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Appendix A. Site Geography 

The following three maps present the blocks we used in our own enumerations for each 
neighborhood.  

Figure A.1. Hollywood Enumeration Area 
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Figure A.2. Skid Row Enumeration Area 
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Figure A.3. Venice Enumeration Area 

 

The areas that were newly incorporated in 2024 are blocks marked 3505-01 and 3502-02 in 
this figure. 
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Appendix B. Additional Details on Study Methodology 

Enumeration Methodology 

Constructing Multipliers for Cars, Vans, RVs, Tents, and Makeshift Structures 

We screened individuals into the survey component of this study by asking potential 
respondents where they spent most of the past 30 nights. If they said they had been staying in a 
car, van, RV, or tent/makeshift structure, we followed up by asking them how many people they 
shared this shelter with. From these responses, we took the mean value as the average occupancy 
for that dwelling type, and the standard deviation divided by the square root of the number of 
responses as the standard error on that weight. If the sample was large enough, we generated 
separate estimates each neighborhood and shelter type. Otherwise, we generated estimates for 
each shelter type, grouping neighborhoods as necessary to reach an estimate statistically 
significant to at least the 95 percent confidence level.  

Based on this criterion, in 2024, we generated distinct estimates for small (6’ or smaller), 
medium (between 6’ and 12’), and large tents (larger than 12’) in all study areas as in 2023, and 
a stand-alone value for Car/Van occupancy in Skid Row for the first time. Hollywood and 
Venice shared a Car/Van weight, and all footprints shared the same weight for RVs. 

Table B.1 presents these multipliers and multipliers estimated by LAHSA in 2022—the last 
year in which they were published. The latter are defined over service planning areas (SPAs)—
much larger geographies than our study areas. We compare our multipliers to the two SPA-level 
LAHSA multipliers that cover our three study areas. LAHSA also calculates distinct multipliers 
for cars versus vans and for tents versus makeshift shelters, so that our multipliers are not 
directly comparable, but we reproduce the relevant LAHSA multipliers alongside the more 
aggregated LA LEADS multipliers to give a sense of how they compare. Note that LAHSA did 
not release this information for 2023 or 2024. 

Using Multipliers to Generate Estimates of the Unsheltered Population 

As mentioned in the main text, the number of people experiencing homelessness is an 
inference derived from the raw enumeration of persons and dwellings. Our “full multiplier” 
results are simply the sum of persons and dwellings with the latter weighted by the mean 
occupancies described above. This approach implicitly assumes that the individuals we counted 



  5 

during our enumerations are not associated with any dwelling we also observed. Thus, it may be 
biased high relative to the true unsheltered population.1  

To account for this possibility, we used responses to a question on our screening instrument 
asking about where respondents spent most of their last 30 nights. Answers of “Street, sidewalk, 
or alley,” “Campground or woods,” “Other outdoor location”—as opposed to “Tent,” “Makeshift 
structure,” or “Vehicle—were taken to indicate that someone slept literally unsheltered, and so 
would have been identified as a rough sleeper by the enumeration team. We use the fraction of 
such responses to downweight the observed rough sleeping count, multiplying them by the 
fractions shown in Table B.2 to create our “hybrid multiplier” results.  

While the share of people reporting sleeping literally unsheltered remained stable in Venice 
and Skid Row last year, it rose from 28 to 52 percent in Hollywood. This change qualitatively 
reinforces the global increase in rough sleeping our enumerations show for that community over 
the study period (17 percent, on average), though the raw counts showed no significant change 
between the two years. 

For more details on weighting derivations and enumeration uncertainties, see Ward, Garvey, 
and Hunter (2022), Ward, Garvey, and Hunter (2023), and Ward, Garvey, and Hunter (2024). 

Population Trend Analyses 

LEADS data comprise counts of persons (rough sleepers), cars/vans, RVs, and small, 
medium, and large tents on a given date (Tables C.1, C.2, C.3) converted to population estimates 
using the weights described above and in Tables B.1 and B.2. For analysis purposes, we assume 
Poisson uncertainties for each count estimate such that the 68% confidence interval is equal to 
twice the square-root of the count. That uncertainty is combined with the uncertainty in each 
weight to obtain the full error bar on the population estimates. 

For clarity, in the analysis, we combine all tent and vehicle enumeration categories into 
“Structures” and “Vehicles” dwelling super-categories. This is done simply by summing the 
relevant count or population estimates and adding their uncertainties in quadrature. 

Annual and full-timeseries trends are derived from linear fits to the count or population data 
(or their logarithms) weighted by their uncertainties. Note that the intercepts for each fit are 
calculated at the middle of the date-range described. As such, intercept values reflect the 

 
1 We note that in the literature around point in time homelessness counts, the common wisdom is that undercounting 
is the most probable threat to accuracy Juliette Rihl, “'I was missed': How the US counts its homeless population is 
flawed. There's a better way,” AZ Central, January 24, 2023; Catherine L. Troisi, Ritalinda D’Andrea, Gary Grier, 
and Stephen Williams, “Enhanced Methodologies to Enumerate Persons Experiencing Homelessness in a Large 
Urban Area,” Evaluation Review, Vol. 39, No. 5, 2015; United States Government Accountability Office, Report to 
the Chairwoman, Committee on Financial Services, House of Representatives: Homelessness - Better HUD 
Oversight of Data Collection Could Improve Estimates of Homeless Population, United States Government 
Accountability Office, GAO-20-433, July, 2020.. However, since we count the same small areas repeatedly and our 
well-trained field workers are quite familiar with these areas, we believe that undercounting is likely a less relevant 
factor for our estimates than might be true of, say, an entire county being enumerated by lightly trained volunteers.  
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mean count or population estimate for a given period. Annual differences are derived by 
calculating the value and uncertainty of the regression at the first and last LEADS survey date 
spanned (typically December to December).  

All analyses in Chapter 2 were performed in python using the numpy, pandas, 
geopandas, scipy, matplotlib, shapely, and pickle packages. Fit 
parameters and other derived values are listed in Table C.4; Figures B.1 - B.3 illustrate them, 
graphically. 

Table B.1. LA LEADS and LAHSA Multipliers Over 2022-2023 Period 

   LA LEADS 
2024 

Multipliers 

LA LEADS 
2023 

Multipliers 

 LA LEADS 
2021-22 

Multipliers 

 2022 
LAHSA 

Multipliers 

Tents / makeshift shelters (MSS) 

Hollywood Tents / MSS <6’  1.38 
(0.10) 

2.00 
(0.26) 

All Tents/MSS 1.77 
(0.16) 

SPA 4 
Tents 

1.38 
(0.05) 

 Tent / MSS 6’-12’  2.00 
(0.39) 

2.29 
(0.35) 

  SPA 4 
MSS 

1.60 
(0.17) 

 Tent / MSS 12’+  2.00  
(0.23) 

1.91 
(0.48) 

    

Skid Row Tents / MSS <6’  1.43 
(0.10) 

1.40 
(0.11) 

All Tents/MSS 1.52 
(0.83) 

SPA 4 
Tents 

1.38 
(0.05) 

 Tent / MSS 6’-12’  1.83 
(0.22) 

2.30 
(0.48) 

  SPA 4 
MSS 

1.60 
(0.17) 

 Tent / MSS 12’+  2.00 
(0.23) 

1.91 
(0.48) 

    

Venice Tents / MSS <6’  1.28 
(0.11) 

2.00 
(0.26) 

All Tents/MSS 2.02 
(0.21) 

SPA 5 
Tents 

1.41 
(0.07) 

 Tent / MSS 6’-12’  2.00 
(0.39) 

2.29 
(0.35) 

  SPA 5 
MSS 

1.57 
(0.16) 

 Tent / MSS 12’+  2.00 
(0.23) 

1.91 
(0.48) 

    

Car or Van 
 

  1.40 
(0.09) 

1.86 
(0.29) 

 1.80 
(0.51) 

SPA 4 
Car 

1.51 
(0.09) 

Hollywood       SPA 4 
Van 

1.46 
(0.14) 

Skid Row 
 

  1.33 
(0.13) 

1.86 
(0.29) 

 1.80 
(0.51) 

SPA 5 
Car 

1.39 
(0.14) 

Venice   1.40 
(0.09) 

1.86 
(0.29) 

 1.80 
(0.51) 

SPA 5 
Van 

1.43 
(0.15) 

RV   1.76 
(0.18) 

2.33 
(0.29) 

 1.57 
(0.30) 

SPA 4 1.82 
(0.22) 

       SPA 5 1.69 
(0.14) 

NOTE: MSS denotes makeshift shelter; SPA denotes Service Planning Area; LAHSA multipliers (also referred to as 
“conversion factors”) are calculated at the larger Service Provision Area (SPA) level so both Hollywood and Skid Row 
use SPA 4 weights. Note that we reproduce the multipliers used by LAHSA for “individuals” rather than “families” 
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since the relative estimated weight between these multipliers is typically between 95% and 99% on individuals and 
only 1% to 5% on families. LAHSA did not release multiplier data for the 2023 or 2024 counts.  

Table B.2. Changes Over Time in Neighborhood Shares of Unsheltered Population Not Residing in 
a Vehicle, Tent, or Makeshift Structure During the Past 30 Days 

 Hollywood Skid Row Venice 

Share reporting sleeping literally unsheltered in 2021-2022 35% 34% 20% 

Share reporting sleeping literally unsheltered in 2023 28% 38% 46% 

Share reporting sleeping literally unsheltered in 2024 52% 29% 35% 

NOTE: Results are mean values from individuals screened in each neighborhood who answered that in the last 
30 days they spent most of their nights in “Street, sidewalk, or alley (NO TENT),” “On a bus or train,” “Bus or 
train stop/station, transit center or airport,” “Unconverted garage, attic, or basement,” “Campground or woods,” 
“Park, beach or riverbed,” “Under bridge or overpass,” “Other outdoor location,” “Abandoned building,” “Parking 
lot (Surface),” or “Parking structure.” These answers followed options to report spending these nights in a 
variety of housed or sheltered states or options to report spending them in a “Car, truck, or van,” “RV or 
camper,” “Outdoor encampment or tent,” or “Other makeshift shelter not meant for human habitation.” 
 

East Venice Enumeration Results 

As described in Chapter 2, we added an area east of the main LA LEADS Venice footprint to 
our enumeration surveys in January 2024 to constrain the possibility of unsheltered people 
relocating out of that area into adjacent neighborhoods. Tables A.1 and A.2 describe the counts 
and population estimates from this new geography, along with its dwelling multiplier values. 
Figure C.4 visualizes its population trends, which can be placed in the context of the main 
Venice results by comparing to Figure C.3. As shown, the two populations qualitatively mirror 
each other. 

Survey Methodology 

Data Collection Procedures 

We used similar methods as in previous years, except that we reverted to aiming to collect 
400 surveys (i.e., 200 in Skid Row and 100 each in Hollywood and Venice) rather than 200 as 
executed in 2023. To accomplish this, we visited Hollywood three times (once each in August, 
September, and October), Skid Row three times (once in July and twice in October), and Venice 
three times (one each in August, September, and October). We varied the day of the week (Mon-
Fri) and time of the month (first to fourth week of the month) for each visit.   

