricopa County receive much of the attention when discussing the 

explosive growth in Arizona.  However, as the Table 1 shows, many of the other counties 

have seen very high growth rates as well.       

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
16

 http://www.azcommerce.com/doclib/prop/state_economic_profile.pdf 
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Table 1: Arizona Population Comparison by County 

County Name Pop. 2000 Pop. 2008 % Change 2000 - 08 

Apache County 69,423 70,207 1.1% 

Cochise County 117,732 129,006 9.6% 

Coconino County 116,318 128,558 10.5% 

Gila County 51,330 52,166 1.6% 

Graham County 33,489 36,452 8.8% 

Greenlee County 8,547 8,002 -6.4% 

La Paz County 19,715 20,086 1.9% 

Maricopa County 3,072,172 3,954,598 28.7% 

Mohave County 155,032, 196,281 26.6% 

Navajo County 97,468 112,757 15.7% 

Pima County 843,752 1,012,018 19.9% 

Pinal County 179,715 327,301 82.1% 

Santa Cruz County 38,381 42,923 11.8% 

Yavapai County 215,503 215,503 28.6% 

Yuma County 194,322 194,322 21.4% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000 Censuses of Population (corrected), and 2008 county estimate files.17 

Nearly fifty million Americans live in non-metropolitan (non-metro) areas, as currently 

defined. The non-metro classification covers approximately 2,000 counties outside the 

primary daily commuting range of urbanized areas with 50,000 or more people, and is 

widely used to define "rural" for research and policymaking. Non-metro areas contain 17 

percent of the U.S. population but extend across 80 percent of the land area.18  

According to Table 2, only about 10% of Arizonans live in non-metro or rural areas. 

Table 2: Arizona Urban and Rural Population19 

Population 

 Rural Urban Total 

Year    

1980 365,652 2,350,894 2,716,546 

1990 448,668 3,216,560 3,665,228 

2000 591,147 4,539,485 5,130,632 

2008 (latest estimate) 667,880 5,832,300 6,500,180 
Source: USDA Economic Research Service.   

The non-metropolitan area of Arizona is much smaller in terms of population and 

economic activity as compared to Maricopa County and Pima County. It has higher 

poverty rates, higher housing quality problems, higher concentrations of minority 

populations, lower job growth and lower median household incomes. Specific 

demographic, economic, and housing differences between non-metropolitan and 

                                                           
17

 USDA Economic Research Service.  http://www.ers.usda.gov/Data/Population/PopList.asp?ST=AZ&LongName=Arizona 
18

 This paragraph is taken directly from the United States Department of Agricultureôs Economic Research Service website: 

http://www.ers.usda.gov/Briefing/Population/. 
19

 http://www.ers.usda.gov/StateFacts/AZ.htm#PIE 
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ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ !ǊƛȊƻƴŀ ŀǊŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ άWǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ .ŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ 

5ŀǘŀέ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ǳǇŘŀǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ {ǘŀǘŜ !L ǿƘŜǊŜ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦ 

Race and Ethnicity 

The distribution of state population by race and ethnicity, based on the 2008 Census 

Bureau American Community Survey, is as follows: 

Á Since the 2006 AI, the Hispanic population increased and now stands at 
30.1% ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǘƻǘŀƭ. 

Á The minority population was 36.2% in 2004, and has increased to 41.8% 
όмлл҈ Ƴƛƴǳǎ ǘƘŜ руΦн҈ ǘƘŀǘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŀǎ ά²ƘƛǘŜ !ƭƻƴŜΣ bƻǘ IƛǎǇŀƴƛŎ ƻǊ 
[ŀǘƛƴƻέύ ƛƴ нллуΦ 

Á Arizona residents are 80.1% White (Hispanic and Non-Hispanic White). 

Further details regarding the population of Arizona are presented in Table 3. 

