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“In some ways, the best news for Jacksonville is
the [Quality of Life Progress] Report itself.

The very premise of the report, and of JCCI, is
the belief in Jacksonville as a community where
the problems of some are the responsibility of
everyone.”

‘lh | _The Elorida Times-Union

J c c Citizens building

a better community




“A certains régards, la meilleure nouvelle pour

Jacksonville est le [la qualité de |la vie Progres]
Rapport lui-méme.

Le principe méme du rapport, et de JCCI, est la
croyance dans Jacksonville en tant que
communauté ou les problemes de certains sont
de laresponsabilité de tout le monde.”

‘lh -The Florida Times-Union

Citizens building
; a better community




“1T we could first
know where we are
and whither we are

tending, we could

better judge what
to do, and how to
doit...”

— Abraham Lincoln
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Commitment
to Progress

5T T

telling our story, measuring our progress:
california's regional quality of life
indicator projects

prapared By the californa center for regionsl leadership
o the cal fiamia dhildren and farmilies & soci ation

2003




In a time when our neighbors listen to elected officials or
other established leaders and wonder who to believe,
Indicator reports serve as a civic-based tool to re-build
this country’s social capital ... our trust in each other, our

willingness to find common vision and values, our
engagement in collaborative civic work to solve pro
that confront us. But most of all, they help to builc

blems
a

commitment to stewardship, to pass along to our c

nildren

and grandchildren a country of many regions that are
much improved over those left to us. Such commitment

to progress is also a commitment to measure our

progress ... honestly and with open hearts and minds.

This is the promise of the regional indicator movement in
our state and our country.

Becky Morgan, Morgan Family

Foundation




/ Regional Indicator Reports
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Per Capita Income by County
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Graduation Rates for Public Schools by District, 1998-2002
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Sustainable Seattle

The process of developing and selecting indicators is at least as
Important as publishing them.

The process of debating the design of indicators shapes the
players’ thinking about the policies. Agreement on indicators helps
get agreement on policy.

Judith Innes
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State of the Region

Regional Performance in the Buffalo Niagara Region
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Municipal Cooperative  Agreements

Health/Human
Services
11%
Financial S Public Works

Services 25%

10%
General
Government— Based on 946
o collaborative
7 agreements
Econ Dev/ reported, 2002
Environment
8%
Parks/ Public Safety
26%
Recreation
5% Library  other _
Services 4% # of Agreements # of Municipalities Reporting % of Municipalities
'q'% ‘4 32 25%
&5 23 18%
6to 10 40 31%
11 to 15 23 18%
16 to 25 9 7%
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Affordable Housing
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ArForpaBILTY OF REnTs & MORTGAGES
Percentage Difference 1991-2002 (Pittsburgh M5A)
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GOAL: Goobp anp ArrorpasLE Housing For ALL |
STATUS: Ownmc a4 HoME 15 AFFORDABLE, AND GETTING Mo 3 ATy
Bur Low-Income Renters Face Persistentiy HigH ReENT

INDICATOR
Home ownership and rental affordability for

ow-income people

FREND- - -

House price affordability improving since 2000,
rents stable at an unaffordable level.

WHAT WE MEASURE

For this indicator, we consider g typical
ower-income famly of four, ard calculate the
percentage difference between what a normal
nouse costs and what the family can afford fo
pay. The costs take into account the prevailing
nterest rates for each year. We do the same

WHAT IT MEANS

On these graphs, rising lines are not a good
sign. & decade of mostly improving conditions

in the 1990s ended with an upturn that |eft the

gap between rents and incomes stable at an
unaffordable level.

Mearwhile, home ownership, relatively quite
affordable for most of the decade, has been
getting more so the last two years, meaning
that median (typical) house prices are balow the
level considered affordable and moving lower.

This situation is rare in L5 cities, where in most
cases housing prices have risen sharply and zre
usualy relatively lzss affordable than rental
units For reference, the median house price

Buying a bowse is becoming more affordable, bul
renting is less affordable.

bype of calculation to compare average
rents and with what lower income renters
zan afford. AVIR refers to Fair Market Rents.
Data and affordablity standards come from
the LL5. Department of Housing and Urban
Development.

in 2002 was 156,000, whereas the affordalle
house price was $170,000 for a low-income
median family income of $36,800/year. For
the same year, affordable rent for the median
personal income of $26,046 was $521/mo, but
the Housing and Lrban Development ("THUD")
estimate of fair market rents (""MR") that year
is $557 [average of rents for 1 or 2 bedroom
apartments].
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QUALITY OF LIFE | It masters o us all.