The survey effort started around 10 am in each neighborhood. During each visit, staff 
approached individuals who appeared to be unsheltered and offered them an opportunity to 
participate in a fifteen-minute survey for $10 cash. As practiced in previous efforts, we used a 
“skip rule” to introduce an element of random sampling into the data collection that depended on 
the differential concentration of unsheltered homelessness in each area (i.e., higher in Skid Row 



  8 

than in Hollywood or Venice). In Skid Row, we approached every third person encountered, and, 
in Hollywood, every other person encountered. Similar to 2023, in Venice we offered the survey 
to everyone we encountered due to policies restricting tent encampments that made it more 
difficult to encounter individuals living unsheltered.  

Eligibility Criteria 

We used the same eligibility criteria as in our previous efforts. More specifically, we 
screened every potential respondent using two questions. We first asked whether the respondent 
had been unsheltered most of the past 30 days (i.e., the individual reported spending most of the 
past 30 nights on or at one of the following: street, sidewalk, or alley; bus or train; bus or train 
stop or station, transit center, or airport; unconverted garage, attic, or basement; campground or 
woods; park, beach, or riverbed; bridge or overpass; other outdoor location; abandoned building; 
parking lot [surface]; parking structure; car, truck, or van; RV or camper; outdoor encampment 
or tent; or other makeshift shelter not meant for human habitation). Then we asked whether the 
individual lacked another place to stay, such as a bed in a Bridge housing facility or other interim 
congregate housing, a hotel or motel room, or a room in a transitional housing building. Only 
respondents who reported staying in an unsheltered location and not having another place to stay 
were eligible to complete the survey. 

Among respondents who reported that they were currently staying in a car, van, RV, camper, 
outdoor encampment, tent, or other makeshift shelter, we asked how many other people they 
shared the structure or vehicle with so that we could create a set of estimates based on this 
information that was specific to these neighborhoods. For those staying in a tent or makeshift 
shelter, we asked the size of the tent or makeshift structure (with options 6 feet or less, 6 to 12 
feet across, or greater than 12-feet across). Among respondents who reported staying in a 
vehicle, we asked who owned the vehicle (with the following options: I own it, A family member 
owns it, I am renting the vehicle from someone who owns it, or other, please specify).  

Response Rates 

Overall, we approached 669 people to take our survey, of which we screened 541. Of those 
that were not screened, 70 declined the opportunity, 31 were too disoriented, intoxicated, or 
cognitively impaired, 24 did not speak English, and 3 were identified as repeaters. 477 screened 
eligible and 472 participated in the survey (3 individuals either declined to participate after the 
screening and 1 did not complete the survey because the field interviewers determined 
respondent was not giving cogent or truthful answers). Counting refusals and incompletes at both 
the screening and survey phase results in an overall refusal rate of 15.9 percent. 

As part of the data cleaning procedures, we looked for evidence of any survey “repeaters”, 
that is, individuals who took the survey more than once, so that any duplicate responders were 
excluded from analyses. In order to do so, we examined survey respondents age, date of birth, 
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sex/gender, and educational status. On the basis of this comparison, we dropped 9 probable 
repeaters from our analytic sample for a final sample size of 463. 

Survey Administration and Content 

Field interviewers asked the survey questions and completed the survey on the respondents’ 
behalf. In our first year, we found that over 95 percent of respondents preferred the field 
interviewer to administer the survey (over self-administration) so we used field-interviewer 
administration consistently for the past two years.   

The 2024 survey was composed of 33 questions. A lot of the content was unchanged from 
the previous year(s) so that comparisons could be made across time. The questions that were the 
same across all three years included: 

• Basic demographics including age, sex/gender, race and ethnicity, and educational status; 
• Current length of time spent homeless, current length of time spent in location 

(Hollywood, Skid Row, and Venice); 
• Housing interest, housing wait list status, housing offers (since experiencing 

homelessness in Los Angeles), housing needs or requirements; and 
• Overall health status 

The questions included in the survey over the past two years (2023 and 2024) included: 

• Current employment status and employment type (among those currently employed); 
• U.S. military experience and veteran benefit eligibility status; 
• Current receipt of government assistance/benefits; past 30-day income (from any source); 
• Past 30-day housing search status (active with or without help); 
• Past-year forceable move experience (e.g., due to law enforcement or sanitation); 
• Engagement with homeless outreach/case management, most recent contact, type of 

support given in past 30 days; 
• Engagement with street medicine, and most recent contact; 
• Location where last housed, date of last housed, and whether housing loss was due to 

eviction; 
• Housing offers since becoming homeless in Los Angeles (by 10 housing types), 

acceptance by housing type, length of stay (if housing type accepted) and exit status 
(voluntary or not), and recency of latest housing offer; 

• Document possession (6 types); and 
• Current possession of working cell phone; phone internet access and use of phone apps 
• whether the respondent had, ever had or had a health care provider ever told them they 

had any of the following chronic, long-term conditions: physical health, mental health, 
substance use disorder, traumatic brain injury, developmental disability, or HIV/AID-
related illness 

• a five-item screener that helps to identify whether a person is indicated as having a 
lifetime or past 12-month probable substance use disorder (Dennis, Feeney, and Titus, 
2013) 

• a question about lifetime overdose(s) 
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• questions about past year arrests and jail/prison stays to account for a broader range of 
involvement with the legal system. 

Finally, we added two new questions in 2024: 

• whether respondent was ever in Foster care 
• Among those that reported receiving medical support since being unsheltered (e.g., 

doctor checked heart or bandaged wound), we asked where the care was received (e.g., 
on the street, from a mobile vehicle, at a clinic, office or hospital) 

The first item was added to provide additional context around the risk factors for unsheltered 
homelessness as we have observed high rates of housing instability among transition age youth 
with foster care system involvement (Hunter et al., 2024).  We added the second item based on 
input that indicated that the initial item that queried about receipt of medical support since being 
unsheltered did not specify where the care was received.  

As noted previously (Ward, Garvey, and Hunter, 2022; Ward, Garvey, and Hunter, 2023; 
Ward, Garvey, and Hunter, 2024), a few items were from existing surveys used with populations 
experiencing homelessness. However, we developed many of the survey items that were first 
pilot tested with a handful of respondents before implemented more broadly, these included 
questions about housing experiences, housing interest, housing option offers, acceptance, exits, 
housing wait list status, housing needs/requirements, displacement, homeless outreach/case 
management and street medicine experience, documentation and cell phone status.   
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Appendix C. Detailed Enumeration Data and Analyses 

Tables C.1—C.4 below present the raw data on which all of our LEADS enumeration 
analyses are based. Table C.5 presents the numerical outputs of all analyses derived from those 
data. Figures C.1—C.4 illustrate them and the associated regressions at the Rough Sleeper, 
Vehicle, and Structure category levels in each study area. Figure C.5 plots the combined tally of 
raw counts of these categories across the entire LA LEADS footprint (excluding East Venice), 
analogous to main text Figure 5. Finally, Figure C.6 plots the residual changes in those counts 
once annual trends are removed (disjoint solid lines in Figures C.1, C.2, C.3, dashed lines in 
main-text Figures 2.2, 2.3, 2.4).  

Figure C.5’s count trends reflect those in the inferred unsheltered populations up to a couple 
of notable exceptions. First, the left panel shows that raw counts in the LA LEADS footprint 
have not fallen with the total population—or have fallen by substantially less (cf. main text 
Figure 2.5). This phenomenon highlights the extent to which tents have been replaced by a 
combination of rough sleepers and vehicles. Relatedly, the second difference from Figure 5 is 
that the raw count of vehicles has risen steadily over time even though changes in their average 
occupancy has caused the number of vehicle dwellers to rise and fall. 

The distinction between counts and people is a technical one, but it has real implications for 
homelessness outreach. Outreach teams will not know ahead of time how many people are in any 
given vehicle or a tent, only that an informal dwelling exists that they can engage. Outreach 
workloads are thus sensitive to the raw count of persons and dwellings, not the weighted count of 
the total number of unsheltered people. Since the former has remained roughly unchanged since 
late 2021, these workloads have not diminished even though unsheltered homelessness has. 

Figure C.6’s sub-annual statistics reveal potentially important correlations between 
subpopulations on much shorter timescales. Quantitatively, the rough sleeping population swings 
by 40 percent between summer peaks and winter troughs relative to its average annual level 
(orange points; i.e., 95 percent of rough sleeping enumerations lie within ±0.4 times the annual 
mean). Such variability is expected, but its magnitude suggests that the annual winter PIT count 
substantially underestimates the total service demand generated by rough sleepers over the 
course of the year.  

Vehicle count fluctuations (blue) track rough sleeping variations with a correlation 
coefficient of 0.30 (p = 0.00), but tent counts (green) move in the opposite direction—as tent 
counts fall relative to their mean, rough sleeping tends to rise (correlation coefficient -0.27, p = 
0.01). Both short-term relationships mirror those displayed between these subpopulations over 
the entire study period (Figures 2.5, C.5). However, relative to each other, the opposite is true: 
tent and vehicle counts tend to change in the same direction over shorter timescales (correlation 
coefficient 0.39, p = 0.00), but trend against each other over the full study period.  
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The relationship between tent and rough-sleeping count fluctuations is consistent with 
scenarios in which tent dwellers become rough sleepers after losing a tent for any reason, but 
also one in which some people choose to sleep rough when the climate permits. The relationship 
between tent and vehicle count fluctuations suggests that these dwelling changes share a driving 
force distinct from whatever links tent-dwelling and rough sleeping. One possibility is that the 
marginal newly unsheltered person is roughly equally likely to be a tent- or vehicle-dweller, but, 
in all cases, more data is needed to tell.   

While these correlations do not demonstrate that changes in one kind of dwelling modality 
cause changes in the others, they do constrain the set of potential causes. Policymakers wishing 
to mitigate unintended policy consequences may wish to study this variability in more detail. 

Figure C.1. Rough Sleeping, Tent-, and Vehicle-Dwelling Trends in Hollywood 

 
Panel A. Unsheltered Population Estimates 
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Panel B. Unsheltered Counts 

 
NOTE: Unsheltered population estimates (left) and observed counts (right) in Hollywood broken out by subpopulation 
with global and annual linear trends overlaid. The bands around each trendline represent the 95 percent confidence 
interval on the regression derived from Monte Carlo resampling of the data modulated by their uncertainties. 
Regression parameter estimates for all global and 2024 annual trends are provided in Table C.5. 

Figure C.2. Rough Sleeping, Tent-, and Vehicle-Dwelling Trends in Skid Row 

 

Panel A. Unsheltered Population Estimates 
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Panel B. Unsheltered Counts 
 
NOTE: Unsheltered population estimates (left) and observed counts (right) in Skid Row broken out by subpopulation 
with global and annual linear trends overlaid. The bands around each trendline represent the 95 percent confidence 
interval on the regression derived from Monte Carlo resampling of the data modulated by their uncertainties. 
Regression parameter estimates for all global and 2024 annual trends are provided in Table C.5. 

Figure C.3. Rough Sleeping, Tent-, and Vehicle-Dwelling Trends in Venice 

 

Panel A. Unsheltered Population Estimates 



  15 

 

Panel B. Unsheltered Counts 
 
NOTE: Unsheltered population estimates (left) and observed counts (right) in Venice broken out by subpopulation 
with global and annual linear trends overlaid. The bands around each trendline represent the 95 percent confidence 
interval on the regression derived from Monte Carlo resampling of the data modulated by their uncertainties. 
Regression parameter estimates for all global and 2024 annual trends are provided in Table C.5. 
 