Table 3: Arizona Population by Race and Ethnicity ï Year 2008 

 Number % of Total Population 

Total Population 6,500,180 100% 

   

Race or Ethnicity    

One Race 6,332,827 97.4% 

White 5,203,987 80.1% 

Black or African American 235,758 3.6% 

American Indian and Alaska Native  286,749 4.4% 

Asian 154,416 2.4% 

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 9,340 0.1% 

Some Other Race 442,577 6.8% 

Two or More Races 167,353 2.6% 

Hispanic or Latino* 1,959,197 30.1% 

Not Hispanic or Latino 4,540,983 69.9% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008 American Community Survey. 
* Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race; Hispanic is not a race, it is an ethnicity.  
 

The most current data regarding minority populations in rural areas is from the 2006 

State of Arizona AI and is as follows:  

Á Minority population comprises 37.3% of the non-ƳŜǘǊƻ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ total 
population, as compared to 31.6% for the metro areas. 

Á The share of Hispanic ethnicity as a percent of total population for the non-
metro Arizona is 28.2%, as compared to 25.8% for the metro areas. 
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Table 4: Metropolitan and Non-Metropolitan Population including Hispanic 

Selected Indicators Non-Metropolitan 
Arizona 

Metropolitan 
Arizona 

2004 Total Population 1,378,300 4,455,385 

% of Total State Population in 1990 23.9% 76.1% 

% of Total State Population in 2000 23.7% 76.3% 

% of Total State Population in 2004 23.6% 76.4% 

Total Minority Population (%) 37.3% 31.6% 

Hispanic Ethnicity (%) 28.2% 25.8% 
Source: 2000 Census, DES and ADOH. 

Age 

According to the 2008 American Community Survey (ACS), the median age in Arizona 

was 35.1 years - lower than the U.S. median age of 36.9 years.  

Table 5: Arizona Population by Age ï2008 

Selected Age Category Number 
% of Total Arizona 

Population 
% of Total U.S. 

Population 

Total Population 6,500,180 100% 100% 

Under 5 Years 515,321 7.9% 6.9% 

Under 18 Years 1,707,680 26.3% 24.3% 

18 to 64 Years 3,928,408 60.4% 62.9% 

65 Years and Over 864,092 13.3% 12.8% 

65 to 74 Years 446,195 6.9% 6.6% 

75 to 84 Years 306,706 4.7% 4.4% 

85 Years and Over 111,191 1.7% 1.8% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008 American Community Survey. 

Á School-Age Population (Under 18 Years) - Data presented in Table 5 shows 
the school age population (under 18 years) in Arizona is 26.3% of the total 
population. 

Á Working-Age Population (18 to 64 Years) - This population group comprises 
60.4% of the total population. 

Á Retirement-Age Population (65 Years and Over) ς As of 2008, 13.3% of the 
total state population was 65 years old and over. It is important to note that 
almost 6% of the total population was 75 years or older in 2004.  This 
increased to 6.4% in 2009. In the United States, the number of people in this 
age category will explode over the next 20 years, exerting pressure on public 
resources allocated for services to this population group.20 

                                                           
20

 http://www.census.gov/population/socdemo/statbriefs/agebrief.html 
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Social Characteristics 

Á Family Households make up 65.5% of the total population in Arizona. 

Á The average household size is 2.81 and the average family size is 3.46. 

Table 6: Selected Social Characteristics 

Social Characteristics Total Number 
in Arizona 

% of Total 
Arizona 

Population 

% of Total US 
Population 

Family Households 1,489,192 65.5% 66.6% 

Married-couple family 1,107,600 48.7% 49.6% 

Married couple family with own 
children under 18 

458,988 20.2% 21.4% 

Female householder, no husband 
present, family 

264,985 11.7% 12.5% 

Female householder, no husband 
present with own children under 18 

61,375 7.1% 7.4% 

Nonfamily households 784,650 34.5% 33.4% 

Avg. Household Size 2.81 N/A 2.61 

Avg. Family Size 3.46 N/A 3.20 

Foreign Born 932,518 14.3% 12.5% 

Speak language other than English 
at Home 

1,646,654 27.5% 19.6% 

English only spoken at home 4,338,205 72.5% 80.4% 

Total Civilian Noninstitutional 
Population with a Disability 

772,963 12.1% N/A 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008 American Community Survey. 