Setting

.

Two states. 16 counties. 2.7 million people. r P O
O
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RegionWise Is committed to reducing the gap
between what we know and what we do. It
seeks to be part of a continuous regional
Improvement process in which practice
Informs research, research informs public
policy, and public policy informs practice. To
this end, RegionWise builds bridges and
facilitates interaction between service

providers, policy makers, and researchers —
to frame research questions and processes,
Interpret data, articulate its practical
Implications, identify indicators of progress,
and champion change.

Richard Kurz, Chair
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Thinking Globally/Acting Locally
A Regional Wake-Up Call

A Summary of the
Boston Indicators Report
2002 - 2004

www.bostonindicators.org




Boston Neighborhoods




The High Cost of Inaction

Massachusetts Net Migration
ortheastern University labor economist Paul Harrington &0 B 2004
calls New England the “Europe of America” because it = ematons
closely mirrors Europe’s slow labor market growth and N
aging population. At the same time, however, the regional economies i 10 s2zee 3224 siam o s1s3s
of New England—particularly the Boston metropolitan region— g% I I
depend on young and well-educated workers to seed their knowledge g’
economies. The region’s future success depends on reversing the Bl I
preventable loss and waste of talent—nurturing and rooting home- 40 aaom
grown talent, while also continuing to atiract immigrants, students 50 e 58,910
and other mobile groups. B e 01 om0102 2002403 200304

Here are some demographic snapshots to be concerned about:

[Out]-Migrating Massachusetts Residents

Source: LLE Census Bumau, Shate Popubfon Exiimais,
Compan et s of Populafion Char ga

Fp e omn S g owfpo pe s fsiates




Met Migration from Massachusetts
to Other States: 1990 - 2002

Met Domestic Mig-ation

@é' Young, Single, % College-Educated
100 -
20 _argest Meto Regions: 19852000
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GOAL:

Breakthrough models in human development—from world
class pre-K-16 education to lifelong learning for everyone
to healthy child development and aging—that support a
dynamic workforce, a high quality of life, and a shared
sense of belonging, safety and well-being

2030 VISION: Greater Boston creates an entirely new, powerful
and cost-effective model of human development by aligning health
and education in early intervention strategies and public education
campaigns, which employ public/private partnerships. With gradu-
ally improving health outcomes for all ages, the Commonwealth
begins to redirect resources in a virtuous cycle of upstream health
promotion and child development, early education, teacher training,
K-12 educational excellence, after school enrichment, adult basic
education, workforce training and higher education. Meanwhile,
health costs in competitor states continue to soar, eclipsing resources
for all other sectors. The Commonwealth’s bre akthrough “upstream™
approach to health and education eliminates historic disparities,
garnering international recognition and replication. With its highly
educated, healthy and flexible workforce, the region atiracts a
constant stream of research initiatives and new industries.

STRATEGIC MILESTONE:

Educational excellence, as indicated by all third graders reading
at the third-level
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HE NEW REGIONAL A

Monitor
Progress

CENTRAL FLORIDA




General Public Quality of Life Pricrities: Safe community most
important; family, schooling and congestion secondary

A safe cOMmUny wih 10w ime
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= FILORIDA HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION RATE 2000:2001

FLORIDA HIGH SCHOOL
GRADUATION RATE 2000-2001
(Counties Ranked by Graduation Rate) b
Lade i dve (B2 B B BE-~ - Florida Countles Crlme Index 2000
County Rank & :




Indicators a society chooses to report to itself about
Itself are surprisingly powerful. They reflect
collective values and inform collective decisions. A
nation that keeps a watchful eye on its salmon runs
or the safety of its streets makes different choices
than does a nation that is only paying attention to its

GNP. The idea of citizens choosing their own
Indicators is something new under the sun —
something intensely democratic.

Kent E. Portney
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Ben Warner

ben@jcci.org

WWW.|CCI.Org

N/ATFC communityindicators.blogspot.com

National Association of Planning Councils

www.communityindicators.net
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