Figure C.4. Rough Sleeping, Tent-, and Vehicle-Dwelling Trends in East Venice 

 

Panel A. Unsheltered Population Estimates 
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Panel B. Unsheltered Counts 
 
NOTE: Unsheltered population estimates (left) and observed counts (right) in East Venice broken out by 
subpopulation with annual linear trends overlaid (data acquisition began in 2024). The bands around each trendline 
represent the 95 percent confidence interval on the regression derived from Monte Carlo resampling of the data 
modulated by their uncertainties. Regression parameter estimates are provided in Table C.5. 

Figure C.5. Global Unsheltered Count Trends across the Full LA LEADS Study Area 
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NOTE: Unsheltered count trends for the full LA LEADS study area broken-out by dwelling modality—sleeping rough 
(orange), living in tent and makeshift structures (green), or living in a car, van, or RV (blue). This figure presents the 
analogous trends to main text Figure 5 but using the raw enumerations as opposed to the weighted population 
inferences. The left panel shows absolute counts while the right panel shows each subpopulation as a fraction of all 
identified persons and dwellings. In both panels, thick bands show the 68 percent confidence interval (binomial 
estimates for the fractions at right), colored lines show regressions to these data, and vertical grey lines denote PIT 
count dates. 

Figure C.6. Sub-Annual Unsheltered Count Trends across the Full LA LEADS Study Area 

 

NOTE: Deviations of the raw enumeration results from the full LA LEADS survey area from the annual mean trend 
broken-out by unsheltered subpopulation (see Figures C.1—C.4). The left panel presents the datapoints relative to 
the spread expected due to random variations at 95 percent confidence. The latter is defined as twice the sigma 
value listed in each legend—i.e., two times the square root of the value of the trendline at a given date. The right 
panel shows histograms of those deviations with their RMS values listed. While the amplitude of variations in vehicle 
counts is similar to the level expected due to random chance, there is clear structure in the residuals of all 
subpopulations. Seasonal fluctuations are clear among rough sleepers, which correlate significantly with fluctuations 
in vehicle counts and anti-correlate with tent counts. Judging from the residual distribution at right, the instantaneous 
level of rough sleeping is rarely well characterized by its annual mean. 
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Table C.1. Enumeration Totals by Category and Incorporating Multipliers: Hollywood 

        Adjusted Totals 

Date Persons 
Cars and 

Vans RVs 
Small 
Tents 

Medium 
Tents 

Large 
Tents 

Unadjusted 
Total 

Full 
Multiplier 

Standard 
Error 

Hybrid 
Multiplier 

Standard 
Error 

10/29/21 280 53 22 85 76 116 632 900 53 718 51 
11/22/21 302 91 29 90 58 126 696 996 67 800 65 
12/21/21 222 87 36 109 74 129 657 987 67 843 66 
1/19/22 341 82 32 80 74 137 746 1054 65 832 63 
2/17/22 213 76 25 84 62 110 570 842 59 704 57 
3/16/22 294 108 30 66 64 98 660 939 71 748 69 
4/11/22 339 95 37 98 53 90 712 995 67 774 65 
5/18/22 338 86 32 88 71 92 707 987 64 768 61 
6/9/22 259 91 35 93 67 100 645 938 66 770 64 
7/7/22 359 110 32 91 71 105 768 1080 74 846 72 
8/3/22 339 105 29 108 73 134 788 1131 75 911 73 
8/29/22 433 91 32 65 62 108 791 1063 66 782 63 
10/4/22 326 82 46 88 59 69 670 928 61 716 59 
11/2/22* 293 83 29 93 42 69 609 849 59 659 57 
11/29/22* 350 78 37 110 57 103 735 1026 63 799 60 
12/30/22* 268 102 26 90 44 86 616 882 68 708 66 
2/1/23 286 99 30 103 53 94 665 1047 76 841 75 
3/20/23 255 120 38 92 79 81 665 1086 78 903 77 
5/24/23 424 143 43 102 49 95 856 1288 84 983 82 
7/19/23 355 155 28 92 37 105 772 1178 86 922 84 
9/18/23 415 153 36 72 40 107 823 1223 85 925 83 
11/14/23 347 109 29 90 48 68 691 1037 69 787 66 
1/25/24 335 133 34 73 37 60 672 877 43 716 40 
4/1/24 363 146 36 76 50 74 745 985 48 810 46 
6/4/24 386 153 34 67 38 47 725 924 43 738 40 
8/16/24 402 99 24 30 13 28 596 707 33 514 28 
10/16/24 380 92 28 31 9 12 552 644 30 461 25 
12/9/24 283 93 25 25 7 11 444 528 28 393 24 

Note: Lines highlighted in grey denote LA LEADS enumerations used in LAHSA PIT Count comparisons (Appendix F, Figures 2.6, F.1). The three starred entries 
in late 2022 have had their Adjusted Totals corrected since our last report, in which 2023 occupancies were applied. No results are affected by this change. 
Standard errors reflect half the width of the 68% confidence interval. 
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Table C.2. Enumeration Totals by Category and Incorporating Multipliers: Skid Row 

        Adjusted Totals 

Date Persons 
Cars and 

Vans RVs 
Small 
Tents 

Medium 
Tents 

Large 
Tents 

Unadjusted 
Total 

Full 
Multiplier 

Standard 
Error 

Hybrid 
Multiplier 

Standard 
Error 

9/30/21 595 24 6 166 135 320 1246 1592 323 1199 322 
10/13/21 586 69 5 168 153 276 1257 1625 302 1239 302 
11/2/21 529 52 7 190 133 325 1236 1619 336 1269 335 
11/15/21 606 62 5 215 147 314 1349 1753 344 1353 343 
12/3/21 757 108 5 216 166 336 1588 2051 367 1551 366 
12/15/21 586 49 5 233 228 274 1375 1799 358 1412 357 
12/27/21 604 50 5 246 143 275 1323 1711 333 1312 332 
1/13/22 701 48 4 252 179 304 1488 1911 364 1448 363 
1/26/22 623 53 3 216 207 278 1380 1789 344 1377 343 
2/2/22 657 68 5 235 188 304 1457 1892 360 1459 360 
2/22/22 673 58 5 230 150 270 1386 1773 325 1329 324 
3/7/22 655 63 5 245 128 299 1395 1798 343 1365 342 
3/25/22 742 48 7 217 114 253 1381 1727 297 1237 296 
4/6/22 884 63 5 242 102 311 1607 2001 343 1417 342 
4/26/22 755 47 7 191 130 273 1403 1753 302 1255 301 
5/3/22 741 52 5 252 98 286 1434 1809 331 1320 330 
5/20/22 747 78 5 193 160 271 1454 1844 313 1351 312 
5/31/22 859 78 6 212 175 243 1573 1966 311 1399 310 
6/15/22 845 61 4 185 144 259 1498 1855 296 1297 294 
6/27/22 854 58 3 204 187 239 1545 1921 309 1357 308 
7/13/22 741 54 4 195 181 231 1406 1767 298 1278 297 
7/28/22 761 66 4 203 132 306 1472 1860 329 1358 328 
8/8/22 837 64 4 177 129 261 1472 1820 289 1268 288 
8/25/22 772 73 4 214 134 261 1458 1835 308 1326 307 
9/9/22 836 60 4 182 148 260 1490 1847 296 1295 295 
9/19/22 749 74 4 208 124 277 1436 1814 312 1320 311 
10/13/22* 732 75 6 173 158 217 1361 1709 272 1226 271 
11/9/22* 687 77 5 204 123 300 1396 1786 324 1333 323 
12/12/22* 587 72 6 221 133 313 1332 1740 342 1352 341 
1/31/23 637 51 8 222 135 315 1368 1973 176 1579 175 
4/4/23 681 79 10 217 140 250 1377 1955 152 1532 150 
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        Adjusted Totals 

Date Persons 
Cars and 

Vans RVs 
Small 
Tents 

Medium 
Tents 

Large 
Tents 

Unadjusted 
Total 

Full 
Multiplier 

Standard 
Error 

Hybrid 
Multiplier 

Standard 
Error 

6/13/23 776 108 8 235 132 298 1557 2197 172 1716 170 
8/23/23 846 77 8 203 119 256 1509 2055 150 1530 148 
10/24/23 693 70 9 184 123 255 1334 1872 149 1442 147 
12/18/23 674 87 7 206 138 245 1357 1926 150 1508 148 
2/26/24 596 101 6 216 163 234 1316 1818 86 1395 83 
4/26/24 807 94 11 193 111 252 1468 1936 85 1363 80 
7/2/24 848 70 13 199 132 211 1473 1914 79 1312 74 
9/12/24 824 95 19 161 117 224 1440 1878 80 1293 75 
10/23/24 899 91 21 220 107 219 1557 2007 81 1369 75 
12/30/24 735 85 33 203 144 260 1460 1982 89 1461 86 

NOTE: Lines highlighted in grey denote LA LEADS enumerations used in LAHSA PIT Count comparisons (Appendix F, Figures 2.6, F.2). The three starred entries 
in late 2022 have had their Adjusted Totals corrected since our last report, in which 2023 occupancies were applied. No results are affected by this change. 
Standard errors reflect half the width of the 68% confidence interval. 
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Table C.3. Enumeration Totals by Category and Incorporating Multipliers: Venice 

Date Persons 
Cars and 

Vans RVs 
Small 
Tents 

Medium 
Tents 

Large 
Tents 

Unadjusted 
Total 

 Adjusted Totals  
Full 

Multiplier 
Standard 

Error 
Hybrid 

Multiplier 
Standard 

Error 
10/5/21 110 138 80 46 46 56 476 783 85 695 84 
11/10/21 109 89 92 39 49 44 422 680 65 593 64 
12/9/21 167 152 85 49 39 47 539 847 91 713 90 
1/3/22 149 172 80 69 39 65 574 934 102 814 101 
1/28/22 165 188 72 59 63 58 605 980 109 848 108 
3/2/22 180 163 70 60 41 49 563 886 96 742 95 
3/31/22 202 171 75 56 38 59 601 937 100 775 99 
4/28/22 196 207 75 65 69 34 646 1026 118 869 117 
5/25/22 213 183 64 80 47 42 629 984 106 814 105 
6/23/22 164 185 69 63 28 40 549 870 105 739 105 
7/22/22 240 191 85 60 33 45 654 996 110 804 109 
8/23/22 269 173 56 57 31 80 666 1008 101 792 100 
9/15/22 226 166 64 52 28 65 601 918 97 737 96 
10/19/22* 217 185 71 52 19 68 612 942 106 769 105 
11/15/22* 144 182 66 42 34 71 539 872 104 757 104 
12/13/22* 157 200 70 46 26 53 552 879 112 754 111 
2/3/23 152 197 85 24 5 22 485 818 74 736 74 
3/28/23 149 191 92 30 11 16 489 834 74 754 73 
6/1/23 182 227 86 25 15 18 553 923 82 825 81 
7/24/23 206 175 66 23 4 9 483 758 66 646 64 
9/27/23 189 210 79 31 9 4 522 854 76 752 75 
12/4/23 236 223 77 30 8 5 579 918 80 791 79 
2/13/24 197 227 78 27 14 11 554 738 41 610 38 
4/17/24 225 217 75 26 8 3 554 718 39 572 36 
6/21/24 183 189 63 23 8 7 473 619 36 500 33 
8/27/24 251 192 68 33 10 6 560 715 38 552 34 
10/28/24 216 197 61 21 6 4 505 647 36 507 33 
12/16/24 163 182 48 29 8 7 437 570 34 464 31 

NOTE: Lines highlighted in grey denote LA LEADS enumerations used in LAHSA PIT Count comparisons (Appendix F, Figures 2.6, F.2). The three starred entries 
in late 2022 have had their Adjusted Totals corrected since our last report, in which 2023 occupancies were applied. No results are affected by this change. 
Standard errors reflect half the width of the 68% confidence interval. 
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Table C.4. Enumeration Totals by Category and Incorporating Multipliers: East Venice 

Date Persons Cars/Vans RVs Small Medium Large Unadjusted Total 

Adjusted Totals 

Full Multiplier 
Standard 

Error 
Hybrid 

Multiplier 
Standard 

Error 

2/13/24 21 45 22 3 0 0 91 127 15 114 14 

4/17/24 30 44 25 3 0 0 102 140 15 122 14 

6/21/24 37 40 30 2 0 0 109 149 16 126 15 

8/27/24 32 41 13 1 1 0 88 116 13 96 12 

10/28/24 17 38 15 1 0 0 71 98 13 88 12 

12/16/24 12 31 8 2 1 1 55 76 11 69 10 

NOTE: Counts, population estimates, and standard errors for the East Venice enumeration area. Note that enumerations were only conducted here in 2024. 