Á The foreign-born population in Arizona totals 14.3% and 72.5% of Arizonans 
speak only English at home.  This differs from the national averages of 12.5% 
and 80.4% respectively. 

Á According to the 2008 American Community Survey, the disabled population 
in Arizona represents 12.1% of the total.  This number is significantly lower 
than the 2000 Census data that estimates that 20.1% of Arizonans five years 
of age and older have one or more disabilities.   

Á The Census also finds that there is an extremely strong relationship between 
age and disability, with the lowest incidence occurring among children and 
young adults and the highest among the very elderly.  However, baby-
boomers, ages 35-54 in 2000, have the highest number of people with 
disabilities because of the large size of this group. 
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Income Characteristics  

ArizonaΩs income statistics have historically lagged behind the United States as a whole as 

shown in the figure below.   

 

Figure 3: Average Wage per Job in Arizona as a Percentage of the National Average 

This disparity remains true today and is reflected in the lower median family income, 

lower median household income and lower per capita income.   

Table 7: Income Indicators for Arizona and U.S. ï 2008 

Average Income Indicator Arizona U.S. 

Median Household Income $50,958 $52,029 

Median Family Income $60,547 $63,366 

Per Capita Income $25,415 $27,589 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008 American Community Survey. 

Compared to the nation, a greater percentage of Arizonans earn less than $15,000, and 

smaller percentage of Arizonans earn more than $100,000.  Other notable statistics 

include: 

Á 22.5% of households earn less than $25,000 annually in Arizona compared to 
23.3% nationally. 
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Á 48.9% of households in Arizona make less than $50,000 per year, as 
compared to 47.9% for the U.S. 

Á Nineteen percent of households in Arizona have incomes in the $100,000 
plus range, as compared to 21% for the U.S. 

Further breakdowns on household income by income category are presented in Table 8. 

Table 8: Household Income for Arizona 2008 

 Arizona U.S. 

Total Households 2,273,842 100.0% 113,101,329 100.0% 

     

Household Income 
Number of 

Households 
% of Total 

Households 
Number of 

Households* 
% of Total 

Households 

Less than $10,000 154,629 6.8% 8,143,296 7.2% 

$10,000 to $14,999 111,758 4.9% 6,107,472 5.4% 

$15,000 to $24,999 245,259 10.8% 12,101,842 10.7% 

$25,000 to $34,999 250,959 11.0% 11,762,538 10.4% 

$35,000 to $49,999 350,871 15.4% 16,060,388 14.2% 

$50,000 to $74,999 442,062 19.4% 21,263,050 18.8% 

$75,000 to $99,999 286,679 12.6% 14,024,564 12.4% 

$100,000 to $149,999 272,454 12.0% 13,911,463 12.3% 

$150,000 to $199,999 81,417 3.6% 4,976,458 4.4% 

$200,000 or more 77,754 3.4% 4,863,344 4.3% 

Median Household 
Income $50,958 $52,029 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 
ϝCƻǳƴŘ ōȅ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭȅƛƴƎ ά҈ ƻŦ ¢ƻǘŀƭ IƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎέ ōȅ ά¢ƻǘŀƭ IƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ όммоΣмлмΣонфύέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¦Φ{Φ 
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There is a wide range of per capita personal income among Arizona counties.  Eight 

counties, all of which are eligible for State CDBG money, have per capita personal 

incomes between 50 and 60% of the national average.   

 

Figure 4: Per Capita Personal Income in 2007 as a Percentage of the National Average 

Household Income by Race and Income Category 21 

Minorities in Arizona comprise a higher share of the lower income households and a 

smaller share of the higher income households: 

Á Lowest Income Category - 24.2% of Native Americans, 13.5% of Blacks, and 
ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƻ мн҈ ƻŦ !ǎƛŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ IƛǎǇŀƴƛŎǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ ϷмлΣлллέ 
income category, as compared to 7.3% for Whites. 