Table C.5. Detailed LEADS Population Trends 

 
Full LEADS Study Period 2024 

 
All LEADS Hollywood Venice Skid Row All LEADS Hollywood Venice Skid Row 

Total Unsheltered Population 
        

Slope [people per day] -0.58 ± 0.07 -0.34 ± 0.07 -0.26 ± 
0.04 

0.13 ± 0.04 -1.49 ± 0.12 -1.36 ± 0.29 -0.44 ± 0.19 0.45 ± 0.21 

Intercept [people] 3648 ± 27 884 ± 28 789 ± 17 1881 ± 16 3367 ± 13 776 ± 33 668 ± 21 1921.58 ± 
21.45 

Intercept Date 5/16/23 5/20/23 5/12/23 5/16/23 7/13/24 7/2/24 7/15/24 7/29/24 

Pointwise Change [people] -194 ± 353 -372 ± 60 -213 ± 91 391 ± 335 -633 ± 195 -509 ± 74 -348 ± 87 56 ± 174 

Fractional Pointwise Change -0.06 ± 0.10 -0.41 ± 0.05 -0.27 ± 
0.09 

0.25 ± 0.26 -0.17 ± 0.05 -0.49 ± 0.05 -0.38 ± 0.06 0.03 ± 0.10 
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Modeled Change [people] -689 ± 69 -385 ± 68 -302 ± 44 157 ± 42 -563 ± 38 -533 ± 96 -165 ± 60 168 ± 65 

Fractional Modeled Change -0.17 ± 0.02 -0.36 ± 0.05 -0.32 ± 
0.04 

0.09 ± 0.02 -0.15 ± 0.01 -0.49 ± 0.06 -0.22 ± 0.07 0.09 ± 0.04 

Rough Sleepers 
        

Slope [people per day] 0.24 ± 0.04 0.08 ± 0.03 0.05 ± 
0.02 

0.12 ± 0.04 0.39 ± 0.25 -0.10 ± 0.17 -0.07 ± 0.13 0.49 ± 0.40 

Intercept [people] 1262 ± 15 329 ± 11 186 ± 8 737 ± 17 1331 ± 28 354 ± 207 202 ± 14 774 ± 44 

Intercept Date 5/16/23 5/20/23 5/12/23 5/16/23 7/13/24 7/2/24 7/15/24 7/29/24 

Pointwise Change [people] 196 ± 47 3 ± 24 53 ± 17 140 ± 36 -55 ± 47 -64 ± 25 -73 ± 20 61 ± 38 

Fractional Pointwise Change 0.20 ± 0.05 0.01 ± 0.09 0.48 ± 
0.18 

0.24 ± 0.07 -0.04 ± 0.04 -0.18 ± 0.06 -0.31 ± 0.07 0.09 ± 0.06 

Modeled Change [people] 281 ± 40 91 ± 29 59 ± 20 137 ± 44 146 ± 77 -40 ± 57 -26 ± 40 185 ± 125 

Fractional Modeled Change 0.25 ± 0.04 0.32 ± 0.11 0.38 ± 
0.14 

0.21 ± 0.07 0.12 ± 0.07 -0.11 ± 0.14 -0.12 ± 0.17 0.28 ± 0.22 

Vehicle Dwellers 
        

Slope [people per day] 0.00 ± 0.03 -0.01 ± 0.03 -0.05 ± 
0.04 

0.06 ± 0.01 -0.62 ± 0.07 -0.32 ± 0.10 -0.33 ± 0.08 0.11 ± 0.08 

Intercept [people] 789 ± 13 221 ± 11 430 ± 15 131 ± 4 772 ± 7 220 ± 12 399 ± 8 147 ± 8 

Intercept Date 5/16/23 5/20/23 5/12/23 5/16/23 7/13/24 7/2/24 7/15/24 7/29/24 

Pointwise Change [people] 131 ± 95 45 ± 37 -33 ± 84 120 ± 26 -294 ± 84 -95 ± 44 -253 ± 82 -6 ± 37 

Fractional Pointwise Change 0.24 ± 0.20 0.35 ± 0.36 -0.09 ± 
0.21 

2.27 ± 1.05 -0.30 ± 0.07 -0.35 ± 0.11 -0.43 ± 0.08 -0.03 ± 
0.16 

Modeled Change [people] 5 ± 32 -9 ± 27 -62 ± 37 68 ± 10 -233 ± 22 -125 ± 34 -124 ± 24 40 ± 24 

Fractional Modeled Change 0.01 ± 0.04 -0.04 ± 0.11 -0.14 ± 
0.07 

0.70 ± 0.14 -0.26 ± 0.02 -0.43 ± 0.08 -0.26 ± 0.04 0.32 ± 0.23 

Structure Dwellers 
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Slope [people per day] -0.73 ± 0.04 -0.40 ± 0.03 -0.24 ± 
0.03 

-0.03 ± 0.04 -1.21 ± 0.19 -0.84 ± 0.16 -0.04 ± 0.05 -0.13 ± 
0.32 

Intercept [people] 1560 ± 15 322 ± 13 164 ± 10 1005 ± 16 1244 ± 19 191 ± 19 62 ± 6 981 ± 33 

Intercept Date 5/16/23 5/20/23 5/12/23 5/16/23 7/13/24 7/2/24 7/15/24 7/29/24 

Pointwise Change [people] -521 ± 336 -420 ± 41 -232 ± 32 131 ± 332 -284 ± 170 -349 ± 54 -21 ± 20 2 ± 166 

Fractional Pointwise Change -0.30 ± 0.14 -0.86 ± 0.03 -0.78 ± 
0.04 

0.14 ± 0.40 -0.19 ± 0.11 -0.83 ± 0.04 -0.24 ± 0.21 0.00 ± 0.18 

Modeled Change [people] -871 ± 37 -458 ± 30 -286 ± 25 -38 ± 40 -456 ± 58 -330 ± 55 -15 ± 17 -48 ± 100 

Fractional Modeled Change -0.44 ± 0.01 -0.83 ± 0.03 -0.93 ± 
0.04 

-0.04 ± 0.04 -0.31 ± 0.03 -0.86 ± 0.05 -0.21 ± 0.21 -0.05 ± 
0.10 

NOTE: Pointwise changes are measured as the last datapoint minus the first datapoint (full study period) or from December 2023 to December 2024 (2024 period 
only). Modelled changes are based on either the global or 2024 regression trends evaluated at the same dates. All fractional changes are set relative to the first 
datapoint (e.g., a pointwise decline of 50 people in 2024 from a baseline of 100 people in December 2023 equates to a -0.5 fractional change). All listed 
uncertainties reflect standard errors (i.e., half of the 68 percent confidence interval). Bolded entries are significant to 95 percent.  
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Table C.6. Summary Changes in the Average Number of Unsheltered Residents in 2024 versus 
2021-22 

 
Overall Hollywood Skid Row Venice 

Total -330±26  
(-9%±1%) 

-190±40  
(-20%±4%) 

119±29 
(7%±2%) 

-225±31  
(-25%±3%) 

Persons 135±32  
(11%±3%) 

52±24  
(17%±8%) 

64±47  
(9%±7%) 

29±17  
(17%±10%) 

Vehicles 22±10  
(3%±1%) 

17±14  
(8%±7%) 

34±9  
(30%±9%) 

-15±14  
(-4%±3%) 

Tents and Structures -485±23  
(-28%±1%) 

-257±23  
(-57%±5%) 

22±35  
(2%±4%) 

-237±10  
(-79%±2%) 

 
NOTE: The 2024 annual mean population inferences in each subpopulation and area minus those from the initial 
2021-22 survey period. Parentheses denote percent changes; quoted uncertainties reflect half the 68 percent 
confidence interval. Bolded entries are significant to at 95 percent confidence.
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Appendix D. Survey Data Across Years 

The tables in this Appendix show the characteristics by neighborhood across years. The 
statistical tests are for across year comparisons within neighborhoods. 

Table D.1. Changes in Demographic Characteristics by Neighborhood Across Years (percentages) 

 Hollywood Skid Row Venice 

 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 

 (n=104) (n=54) (n=125) (n=212) (n=102) (n=214) (n=103) (n=46) (n=133) 

Age          

18-24 5 11 8 2 2 1 9 0a 2a,b 

25-34 40 30 37 8 15a 18a 17 28 22 

35-44 21 24 23 13 22a 23a 28 33 25 

45-54 14 24 20 29 23 21a 25 20 25 

55-64 13 9 11 32 29 27 19 13 16 

65 and older 7 2 2a 16 10 10a 2 7 9a 

Gender          

 Male 73 70 73 69 67 69 67 74 78a 

Female 22 22 20 29 33 28 27 24 16a 

Nonconforming 3 6 3 1 0 3a,b 4 0a 5b 

No answer 2 2 4 1 0a 0a 2 2 2 

Race          

American Indian 
or Alaska 
Native 

14 19 11 16 3a 9a,b 17 7a 14 

Asian American 7 2 6 4 3 4 7 4 2a 

Black/African 
American 

50 50 26a,b 67 68 65 26 28 23 

Native Hawaiian 
or Pacific 
Islander 

3 6 7 3 0a 4b 4 4 6 

White 35 37 55a,b 15 24a 18 60 65 52 

Other 15 15 15 13 15 16 18 13 22 

Hispanic/Latinx 19 28 27 20 16 25b 22 22 25 

Educational attainment 
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Less than high 
school 

29 33 27 31 41a 30b 26 24 25 

High school 
graduate 

23 33 34a 39 31 33 28 33 29 

Some college or 
vocational 
school 

40 22a 25a 24 18 28b 35 35 34 

Bachelor’s 
degree or 
higher 

8 11 14 7 10 8 10 9 12 

Veteran Status -- 7 12 -- 6 7 -- 7 11 

NOTE: Superscript a denotes a statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the 
same characteristic in a given study site between the first year and later year(s). Superscript b denotes a statistically 
significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same characteristic in a given study site 
between the 2023 and 2024 samples.   

 

Table D.2. Changes in Employment, Income, and Benefit Receipt Within Neighborhoods Across 
Time (percentages) 

Income or Employment Measure 
Hollywood 

 
Skid Row 

 
Venice 

 

 2023 2024 2023 2024 2023 2024 
 (n = 54) (n = 122) (n=103) (n=209) (n=46) (n = 130) 

Benefits receipt       

SNAP (food stamps) 70 67 76 73 65 60 

Medicaid/other public health 
care 

69 67 74 74 70 66 

General assistance 50 47 50 49 52 36a 

SSI / SSDI / disability 
payments 

6 14a 16 18 7 21a 

Veteran benefits 2 3 1 1 0 4a 

Unemployment 0 2 0 1 0 0 

Income (past 30 days)       

Mean $373 $564a $614 $498a $426 $636a 

25th percentile $100 $221a $221 $200 $100 $200 

50th percentile (median) $300 $418a $400 $370 $350 $500 

75th percentile $500 $550 $700 $604 $525 $1000a 

Employment status1       

Unemployed (seeking work) 37 43 37 43 33 31 

Not employed (not actively 
looking for work) 

43 29a 30 29 24 28 

Employed 9 8 6 5 22 20 

Disabled (with benefits or not) 9 15 21 20 15 17 
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Employment type (among 
employed) 

(n=5) (n=6) (n=6) (n = 10) (n=10) (n = 26) 

Informal employment 80 70 67 70 80 73 

Gig employment (delivery 
app, etc.) 

20 0 0 10 20 8 

Formal employment 0 30a 33 20 0 19a 
NOTE: SSI= Supplemental Security Income, SSDI = Social Security Disability Insurance. N and n = sample size for, 
respectively, the total survey sample and each site-specific subsample. 1 We report results on employment for three 
distinct categories: employed—meaning working for pay either formally or informally, unemployed—meaning not 
employed but actively seeking work, disabled—whether or not respondent is receiving disability benefits, or not 
employed and not actively looking (a state referred to as “not in the labor force” in official employment statistics). 
Though these categories seem to be exhaustive, we allowed for a response of “none of the above” and a small 
number of respondents (between 2 and 7 percent across the three sites) chose this answer. Superscript a denotes a 
statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same characteristic in a given 
study site between the first year and later year.  

Table D.3. Changes in Self-Reported Health By Neighborhood Across Years (percentages) 

 Hollywood Skid Row Venice 

 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 

 (n=102) (n=54) (n=121) (n=205) (n=103) (n=210) (n=101) (n=45) (n=129) 

Self-Reported Health status       

 Excellent 24 26 13a,b 15 13 18 19 16 18 

 Very good 23 22 22 19 11a 15 21 16 25 

 Good 27 22 28 31 29 28 29 40 27 

         Fair 15 22 30a 21 31a 26 23 22 18 

 Poor 12 7 7 15 17 14 9 7 12 

NOTE: Superscript a denotes a statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the 
same characteristic in a given study site between the first year and later year(s). Superscript b denotes a statistically 
significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same characteristic in a given study site 
between the 2023 and 2024 samples. 

Table D.4. Changes in Health, Substance Use, and Criminal Justice Involvement by Neighborhood 
Across Years (percentages) 

Health or Substance Use 
Measure 

Hollywood 
 

Skid Row 
 

Venice 
 

 2023 2024 2023 2024 2023 2024 
 (n=54) (n=121) (n=103) (n=210) (n=45) (n=129) 

Do you have, have you ever had, or has a health care provider ever told you that you have the 
following chronic, long-term condition? 

Mental Health Condition 54 55 59 61 51 49 

Substance Use Disorder 46 33 49 49 47 35 

Physical Health Condition 37 40 54 52 33 41 

Traumatic Brain Injury 20 24 14 19 20 18 
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Developmental Disability 24 20 14 21 9 11 

HIV/AIDS-related Illness 13 6 3 5 0 4a 

Trimorbidity 
(Simultaneously Having 
Physical, Mental Health, 
and a Substance Use 
Disorder) Conditions1 

13 13 21 27 17 12 

Substance Use Disorder Screening 

Probable SUD (Lifetime) 65 61 58 62 57 54 

Probable SUD (Past 
Year) 

44 37 47 50 37 32 

Number of times overdosed 
(lifetime) 

      

Zero times 59 66 72 65 78 74 

1 to 4 times 31 24 21 24 11 18 

5 or more times 9 11 7 11 11 8 

Have Been Arrested in the 
Past Year 

30 39 21 20 33 26 

Spent 1+ Nights in 
Jail/Prison in Past Year 

22 36 a 15 22a 27 24 

NOTE: n = number (sample size). SUD = substance use disorder. See Appendix B for description of GAIN-SS score 
methodology.1 We defined this variable as the intersection of reporting having or having been told you have all three 
of the listed conditions, a definition commonly used in the field of providing health and behavioral care to chronically 
homeless individuals (see, e.g., Rountree, Hess, and Lyke, 2019).  

Table D.5. Comparison of Changes in Homelessness Duration by Neighborhood Across Years 
(percentages) 

 Hollywood Skid Row Venice 

 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 

 (n=101) (n=54) (n=122) (n=205) (n=103) (n=209) (n=102) (n=46) (n=130) 

Duration of current spell of homelessness       

Less than 1 year 24 30 20 19 20 27a 25 28 25 

1 to 2 years 13 15 17 8 14 14a 15 17 11 

2 to 3 years 13 15 7 7 6 6 15 7 12 

3 years or longer 50 41 57b 66 60 53a 45 48 52 

Duration at current location       

Less than 90 
days 

3 19a 13a 5 13a 8 6 26a 25a 

3 to 12 months 9 20a 19a 5 11a 18a,b 17 11 18 

12 to 36 months 14 9 21b 8 17a 16a 13 11 11 

More than 36 
months 

74 52a 47a 82 59a 58a 65 52 45a 
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Past 30-Day Housing Search Status       

Looked on my 
own 

-- 31 36 -- 46 38 -- 22 34 

Looked with case 
manager 

-- 30 25 -- 28 34 -- 20 25 

Haven’t looked 
but plan to 

-- 33 26 -- 20 23 -- 35 24 

Haven’t looked, 
don’t plan to 

-- 6 12 -- 6 4 -- 24 17 

Factors That Have Forced a Move in the Past 
Year 

      

Law Enforcement -- 58 63 -- 51 48 -- 57 66 

Sanitation 
Activities 

-- 43 43 -- 48 52 -- 37 50 

Area Housed 
Residents 

-- 29 36 -- 26 23 -- 28 41 

Ambassadors/Bu
siness 
Improvement 
District Reps 

-- 19 24 -- 19 21 -- 20 21 

Urban Alchemy / 
Circle Teams 

-- 21 20 -- 15 17 -- 15 22 

Other -- 19 60b -- 10 51b -- 17 58b 

Location When Last Housed       

Los Angeles 
County 

-- 63 55 -- 67 66 -- 50 48 

Elsewhere in CA -- 11 9 -- 3 9b -- 7 14 

Outside of CA -- 26 36 -- 30 25 -- 43 38 

Lost Housing Due to 
Eviction 

-- 28 29 -- 18 27b -- 22 28 

NOTE: Superscript a denotes a statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the 
same characteristic in a given study site between the first year and later year(s). Superscript b denotes a statistically 
significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same characteristic in a given study site 
between the 2023 and 2024 samples.   

 

Table D.6. Comparison in Outreach and Service Utilization in Neighborhoods Across Years 
(percentages) 

Outreach / Service Measure 
Hollywood 

 
Skid Row 

 
Venice 

 
 2023 2024 2023 2024 2023 2024 

 (n = 54) (n=122) (n=103) (n = 210) (n = 46) (n = 130) 

Number of outreach/case management workers in contact with since becoming homeless this time 

None 22 22 23 20 17 24 
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One 22 22 25 24 30 15b 

Two 11 16 17 21 15 16 

Three 17 11 13 12 17 16 

Four 4 7 7 2 4 3 

Five or more 24 21 16 20 25 25 

(For those with one or more caseworkers) When was your last contact with a caseworker or manager? 

 n = 43 n=98 n=39 n=175 n=43 n=105 
Within past 7 days 40 33 25 28 31 42 

7-14 days 14 11 14 12 21 11 

14-30 days 19 14 16 16 15 13 

30-60 days 5 13b 10 10 13 10 

60-90 days 5 5 10 10 0 5b 

More than 90 days 19 23 24 24 21 19 

(For those with one or more caseworkers) Outreach services received in the past 30 days 

Water / Snacks 74 80 66 80b 48 68b 

Condoms, Safe Sex Resources 50 34b 51 58 30 27 

Harm Reduction Supplies (e.g., 
naloxone, clean needles) 

46 28b 49 55 39 23b 

Obtaining documents (Identification, 
Benefits) 

50 21b 32 28 30 21 

Assessment of Housing Needs 39 17b 20 28 33 24 

Transportation to Services 31 20 23 27 11 16 

Offer of Temporary Group Shelter 33 15b 23 22 13 12 

Offer of Temporary Individual 
Shelter 

15 8 7 12b  9 7 

Offer of Permanent Housing 9 3 10 9 2 5 

Other 6 5 2 9b 4 4 

Received medical services since 
being on the streets 

52 57 50 67b 39 61b 

(Of those receiving medical services 
since being on streets) When did you 
last receive medical services? 

n = 28 n = 68 n = 55 n = 141 n = 20 n = 79 

Within past 30 days 57 38b 60 52 40 49 

Within past 2-3 months 21 21 11 23b 10 24 b 

Within past 3-6 months 14 16 9 9 0 10b 

Within past 6-12 months 7 12 9 8 25 5b 

More than 12 months ago 0 13b 11 8 25 11 

(Of those receiving medical services 
since being on streets) Where did you 
receive that care? (check all that apply) 

 n = 68 - n = 140 - n = 79 

Emergency room - 33 - 35 - 32 

Urgent care or drop-in clinic - 18* - 30 - 24 
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Scheduled appt at doctor’s office - 15 - 19 - 14 

At an apartment/hotel/shelter where 
you were staying 

- 0* - 4 - 2 

In a mobile clinic/van - 18 - 26 - 12* 

In an encampment or on the street  10  9  4*,+ 

Other  2  1  2 

   At a church or public space  2  1  1 

   At jail  0  0  1 
NOTE: n = number (sample size). Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
Superscript b denotes a statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same 
characteristic in a given study site between the 2023 and 2024 samples. For the medical services receipt item, results 
for Hollywood and Venice that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90 percent confidence level 
or greater are indicated with an asterisk (*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from 
Hollywood at the 90 percent confidence level or greater are indicated with a plus sign (+).  