Á Middle to Low Income Categories ς 70.8% of Native Americans, 62.9% of 
Hispanics, and 58.2% of Blacks are included in thŜ ά[Ŝǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ ϷплΣлллέ 
income category, compared to 47.1% for Whites. 

Á High Income Category ς Only 2.5% of Native Americans and 3.5% of 
IƛǎǇŀƴƛŎǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ ƻŦ άaƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ϷмллΣлллέ ŀǎ 
compared to 6.7% for Blacks, 11.6% for Whites, and 15.7% for Asians. This is 
the only income category where Asians surpass Whites. 

For further details, refer to Table 9. 
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 This data is the most current data for this category and is found in the 2000 Census. 
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Table 9: Median Household Income by Income Category and by Race or Ethnicity 

Arizona Total 
Pop 

White Black Native 
Americans 

Asian Hawaiians 
and Other 

Pacific 
Islanders 

Some 
Other 
Race 

Two or 
More 
Races 

Hispanic Not 
Hispanic 

Less than 
$10,000 

8.6% 7.3% 13.5% 24.2% 11.9% 8.3% 11.0% 13.3% 11.6% 7.9% 

Less than 
$15,000 

14.9% 13.3% 21.2% 33.9% 16.9% 18.2% 19.1% 20.8% 20.0% 13.9% 

Less than 
$20,000 

21.7% 19.7% 28.5% 42.6% 22.0% 21.9% 28.5% 28.3% 29.2% 20.1% 

Less than 
$30,000 

35.9% 33.4% 44.2% 58.0% 32.8% 34.8% 46.9% 44.3% 46.9% 33.6% 

Less than 
$40,000 

49.7% 47.1% 58.2% 70.8% 44.3% 51.3% 63.1% 59.4% 62.9% 46.9% 

Less than 
$50,000 

60.8% 58.2% 68.7% 79.5% 54.0% 64.8% 75.2% 70.6% 74.3% 57.9% 

Less than 
$75,000 

80.0% 78.1% 85.4% 93.0% 72.6% 82.5% 91.7% 87.2% 90.3% 77.8% 

Less than 
$100,000 

89.7% 88.4% 93.3% 97.5% 84.3% 93.0% 97.3% 95.1% 96.5% 88.2% 

More than 
$100,000 

10.3% 11.6% 6.7% 2.5% 15.7% 7.0% 2.7% 4.9% 3.5% 11.8% 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000. 

Poverty by Race and Ethnicity  

The poverty rate in Arizona has increased significantly since the 2006 AI was completed 

when it was 13.4% for Arizona and 12.4% for the U.S.  The rate in Arizona was 14.2% in 

2007 and increased to 14.7% in 2008, which was twice as fast as the national rate. The 

nationwide poverty rate in 2008 stood at 13.2%.  The number of Arizonans receiving food 

stamps increased dramatically from 155,043 (6.9% of the population) in 2007 to 187,331 

in 2008 (8.2% of the population).  The percentage of Arizonans receiving food stamps in 

2008, 8.2%, is lower than the national average of 8.6%.22 

The 2000 Census contained the most current data for poverty rates by race and ethnicity 

at the writing of this report.  The rate of poverty for minority populations in Arizona is 

significantly higher than the white population: 36.5% for American Indian and Alaska 

Natives, 23.6% for Hispanics, and 19.5% for Blacks, as compared to 9.9% for White. 

Further details on poverty by race and ethnicity are presented in the table below.23
 

                                                           
22

 Howard Fisher, ñNearly 21% of Tucsonans are living under the federal level,ò Arizona Daily Star, September 29, 2009. 
23

 Data from the 2000 Census is the most current data for ñPoverty Rate by Race and Ethnicity.ò As noted in this report, the 

poverty rate for Arizona his risen since the 2000 Census.   
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Table 10: Arizona Poverty Rate by Race and Ethnicity ï Year 2000 

Race or Ethnicity Universe for 
Poverty 

Number in 
Poverty 

% in Poverty 

Total Population 4,634,191 619,344 13.4% 

White 3,549,285 351,871 9.9% 

Black or African 
American 

131,182 25,516 19.5% 

American Indian 
and Alaska Native 

222,428 81,194 36.5% 

Asian 83,221 10,374 12.5% 

Native Hawaiian and 
Other Pacific 
Islander 

5,435 877 16.1% 

Some Other Race 513,670 125,416 24.4% 

Two or More Races 128,970 24,096 18.7% 

Hispanic or Latino* 1,116,887 263,929 23.6% 

Not Hispanic or 
Latino 

3,517,304 355,415 10.1% 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000. 
* Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race; Hispanic is not a race, it is an ethnicity. 