Table D.7. Housing Need or Preferences by Neighborhood Across Years (percentages) 

Housing Need 
or Preference 
Measure 

 
Hollywood 

 

Skid Row 
 

Venice 
 

 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 2022 2023 2024 
 (n = 102) (n=54) (n=121) (n=205) (n = 103) (n = 210) (n=102) (n=46) (n = 130) 

Interest in 
Housing 

85 94a 84b 94 94 97 86 85 86 

Currently on a 
waitlist 

27 48a 44a 25 32 35a 39 43 38 

Last time you were offered housing by a service provider 

Never - 44 39 - 37 43 - 49 51 

More than 
12 months 
ago 

- 19 21 - 29 21 - 24 16 

Within 6-12 
months 

- 13 5 - 4 7 - 4 5 

Within 3-6 
months 

- 4 12b - 3 4 - 2 4 

Within 2-3 
months 

- 6 11 - 11 8 - 11 9 

Within 30 
days 

- 15 13 - 17 18 - 9 15 

Specific housing or shelter needs or requirements 
Storage for 
possessions 

36 67a 51a,b 33 62a 58a 24  58a 50a 

Allowed to 
stay with 
partner, 
spouse, 
child or 
roommate 

32 56a 45a 24 38a 39a 27 49a 34b  
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Allowed to 
stay with pet 

23 39a 42a 20 39a 39a 22 29 42a 

Needs to be 
in particular 
neighborhoo
d 

36 31 43 39 33 31 38 31 47b 

Handicap 
accessible 

19 26 17 25 29 33a 15 16 12 

Other 14 26 23 8 17a 19a 16 20 20 
NOTE: Superscript a denotes a statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the 
same characteristic in a given study site between the first year and later year(s). Superscript b denotes a statistically 
significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same characteristic in a given study site 
between the 2023 and 2024 samples.   

 

Table D.8. Survey Participants’ Past Experiences with the Homeless Housing System By 
Neighborhood Across Years (percentages) 

Homeless Housing or Shelter Measure Hollywood 
 

Skid Row 
 

Venice 
 

 2023 2024 2023 2024 2023 2024 
Group shelter (n = 54) (n=122) (n = 103) (n=210) (n = 46) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 37 43 28 40b 28 33 

 (n = 20) (n = 53) (n = 29) (n = 83) (n = 13) (n=43) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 40 40 45 46 54 40 

Recovery or sober living housing (n = 54) (n=122) (n = 102) (n=208) (n = 45) (n=129) 

Ever been offered? 28 23 18 28 b 18 19 

 (n = 15) (n = 28) (n = 18) (n = 58) (n = 8) (n=24) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 47 25 67 45 b 25 54 

Long-term stay in hotel or motel (e.g., Inside Safe) (n = 54) (n=122) (n = 103) (n=209) (n = 46) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 11 22b 17 17 7 12 

 (n = 6) (n = 27) (n = 17) (n = 36) (n = 3) (n=15) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 20 41 59 61 67 53 

Safe camping (organized tent space) (n = 54) (n=122) (n = 102) (n=207) (n = 46) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 15 15 9 13 15 12 

 (n = 8) (n = 18) (n = 9) (n = 26) (n = 7) (n=16) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 25 17 44 24 86 25 b 

Shared housing (shared apartment or house) (n = 54) (n=121) (n = 103) (n=208) (n = 45) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 19 15 9 19 b 13 17 

 (n = 10) (n = 18) (n = 9) (n = 39) (n = 6) (n=22) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 30 22 22 23 17 23 

Bridge housing (temporary shelter with on-site 
services)  

(n = 54) (n=122) (n = 101) (n=208) (n = 45) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 9 14 10 13 16 15 

 (n = 5) (n = 17) (n = 10) (n = 26) (n = 7) (n=19) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 40 18 60 36 57 44 
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Supportive housing  (n = 54) (n=120) (n = 102) (n=208) (n = 45) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 19 13 8 13 9 14 

 (n = 10) (n = 15) (n = 103) (n = 26) (n = 4) (n=18) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 50 0b 63 23b 0 28b 

“Tiny” home (small shed as individual dwelling)  (n = 54) (n=121) (n = 103) (n=207) (n = 44) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 15 22 7 13b 11 12 

 (n = 8) (n = 26) (n = 7) (n = 27) (n = 5) (n=16) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 0 23b 57 30 20 13 

Other transitional living situation (interim housing 
with access to services) 

(n = 54) (n=122) (n = 103) (n=207) (n = 45) (n=129) 

Ever been offered? 7 20 b 7 12 9 10 

 (n = 4) (n = 24) (n = 7) (n = 24) (n=4) (n=13) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 25 21 57 29 25 31 

Permanent stay in motel or hotel-like setting (e.g., 
Project Homekey) 

(n = 54) (n=121) (n = 102) (n=209) (n = 45) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 6 15 b 7 11 2 7 

 (n = 3) (n = 18) (n = 7) (n = 22) (n =1) (n = 9) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 0 11 57 46 0 22 

NOTE: n = number (sample size). Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
Superscript b denotes a statistically significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same 
characteristic in a given study site between the 2023 and 2024 samples.   

 

Table D.9. Access to Cell Phones and the Internet and Current Document Status By Neighborhood 
Across Years (percentages) 

Cell Phone and Documentation 
Hollywood 

 
Skid Row 

 
Venice 

 
 2023 2024 2023 2024 2023 2024 
 (n = 54) (n = 122) (n = 103) (n = 210) (n = 45) (n = 130) 
Currently Have a Cell Phone 48 48 49 43 49 56 

(Of those with a cell phone) Can 
connect to Internet with it? 

93 81b 81 71 92 74 b 

(Of those with a cell phone) Use 
Digital Apps on it? 

79 75 77 69 92 72 b 

Currently Have the Following 
Documents 

      

Other State ID 41 30 40 33 31 36 

Social Security Card 26 29 32 31 24 28 

Proof of Citizenship 25 30 27 24 27 24 

Birth Certificate 15 23 20 18 20 22 

Driver’s License 11 18 12 15 22 26 

Veteran ID 0 1 2 2 2 2 
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NOTE: n = number (sample size) who provided a valid response to each question. The questions on accessing the 
internet and using digital apps were only asked of participants who reported currently having a working cell phone. 
Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. Superscript b denotes a statistically 
significant difference at the 90 percent confidence level or greater for the same characteristic in a given study site 
between the 2023 and 2024 samples.   
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Appendix E. 2024 Survey Data and Analyses 

The tables in this appendix provide description of the characteristics of the 2024 survey 
respondents with statistical testing for differences across sites (comparing both Hollywood and 
Venice with Skid Row and additional differences between Hollywood and Venice as described 
in more detail in the table notes). 

Table E.1. Demographic Characteristics of Survey Respondents (percentages) 

 All Hollywood Skid 
Row 

Venice 

 (n = 463) (n=123) (n=210) (n=130) 

Age     

18-24 3 8* 1 2+ 

25-34 24 37* 18 22+ 

35-44 24 23 23 25 

45-54 22 20 21 25 

55-64 20 11* 27 16* 

65 and older 7 2* 10 9+ 

Gender     

Male 72 73 69 78* 

Female 22 20* 28 16* 

Nonconforming 4 3 3 5 

No Answer 2 4* 0 2 

Race     

American Indian or Alaska Native 11 11 9 14 

Asian American 4 6 4 2+ 

Black/African American 43 26* 65 23* 

Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 5 7 4 6 

White 37 55* 18 52* 

Other 17 15 16 22 

Hispanic/Latinx 25 27 25 25 

Educational attainment     

Less than high school 27 27 30 25 
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High school graduate 32 34 33 29 

Some college or vocational school 29 25 28 34 

Bachelor’s degree or higher 11 14 9 12 

Veteran Status 9 12 7 11 

Foster Care Experience 26 29 29 20* 

NOTE: Results for Hollywood and Venice that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90 percent 
confidence level or greater are indicated with an asterisk (*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly 
different from Hollywood at the 90 percent confidence level or greater are indicated with a plus sign (+).  

Table E.2. Employment, Income, and Benefit Receipt in 2024 (percentages) 

Income or Employment Measure 
All 

(N = 461) 
Hollywood 
(n = 122) 

Skid Row 
(n = 209) 

Venice 
(n = 130) 

Benefits receipt     

SNAP (food stamps) 68 67 73 60* 

Medicaid/other public health care 70 68 74 66 

General assistance 45 47 49 36*+ 

SSI / SSDI / disability payments 18 14 18 21 

Veteran benefits 2 3 1 4 

Unemployment 1 2 1 0 

Income (past 30 days)     

Mean $554 $564 $498 $636* 

25th percentile $200 $221 $200 $200 

50th percentile (median) $400 $418 $370 $500* 

75th percentile $732 $550 $604 $1000*+ 

Employment status1     

Unemployed (seeking work) 39 43 43 31*+ 

Not employed (not actively looking 
for work) 

29 29 29 28 

Employed 10 8 5 20*+ 

Disabled (with benefits or not) 18 15 20 17 

Employment type (among employed) (N=46) (n=10) (n=10) (n=26) 

Informal employment 72 70 70 73 

Gig employment (delivery app, etc.) 7 0 10 8 

Formal employment 22 30 20 19 
NOTE: SSI= Supplemental Security Income, SSDI = Social Security Disability Insurance. N and n = sample size for, 
respectively, the total survey sample and each site-specific subsample. 1 We report results on employment for three 
distinct categories: employed—meaning working for pay either formally or informally, unemployed—meaning not 
employed but actively seeking work, disabled—whether or not respondent is receiving disability benefits, or not 
employed and not actively looking (a state referred to as “not in the labor force” in official employment statistics). 
Though these categories seem to be exhaustive, we allowed for a response of “none of the above” and a small 
number of respondents (between 4 and 6 percent across the three sites) chose this answer. Results for Hollywood 
and Venice that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90-percent confidence level or greater are 
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indicated with a star (*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90-percent 
confidence level or greater are indicated with a plus sign (+). 

Table E.3. Health, Substance Use, and Criminal Justice Involvement Among Survey Participants in 
2024 (percentages) 

Health or Substance Use Measure 
All 

(n = 460) 
Hollywood 
(n = 121) 

Skid Row 
(n = 210) 

Venice 
(n = 129) 

Self-reported Health Status     

Excellent 17 13 18 18 

Very Good 20 22* 15 25* 

Good 28 28 28 27 

Fair 25 30 26 18*+ 

Poor 12 7* 14 12 

Do you have, have you ever had, or has a health care provider ever told you that you have the following 
chronic, long-term condition?  

Mental Health Condition 56 55 61 49* 

Substance Use Disorder 41 33* 49 35* 

Physical Health Condition 46 41* 52 41* 

Traumatic Brain Injury 20 24 19 18 

Developmental Disability 18 20 21 11*+ 

HIV/AIDS-related Illness 5 6 5 4 

Trimorbidity (Simultaneously Having 
Physical, Mental Health, and a 
Substance Use Disorder) Conditions1 

19 13* 27 12* 

Screening for Substance Use Disorder (Global Appraisal of Individual Needs (GAIN) Short-Screener) 
Probable SUD (Lifetime) 60 61 62 54 

Probable SUD (Past Year) 42 37* 50 32* 

Number of times overdosed (lifetime)     

Zero times 68 66 65 74* 

1 to 4 times 22 24 24 18 

5 or more times 10 11 11 9 

Have Been Arrested in the Past Year 27 39* 20 26+ 

Spent 1+ Nights in Jail/Prison in Past 
Year 

26 36* 22 24+ 

NOTE: n = number (sample size). SUD = substance use disorder. See Appendix B for description of GAIN-SS score 
methodology.1 We defined this variable as the intersection of reporting having or having been told you have all three 
of the listed conditions, a definition commonly used in the field of providing health and behavioral care to chronically 
homeless individuals (see, e.g., Rountree, Hess, and Lyke, 2019). Results for Hollywood and Venice that are 
statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90-percent confidence level are indicated with a star (*). 
Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90-percent confidence level are 
indicated with a plus sign (+). 
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Table E.4. Measures of Homelessness Experiences of Survey Participants by Neighborhood in 
2024 (percentages) 

Homelessness Experience Measure 
All 

(n = 461) 
Hollywood 
(n = 122) 

Skid Row 
(n = 209) 

Venice 
(n = 130) 

Duration of current spell of homelessness 
Less than 1 year 25 20 27 25 

1 to 2 years 14 17 14 11 

2 to 3 years 8 7 6 12 

3 years or longer 54 57 53 52 

Duration at current location 
Less than 90 days 14 13 8 25*+ 

3 to 12 months 18 19 18 19 

12 to 36 months 16 21 16 11+ 

More than 36 months 51 47* 58 45* 

Past 30-Day Housing Search Status     

Looked on my own 37 36 38 34 

Looked with case manager 29 25* 34 25* 

Haven’t looked but plan to 24 26 23 24 

Haven’t looked, don’t plan to 10 12* 4 17* 

Factors That Have Forced a Move in 
the Past Year 

    

Law Enforcement 57 63* 48 66* 

Sanitation Activities 49 43 52 50 

Area Housed Residents 31 36* 23 41* 

Ambassadors/Business 
Improvement District Reps 

22 24 21 21 

Urban Alchemy / Circle Teams 19 20 17 22 

Local Business Owners 35 42* 31 33 

Local or State Government Staff 20 26 20 15+ 

Homeless Outreach Worker 14 14 11 18* 

Other Unhoused People 27 23 31 23 

Other Factors: 10 8 6 18*+ 

   Violence/Gangs 2 3 2 2 

   Family Situation 2 0 1 4+ 

   Landlord/eviction 1 0 1 3+ 

   Private Security 2 2 1 3 

Location When Last Housed 
Los Angeles County 58 55* 66 49* 

Elsewhere in CA 10 9 9 14 

Outside of CA 31 36* 25 38* 
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Lost Housing Due to Eviction 28 29 27 29 

NOTE: n = number (sample size). Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
Results that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90% confidence level are indicated with a 
star (*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90% confidence level are 
indicated with a plus sign (+). 

Table E.5. Associations Between Survey Participant Characteristics and Housing Search Status 

Outcome is whether respondent currently 
searching for housing (1) or not (0) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

(7) 

Ages 25-54 (compared to 18-24) -0.258       
 (0.126)       
Ages 55-61 (compared to 18-24) -0.282       
 (0.136)       

Age 62 or higher (compared to 18-24) -0.339       
 (0.141)       

Non-White race (yes compared with no)  0.056      
  (0.052)      

Hispanic ethnicity (yes compared with 
no) 

  -0.024     

   (0.051)     

Employed    0.059    
    (0.075)    

Total number of benefits     0.0301   
     (0.019)   

Self-reported poor health (compared with 
excellent 

     -0.044  

      (0.850)  

Self-reported fair health (compared with 
excellent 

     -0.068  

      (0.070)  

Self-reported good health (compared to 
excellent) 

     -0.255  

      (0.069)  

Self-reported very good health 
(compared to excellent) 

     -0.047  

      (0.070)  

Income $1200 or more (compared to $0-
$99) 

      0.106 

       (0.081) 

Income $900-$1999 (compared to $0-
$99) 

      0.201 

       (0.092) 
Income $600-$899 (compared to $0-$99)       0.201 
       (0.092) 
Income $300-$599 (compared to $0-$99)       0.167 
       (0.07) 
Income $100-$299 (compared to $0-$99)       0.141 
       (0.070) 
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Average search value by comparison 
group 

0.998 0.675 0.725 0.721 0.659 0.762 0.596 

 (0.129) (0.056) (0.036) (0.033) (0.052) (0.059) (0.058) 
Observations 463 463 456 463 463 460 458 

NOTE: Standard errors of each estimate are in parentheses. Bold type indicates results that are statistically 
significant at the 90 percent confidence level or higher. Any easy approach to interpretation of these models is to 
begin with the bottom row (“Average search value by the comparison group”) and then compare the estimate (both 
sign and magnitude) for the relevant group membership above in relation to this average. For example, in column 1, 
0.998 percent of respondents aged 18-24 reported looking for housing in the past 30 days while those 25-54 reported 
searching for housing at a rate equal to the 18-24 amount plus the coefficient for 25-54 or 0.998 + (-0.258) = 0.74.  

Table E.6. Outreach and Service Utilization Among Survey Participants (percentages) 

Outreach / Service Measure 
All 

(n = 462) 
Hollywood 
(n = 122) 

Skid Row 
(n = 210) 

Venice 
(n = 130) 

Number of outreach/case management workers in 
contact with since becoming homeless this time 

    

None 21 22 20 24 

One 21 22 24 15* 

Two 18 16 21 16 

Three 13 11 12 16 

Four 4 7* 2 3 

Five or more 22 21 21 25 

(For those with one or more caseworkers) When was 
your last contact with a caseworker or manager?  

n = 378 n=98 n=175 n=105 

Within past 7 days 33 33 28 42* 

7-14 days 12 11 12 11 

14-30 days 15 14 16 13 

30-60 days 11 13 10 10 

60-90 days 7 5 10 5 

More than 90 days 23 24 24 19 

(For those with one or more caseworkers) Outreach services received in the past 30 days 

Water / Snacks 77 80 80 68*+ 

Condoms, Safe Sex Resources 43 34* 58 27* 

Harm Reduction Supplies (e.g., naloxone, clean 
needles) 

39 28* 55 23* 

Obtaining documents (Identification, Benefits) 24 21 28 21 

Assessment of Housing Needs 24 17* 28 24 

Transportation to Services 22 20 27 16* 

Offer of Temporary Group Shelter 18 15 22 12* 

Offer of Temporary Individual Shelter 10 8 12 7* 

Offer of Permanent Housing 6 3* 9 5 

Other 7 5 10 4* 

    Medical help 1 0* 2 0* 
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    Gift card/cash 1 1 2 0* 

    Clothing/bedding/hygiene 4 4 4 2 

Received medical services since being on the 
streets 

63 57* 67 61 

(Of those receiving medical services since being on 
streets) When did you last receive medical services? 

n=287 n=68 n=140 n=79 

Within past 30 days 48 38* 52 49 

Within past 2-3 months 23 20 23 24 

Within past 3-6 months 11 16 9 10 

Within past 6-12 months 8 12 8 5 

More than 12 months ago 10 13 8 11 

NOTE: n = number (sample size). Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
Results that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90% confidence level are indicated with a star 
(*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90% confidence level are 
indicated with a plus sign (+). 

Table E.7. Housing Need or Preferences Among Survey Participants (percentages) 

Housing Need or Preference Measure 
All 

(n = 461) 
Hollywood 
(n = 121) 

Skid Row 
(n = 210) 

Venice 
(n = 130) 

Interest in Housing 91 84* 97 86* 

Currently on a waitlist 38 44* 35 38 

Last time you were offered housing by a service 
provider 

    

Never 44 39 43 51+ 

More than 12 months ago 20 21 21 16 

Within 6-12 months 6 5 7 5 

Within 3-6 months 6 12* 4 4+ 

Within 2-3 months 9 11 8 9 

Within 30 days 16 13 18 15 

Specific housing or shelter needs or requirements     

Storage for possessions 54 51 58 50+ 

Allowed to stay with partner, spouse, child or 
roommate 

39 45 39 34 

Allowed to stay with pet 40 42 39 42 

Needs to be in particular neighborhood 39 43* 31 47* 

Handicap accessible 23 17* 33 12* 

Other 20 23 19 21 

    Privacy or private space 5 7 3 5 

    Safe area or safe community 5 6 4 5 

    Close to transportation 3 2 3 3 

    Supportive or medical services 3 3 4 1* 

    Furnishings 1 0* 2 0* 
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    Affordable 2 0* 1 4+ 

    Parking 1 0 0 4*+ 

    Few rules 2 3 2 2 
 
NOTE: n = number (sample size). Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
Results that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90% confidence level are indicated with a star 
(*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90% confidence level are 
indicated with a plus sign (+). 

Table E.8. Homeless Housing Offers, Take Up Rates, Stays and Exit Reasons (percentages) 

Homeless Housing or Shelter Measure 

All 
 

Hollywood 
 

Skid Row 
 

Venice 
 

(n = 462) (n=122) (n=210) (n=130) 

Group shelter     

Ever been offered? 39 43 40 33+ 

 (n = 177) (n = 53) (n = 81) (n=43) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 42 40 46 40 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n=73) (n=21) (n=35) (n=17) 

Less Than 1 Week 23 24 20 29 

1 Week to 1 Month 32 38 29 29 

1 Month to 3 Months 12 10 17 6 

3 Months to 6 Months 12 14 9 18 

More than 6 months 21 14 26 18 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 64 57 77 47 

Recovery or sober living housing (n = 459) (n=122) (n=208) (n=129) 

Ever been offered? 24 23 28 19* 

 (n = 110) (n = 28) (n = 58) (n=24) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 42 25* 45 54+ 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n=43) (n = 7) (N=25) (n = 
11) 

Less Than 1 Week 9 29 4 8 

1 Week to 1 Month 21 29 13 33 

1 Month to 3 Months 30 14 42 17 

3 Months to 6 Months 19 0 21 25 

More than 6 months 21 29 21 17 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 54 86 40 64 

Long-term stay in hotel or motel (e.g., Inside Safe) (n = 461) (n=122) (n=209) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 17 22 17 12+ 
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 (n = 78) (n = 27) (n = 36) (n=15) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 53 41 61 53 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 41) (n = 11) (n = 21) (n=8) 

Less Than 1 Week 17 0 23 25 

1 Week to 1 Month 20 36 14 13 

1 Month to 3 Months 24 18 32 13 

3 Months to 6 Months 15 27 9 13 

More than 6 months 24 18 23 38 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 47 40 67 0 

Safe camping (organized tent space) (n = 459) (n=122) (n=207) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 13 15 13 12 

 (n = 60) (n = 18) (n = 26) (n=16) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 22 17 24 25 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 12) (n = 2) (n = 6) (n = 4) 

Less Than 1 Week 17 50 17 0 

1 Week to 1 Month 33 50 50 0 

1 Month to 3 Months 0 0 0 0 

3 Months to 6 Months 17 0 17 25 

More than 6 months 33 0 17 75 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 69 67 86 33 

Shared housing (shared apartment or house) (n = 459) (n=121) (n=208) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 17 15 19 17 

 (n = 79) (n = 18) (n = 39) (n=22) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 23 22 23 23 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 16) (n = 3) (n = 9) (n = 4) 

Less Than 1 Week 6 0 11 0 

1 Week to 1 Month 31 0 22 75 

1 Month to 3 Months 25 0 44 0 

3 Months to 6 Months 6 33 0 0 

More than 6 months 31 67 22 25 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 69 67 89 25 

Bridge housing (temporary shelter with on-site services)  (n = 460) (n=122) (n=208) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 14 14 13 15 
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 (n = 62) (n = 17) (n = 26) (n=19) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 33 18 36 44+ 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 20) (n = 3) (n =9) (n = 8) 

Less Than 1 Week 10 33 11 0 

1 Week to 1 Month 20 0 22 25 

1 Month to 3 Months 25 33 33 13 

3 Months to 6 Months 15 0 0 38 

More than 6 months 30 33 33 25 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 45 67 56 25 