Poverty and Disability 24 

In general, people with disabilities have higher incidences of poverty than people 

without. 

Table 11: Poverty Status in Arizona by Disability Status for the Civilian Non-Institutionalized Population, 2000 

Disability Status by Sex and Age Number of 
Disabled 
Persons 

% of Population With 
Disability Status 

Males > 5 years of age with a  disability 458,334 20.1% 

Income in 1999 below poverty level 73,430 16.0% 

Income in 1999 at or above poverty level 384,904 84.0% 

Females > 5 years of age with a  disability 440,357 18.7% 

Income in 1999 below poverty level 83,966 19.1% 

Income in 1999 at or above poverty level 356,391 80.9% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 and ADOH. 

Á According to the 2000 Census, the percentage of the population age five and 
older with disability status in Arizona was 20.1% for males and 18.7% of 

                                                           
24

 The most current data for ñPoverty Status in Arizona by Disability Status for the Civilian Non-Institutionalized Populationò is 

contained in the 2000 Census. 
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females. Comparable numbers at the U.S. level were 19.7% and 19.2% 
respectively.   

Á Of the persons with a disability in the 2000 Census, 16.0% of males and 19.1% 
of females in Arizona were in poverty. Comparable numbers at the U.S. level 
were 15.3% and 19.7%, respectively.    

Income and Poverty: Urban vs. Rural  

Á The per-capita income and earnings per job in rural areas are significantly 
lower than in urban areas.   

Table 12: Income and Poverty in Arizona: Urban vs. Rural25 

Income 

  Rural Urban Total 

Per-capita income (2007 dollars) 

    2006 24,156 34,271 33,205 

    2007 24,391 33,815 32,833 

    Percent change 1.9 -2.7 -2.2 

  

Earnings per job (2007 dollars) 

    2006 35,666 45,863 45,066 

    2007 35,296 44,657 43,927 

    Percent change -2.1 -5.3 -5.1 

  

Poverty rate (percent) 

    1979 21.3 12 13.2 

    1989 26 14.3 15.7 

    1999 21.7 12.9 13.9 

    2007 (latest model-based 
estimates) 19.3 13.4 14.1 

    Source: USDA Economic Research Service 

Á The poverty rate in 2007 was 69% higher in rural areas as compared to urban 
areas.   

Employment  

According to the 2008 American Community Survey, the top three economic sectors in 

Arizona are educational services, and health care and social assistance; retail trade; and 

professional scientific, and management, and administrative and waste management 

services.   

                                                           
25

 http://www.ers.usda.gov/StateFacts/AZ.htm#PIE 
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Table 13: Arizona Employment by Industry: 2008 

 Employment 
Number 

Percent of Total 
Employment 

Civilian employed population 16 yrs & over 2,947,910 N/A 

   

Public Administration 157,971 5.4% 

Professional scientific, and management, 
and administrative and waste management 
services 

319,127 10.8% 

Retail Trade 374,376 12.7% 

Educational services, and health care and 
social assistance 

581,277 19.7% 

Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and 
accommodation, and food services 

310,197 10.5% 

Construction 284,822 9.7% 

Manufacturing 219,360 7.4% 

Finance and insurance, and real estate and 
rental and leasing 

235,899 8.0% 

Wholesale Trade 75,099 2.5% 

Other Services, except public 
administration 

147,977 5.0% 

Transportation, Warehousing and Utilities 146,985 5.0% 

Information 56,598 1.9% 

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, 
and mining 

38,222 1.3% 

Source: 2008 American Community Survey 

 

Table 14: Employment: Rural vs. Urban26 

Employment 

 Rural Urban Total 

Total number of jobs 

2006 266,726 3,145,170 3,411,896 

2007 274,704 3,245,953 3,520,657 

 

Unemployment rate (percent) 

2007 5.2 3.7 3.8 

2008 7.2 5.3 5.5 
Source: USDA Economic Research Service 

Á In 2007, only 7.8% of employment in Arizona could be found in rural areas.  
Urban areas contained 92.2% of all employment. 