Supportive housing  (n = 458) (n=120) (n=208) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 13 13 13 14 

 (n = 59) (n = 15) (n = 26) (n=18) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 19 0* 23 28+ 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 10) (n = 0) (n = 6) (n = 4) 

Less Than 1 Week 0 0 0 0 

1 Week to 1 Month 10 0 17 0 

1 Month to 3 Months 0 0 0 0 

3 Months to 6 Months 10 0 17 0 

More than 6 months 80 0 67 100 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 60 0 50 75 

“Tiny” home (small shed as individual dwelling)  (n = 458) (n=121) (n=207) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 15 22* 13 12+ 

 (n = 69) (n = 26) (n = 27) (n=16) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 23 23 30 13 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 14) (n = 6) (n = 7) (n = 1) 

Less Than 1 Week 29 17 43 0 

1 Week to 1 Month 21 17 29 0 

1 Month to 3 Months 7 17 0 0 

3 Months to 6 Months 21 50 0 0 

More than 6 months 21 0 29 100 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 25 0 50 .0 

Other transitional living situation (interim housing with 
access to services) 

(n = 458) (n=122) (n=207) (n=129) 

Ever been offered? 13 20* 12 10+ 
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 (n = 61) (n = 24) (n = 24) (n=13) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 26 21 29 31 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 16) (n = 5) (n = 7) (n = 4) 

Less Than 1 Week 25 40 14 25 

1 Week to 1 Month 31 60 14 25 

1 Month to 3 Months 6 0 14 0 

3 Months to 6 Months 19 0 43 0 

More than 6 months 19 0 14 50 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 47 40 71 0 

Permanent stay in motel or hotel-like setting (e.g., Project 
Homekey) 

(n = 460) (n=121) (n=209) (n=130) 

Ever been offered? 11 15 11 7+ 

 (n = 49) (n = 18) (n = 22) (n = 9) 

(Of those ever offered) Ever accepted? 29 11* 46 22 

How Long Was Latest Stay? (n = 14) (n = 2) (n = 10) (n = 2) 

Less Than 1 Week 7 0 10 0 

1 Week to 1 Month 36 0 40 50 

1 Month to 3 Months 7 0 10 0 

3 Months to 6 Months 21 0 30 0 

More than 6 months 29 100 10 50 

Left Voluntarily (Versus Involuntarily) 54 0 78 0 

 
NOTE: n = number (sample size). Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. 
Results that are statistically significantly different from Skid Row at the 90% confidence level are indicated with a star 
(*). Results for Venice that are statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90% confidence level are 
indicated with a plus sign (+). 

Table E.9. Associations Between Survey Participant Characteristics and Distinct Offers of 
Housing and Shelter 

Outcome is number of distinct offers of housing or 
shelter received since becoming homeless (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Ages 25-54 (compared to 18-24) 0.512      
 (0.576)      
Ages 55-61 (compared to 18-24) 0.877      
 (0.624)      

Age 62 or higher (compared to 18-24) 0.438      
 (0.647)      

Self-reported poor health (compared to Excellent)  0.406     
  (0.452)     
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Self-reported fair health (compared to Excellent)  0.345     
  (0.319)     

Self-reported good health (compared to Excellent)  0.562     
  (0.311)     

Self-reported very good health (compared to 
Excellent) 

 0.674     

  (0.335)     

Have you ever had a chronic or long-term physical    0.282    
health condition? (yes compared to no)   (0.212)    

Have you ever had a chronic or long-term mental    0.380    
health condition? (yes compared to no)   (0.219)    

Have you ever had a chronic or long-term    0.142    
substance use disorder? (yes compared to no)   (0.264)    

Co-occurrence of physical, mental health, and    0.815   
substance use disorder (yes to all compared to no 
to one or more) 

   (0.256)   

Non-White (yes compared to no)     0.238  
     (0.235)  

Hispanic ethnicity (yes compared to no)      -0.014 
      (0.233) 

Average number of distinct offers received by  1.182 1.347 1.246 1.526 1.539 1.741 
comparison group (0.589) (0.267) (0.214) (0.163) (0.254) (0.162) 
Observations 463 460 458 463 463 456 

NOTE: Standard errors of each estimate are in parentheses. Bold type indicates results that are statistically 
significant at the 90 percent confidence level or higher. Any easy approach to interpretation of these models is to 
begin with the bottom row (“Average number of distinct offers received by the comparison group”) and then compare 
the estimate (both sign and magnitude) for the relevant group membership above in relation to this average. For 
example, in column 4, respondents without co-occurring conditions received an average of 1.526 offers of housing or 
shelter and respondents with a co-occurring condition reported receiving an additional 0.815 offers of housing (for a 
group average total of 1.526+0.815 = 2.341 offers), an increase of more than 50 percent.  

 

Table E.10. Access to Cell Phones and the Internet and Current Document Status of Survey 
Participants in 2024 (percentages) 

 All Hollywood Skid Row Venice 
 (n = 462) (n = 122) (n = 210) (n = 130) 

Currently Have a Cell Phone 48 48 43 56* 

(Of those with a cell phone) Can 
connect to Internet with it? 

74 81 71 74  

(Of those with a cell phone) Use 
Digital Apps on it? 

71 75 69 72 

Currently Have the Following 
Documents 

    

Other State ID 33 30 33 36 

Social Security Card 30 29 31 29 

Proof of Citizenship 25 30 24 24 

Birth Certificate 20 23 18 22 
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Driver’s License 19 18 15 26* 

Veteran ID 2 1 2 2 
NOTE: n = number (sample size) who provided a valid response to each question. The questions on accessing the 
internet and using digital apps were only asked of participants who reported currently having a working cell phone. 
Mutually exclusive percentages may not add to exactly 100 due to rounding. Results that are statistically significantly 
different from Skid Row at the 90% confidence level are indicated with a star (*). Results for Venice that are 
statistically significantly different from Hollywood at the 90% confidence level are indicated with a plus sign (+). 

Table E.11. Associations Between Survey Participant Characteristics and Having a Cell Phone 

Outcome is having a cell phone (1) or not (0) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

Ages 25-54 (compared to 18-24) -0.034      
 (0.133)      
Ages 55-61 (compared to 18-24) -0.014      
 (0.144)      

Age 62 or higher (compared to 18-24) -0.214      
 (0.149)      

Self-reported poor health (compared to Excellent)  -0.191     
  (0.089)     

Self-reported fair health (compared to Excellent)  -0.063     
  (0.074)     

Self-reported good health (compared to Excellent)  -0.111     
  (0.072)     

Self-reported very good health (compared to 
Excellent) 

 -0.007     

  (0.078)     

Have you ever had a chronic or long-term physical    -0.042    
health condition? (yes compared to no)   (0.050)    

Have you ever had a chronic or long-term mental    0.011    
health condition? (yes compared to no)   (0.051)    

Have you ever had a chronic or long-term    -0.022    
substance use disorder? (yes compared to no)   (0.050)    

Co-occurrence of physical, mental health, and    -0.049   
substance use disorder (yes to all compared to no 
to one or more) 

   (0.060)   

Non-White race (yes compared to no)     0.083  
     (0.054)  

Hispanic ethnicity (yes compared to no)      -0.046 
      (0.054) 

Average value by comparison group 0.494 0.508 0.458 0.447 0.361 0.444 
 (0.136) (0.062) (0.050) (0.038) (0.059) (0.037) 
Observations 462 460 458 462 462 455 

NOTE: Standard errors of each estimate are in parentheses. Bold type indicates results that are statistically 
significant at the 90 percent confidence level or higher. Any easy approach to interpretation of these models is to 
begin with the bottom row (“Average value by the comparison group”) and then compare the estimate (both sign and 
magnitude) for the relevant group membership above in relation to this average. For example, in column 2, 
respondents whose self-reported health was excellent received an average of .51 offers of housing, while those who 
reported  “poor” health received 0.19 fewer offers on average, or an average of 0.51 + (-0.19) = 0.32. 
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Appendix F. Comparing LA LEADS Enumerations to the Annual 
LAHSA Point-In-Time Count 

As discussed in the main text, LA LEADS’s enumerations span three years of LAHSA PIT 
counts. Figure 2.6 and Table 2.2 show the 2024 PIT data in the LA LEADS footprint amount to 
roughly two-thirds of the raw tally returned by our field research teams. Figure F.1 and Table 
F.1, however, show that this mismatch did not emerge in 2022 or 2023. 

Indeed, the LA LEADS and LAHSA PIT enumerations from 2022 and 2023 (Los Angeles 
Homeless Services Authority, undated-a, undated-b) agree in remarkable detail. In both years, 
the datasets are consistent to 95 percent statistical precision across some geographies and 
categories of unsheltered homelessness (dark gray shaded bands in Figure F.1, suggesting 
random errors), and are almost universally consistent to ±20 percent in 2023 (light grey shaded 
regions). This finding echoes similar consistencies noted by community-led efforts in 2021, 
when no official PIT count took place (Hollywood 4WRD, 2021) and points to the general 
accuracy of all-volunteer enumeration efforts. 

To help remedy 2024-like mismatches in the future, a subset of tracts could be selected for 
independent enumeration by both professionals and volunteers on the night of the PIT. Such 
duplicate data would provide valuable cross-checks to adjust for any potential data collection 
issues that may arise countywide—a valuable piece of insurance for one of the most politically 
and programmatically important data points in Los Angeles. 
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Figure F.1. Comparisons of LEADS Data and the 2022 and 2023 LAHSA Point-in-Time Counts 

 
NOTE: Each LA LEADS enumeration took place within two weeks of that year’s PIT count. The dark grey band in 
each panel denotes the range of LA LEADS—PIT offsets expected by random chance (95 percent confidence interval 
assuming Poisson statistics). The light grey shaded area denotes ±20 percent chosen for visualization purposes only. 
In 2022, the PIT and LA LEADS raw counts were consistent to 20 ± 10 percent in total. In 2023, that was additionally 
true at the level of most individual neighborhoods (shapes) and unsheltered categories (colors). 

Table F.1. Detailed Comparison of 2022 and 2023 LEADS and LAHSA PIT Counts 

 
LEADS PIT Difference LEADS/PIT Ratio PIT Percent Offset 

from LA LEADS 
2022 

Total 2519 2249 270 1.12 -11% 

Rough Sleepers 1066 754 312 1.41 -29% 

Dwellings 1453 1495 -42 0.97 3% 

Vehicles 397 331 66 1.20 -17% 

Structures 1056 1163 -107 0.91 10% 

2023 

Total 2518 2347 171 1.07 -7% 

Rough Sleepers 1075 923 152 1.16 -14% 

Dwellings 1443 1424 19 1.01 -1% 

Vehicles 470 449 21 1.05 -4% 

Structures 973 975 -2 1.00 0% 
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Abbreviations 

CA California 
COVID-19 coronavirus disease 2019 
HIV/AIDS human immunodeficiency virus/acquired immunodeficiency syndrome 
HUD U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
LA Los Angeles, California 
LAHSA Los Angeles Homeless Services Authority 
LA LEADS Los Angeles longitudinal enumeration and demographic survey 
MSS makeshift shelter 
PEH people experiencing homelessness 
PIT Point-In-Time 
PSH permanent supportive housing 
RV recreational vehicle 
SPA service planning area 
SSI Supplemental security income 
SSDI Social Security Disability Insurance 
TAY transition-aged youth 
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