Á During the production of this report, the Arizona economy was starting to 
show signs of recovering from the worst recession since the Great 
Depression. Unemployment skyrocketed as the collapse of the housing 
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 http://www.ers.usda.gov/StateFacts/AZ.htm#PIE 
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market sent tremors through the entire economy.  Experts predict the 
unemployment rate will break double digits before declining.  The statewide 
unemployment rate in October 2009 stood at 9.3%27; however, it showed 
significant improvement in November 2009, falling to 8.9%.28   

Housing  

Homeownership and Types of Housing  

Single-family dwellings are the primary type of housing both in the state of Arizona and in 

the U.S. The 2008 American Community Survey data reveals that 67.8% of the total 

housing units in Arizona are single family homes, 20.6% multifamily, and about 11.1% 

manufactured or mobile homes. Comparable numbers for the U.S. are 67.6%, 25.8% and 

6.6%, respectively. Specific numbers and percentages of housing units by housing type 

are presented in the table below. 

Table 15: Arizona and U.S. Housing Distribution by Housing Type 

 
Housing Information Indicator 

Arizona U.S. 

Number % Number % 

Total Number of Units in 2008: 2,667,550 100% 129,060,383 100% 

Single Family 1,808,040 67.8% 87,244,819 67.6% 

1-unit detached 1,674,315 62.8% 79,888,377 61.9% 

1-unit attached 133,725 5.0% 7,356,442 5.7% 

Multifamily (2 or more units) 549,270 20.6% 33,297,579 25.8% 

Manufactured or Mobile Homes 295,972 11.1% 8,571,985 6.6% 

Boat, RV, van, etc. 13,818 0.5% 129,060 0.1% 
Source: 2008 American Community Survey. 

The most recent data regarding the differences between rural and metro Arizona in 

terms of homeownership rate, manufactured housing and mobile homes, and housing 

quality are from the 2006 State AI and are as follows: 

Á The homeownership rate in the non-metro areas of the state is 72.3%, which 
is significantly higher than the 66.8% for the metro areas. 

Á A sizable portion of the housing in the non-metro areas of Arizona is 
comprised of manufactured housing and mobile homes ς 28.8% as compared 
to only 8.5% for the metro areas. 
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 Howard Fischer, ñArizonaôs job picture likely will stay bleak.ò Arizona Daily Star, October 2, 2009. 
28

 Betty Beard, ñArizonaôs unemployment rate falls to 8.9%.ò Arizona Republic, December 18, 2009. 
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Homeownership Rate by Race and Ethnicity  

The overall homeownership rates for most minorities are higher in Arizona than in the 

U.S. 

Table 16: Arizona and U.S. Homeownership Rate by Race and Ethnicity - 200029 

Homeownership Rate by Race and Ethnicity 

Homeownership Rate 

Arizona U.S. 

All Households 68.0% 66.2% 

White Alone 71.3% 71.3% 

Black or African American Alone 44.1% 46.3% 

American Indian and Alaska Native Alone 61.2% 55.7% 

Asian Alone 57.0% 53.2% 

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islanders Alone 46.8% 45.5% 

Some Other Race Alone 52.6% 40.4% 

Hispanic or Latino (of Any Race) 55.0% 45.7% 

Not Hispanic or Latino 70.8% 68.1% 
Source: 2000 Census ŀƴŘ /Ŝƴǎǳǎ .ǳǊŜŀǳΩǎ 2004 Homeownership Data. 

Housing Quality and Affordability  

Housing quality and affordability is measured by the following three criteria: 

Á Persons or families living in units with physical defects (lacking a complete 
kitchen or bath).  

Á Persons or families living in overcrowded conditions (greater than 1.01 
person/room).  

Á Persons or families are cost burdened (paying more than 30% of their income 
for housing, including utilities).  

It is clear using the above criteria that housing quality and affordability problems in 

Arizona are more severe than the nation as a whole: 

Á 0.8% of homes in Arizona lack complete plumbing facility, as compared to 
0.7% nationally. 

Á 50.1% of renters in Arizona pay 30% or more of their incomes for rent, as 
compared to 37.7% nationally. The problem of cost-burdened households is 
widespread and most contributes to the inability of lower income households 
to live adequately with their incomes. 

                                                           
29

 Though the 2000 Census data is now quite dated, it is still the most current data for this category. 
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Á 4.1% of households in Arizona live in overcrowded conditions as opposed to 
3.2% nationally.   

More details on housing quality and affordability criteria are presented in the following 

table.  

Table 17: Housing Quality Characteristics 

 
Housing Quality Characteristics 

(Number of 
Housing 

Units) 
Arizona 

(% of Total 
Housing 

Units) 
Arizona 

(% of Total 
Housing 

Units) 
U.S. 

Lacking Complete Plumbing Facility  19,053 0.8% 0.7% 

Lacking Complete Kitchen Facility 25,658 1.1% 0.9% 

Paying 30% or More for Housing Cost - 
Owners (Unaffordable) 

454,361 41.5% 37.7% 

Paying 30% or More for Rent - Renters 
(Unaffordable) 

336,543 50.1% 49.8% 

1.1 to 1.5 Persons Per Room 
(Overcrowded) 

59,727 2.6% 2.1% 

1.51 or More Persons Per Room (Severely 
Overcrowded) 

35,179 1.5% 1.1% 

Source: 2008 American Community Survey. 

 

Non-metro residents experience more housing quality problems than metro residents.  

The most recent information regarding housing quality comparisons between urban and 

rural Arizona is found in the 2006 State AI and is detailed below:  

Table 18: Housing and Housing Quality 

Selected Indicators Non-Metropolitan 
Arizona 

Metropolitan 
Arizona 

Homeownership Rate (2000) 72.3% 66.8% 

Manufactured Housing/Mobile Homes 
as % of Total Housing Units 

28.8% 8.5% 

% of Homes Lacking Complete 
Plumbing Facility  

3.3% 0.5% 

% of Homes Lacking Complete Kitchen 
Facility 

2.9% 0.6% 

Paying 30% or More for Housing Cost - 
Owners (Unaffordable) 

22.0% 22.7% 

Paying 30% or More for Rent - Renters 
(Unaffordable) 

33.8% 39.8% 

1.1 to 1.5 Persons Per Room 
(Overcrowded) 

5.2% 4.1% 

1.51 or More Persons Per Room 
(Severely Overcrowded) 

4.9% 4.0% 

Source: 2000 Census and ADOH. 
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Housing Affordability  

The chart below shows the range of median home prices in rural towns throughout the 

state.  Flagstaff, Prescott, Tucson and Yuma are CDBG entitlement jurisdictions and are 

not covered in this report, but do add perspective to home prices in other parts of the 

ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŎƘŀǊǘ ƛǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άнллф {ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ ƛƴ 

!ǊƛȊƻƴŀέ tƻǿŜǊtƻƛƴǘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ нллф DƻǾŜǊƴƻǊΩǎ IƻǳǎƛƴƎ CƻǊǳƳΦ 
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Figure 5: Rural Arizona Median Home Price 
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Figure 6 illustrates the areas that ADOH considers high-price housing areas in Arizona. 

 

Figure 6: High-Price Housing Areas30 

 

 

Figure 7 illustrates the areas that ADOH considers low-price housing areas in Arizona. 

 

Figure 7: Low Price Housing Areas31 
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 ñ2009 Arizonaôs Housing Market at a Glance,ò Arizona Department of Housing. 
31

 ñ2009 Arizonaôs Housing Market at a Glance,ò Arizona Department of Housing. 






























































































































































































































