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Overview

The analysis was originally based on 73,458 Coachella
Valley property data entries compiled by Visit Greater
Palm Springs. The entries represented non-primary
residence properties, identified as those reporting their
home as non-owner occupied in the Riverside County

property database.

The data was then converted into an SPSS statistical
format by the Coachella Valley Economic Partnership
(CVEP) to calculate and develop tables. After reviewing
the entries, 4,012 were eliminated that lacked
classification data or with the same property and mailing
address. The result is a net sample of 69,446 Coachella
Valley properties, identified as both single family and
condo properties (many in both categories with multiple

owners).

The database included 42,973 (58.5%) single
family and 30,485 (41.5%) condo properties. (Although
owners may retain a post office box locally, there is no

data to support that percentage.)



Key Findings

There are 73,458 total properties (69,446 net
sample properties after exclusions) in the nine

cities of Greater Palm Springs

42,973 are single-family properties; 30,485 are

multi-family condos

are owned by residents of other countries

For California ownership: Coachella Valley has the most
owners (32.1%), followed by the Greater Southern
California Region (Other Southern California, excluding
Los Angeles) (28.4%), then Los Angeles County (27.5%),
then Northern California (9.9%), followed by Central
California (2.1%)

w 92% of properties are owned by U.S. residents,
Py 7% are owned by Canadians and less than 1%

are in three cities: Palm Desert (23%), Palm
Springs (22%), and La Quinta (15%).

O/ Non-primary residences by city show that 60%
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Exhibit 2

Remote Ownership by Zip Code
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Exhibit 3

Remote Ownership by Zip Code
10 or More Remote Owners
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Property Ownership
by Primary Residence Country

PROPERTY OWNER
BY PRIMARY RESIDENCE COUNTRY
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CONCLUSION: It's estimated that over 92% of non-primary properties are
owned by US residents, while 7% are owned by Canadians, with less than
1% of owners being European or from other countries.



Ownership by
Counties and Property City

Number of Properties by City

United States Canada Europe Other Countries

Cathedral City 4,620 391 11 5
Coachella 1,241 4 0 0
Desert Hot Springs 4,094 53 3 1
Indian Wells 2,829 241 4 1
Indio 5,358 520 4 1
La Quinta 10,267 776 ? 3
Palm Desert 14,471 1.511 32 11
Palm Springs 14,352 772 54 17
Rancho Mirage 6,037 831 21 1

&4 247 4 997 138 40

Number of Properties by City (%)
United States Canada Europe Other Countries

Cathedral City ?1.9% 7.8% 0.2% 0.1%
Coachella 99.7% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0%
Desert Hot Springs 98.6% 1.3% 0.1% 0.0%
Indicn Wells 92.0% 7.8% 0.1% 0.0%
Indio 21.0% 8.9% 0.1% 0.0%
La Quinta 92.9% 7.0% 0.1% 0.0%
Falm Desert 20.3% ?.4% 0.2% 0.1%
Falm Springs 94.5% 3.1% 0.4% 0.1%
Rancho Mirage 20.2% 9.4% 0.3% 0.0%
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Ownership by State &
Canadian Province
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CONCLUSION: While California owners comprise an estimated 68% of
total ownership, another 7% are estimated to live in Washington state and 3%
in Oregon. Of the 7.2% of Canadian owners, an estimated 3.5% are from
British Columbia and 2.5% from Alberta, the top Canadian areas.



Ownership by State &
Canadian Province (%)

Owner's Total Cathedral Desert Hot Palm Palm Rancho
State (Province City Coachella| Springs Desert Springs Mirage

Basz: All
Froperiies (US & 70,651 5.104 1.388 4,267 3. 102 72358 11.215 16,221 15,438 & 710
Canadal

Subtotal: 1.5, 92.2% 02.2% 90.7% 28.7% 92.1% 21.1% 93.0% 20.5% 04.9% 20.5%
CA &7 .75 T6.59% FE.9% 859% S10% 75.4% &3.8% 62.2% & 7% &0.4%
WA 7.2% 4.1% 0.4% 20% 10.4% 51% 8.5% 2.3% 5.5% 7%
OR 2.8% 1.5% 0.1% 0.9% 4 7% 1.7% 3.5% 3.7% 28% 29%
IL 1.7% 0.8% 0.2% 0.2% 30% 0. 4% 1.6% 1.7% 2.1% 29%
MH 1.3% 0.8% - 0.2% 1.4% 0.86% 1.5% 1.3% 1.5% 21%
co 1.2% 0.4% 0.1% 0.5% 37 0.7 % 1.6% 1.2% 1.0% 1.4%
MY 0.9% 0.5% 0.3% 0.4% 1.5% 0.7 % 1.3% 1.2% 0.7% 0.9%
MY 0.9% 0.7% 0.1% 0.2% 0.8% 0.3% 0.6% 0.6% 2.0% 0.9%
X 0.9% 0.6% 0.3% 05% 346% 0.5% 0.9% 0.7% 0.9% 0.9%
1 0.4% 0.2%|- 03% 1.2% 0.5% 0.9% 0.7% 0.3% 0.46%
M 0.5% 0. 4% - 0.2% 0.5% 0.3% 0.5% 0.5% 0.8% 07%
Wi 0.4% 0.2% - 0.2% 0.4% 0.3% 0.6% 0.5% 0.5% 0.6%
AZ 0.4% 0.7% 0.2% 0.4% 0.2% 0.6% 0.3% 0.4% 0.4% 0.4%
uT 0.4% 0.1% 0.0% 0% D&% 0.2% 0.5% 0.6% 0.4% 07%
Other Midwest L) 2.1% 1.3% 0.1% 0.7% 48% 1.2% 29% 2.1% 1.6% 30%
Other Northeaost | 1.5% 1.1%|- 0.6% 21% 0.6% 1.6% 1.4% 2.4% 1.7%
COther Southern U 1.2% 1.0% 0.5% 0.7% 0.9% 0.7% 1.2% 1.0% 1.6% 1.3%
Other Western LIE 1.1% 1.1% 0.1% 0.7% 1.9% 1.1% 1.1% 1.2% 0.5% 1.3%
Subtotal: Canada 7.2% 7.8% 0.3% 1.3% 7.9% 8.9% 7.0 9.5% 5.1% 9.5%
Brifis h Columbia 3.5% 3. 1% 0.3% 0.6% 4 7% 3.8% 3.4% 5% 24A% 4.3%
Alberia 258 28% - 0.6% 28% 3.7 25% 3.0% 1.3% A9%

Criher Canada 1.2% 1.59%|- 0% 0%% 1.3% 1.2% 1.3% 1.4% 1.3%



Ownership by City, California

Properly Loc alion

Cathe dral Desert Hot Pal
Crwener’s Locafionin California Coochella SSRGS e
Springs Quinia | Deser

Baze: Al Properfies [Calfomial | 45602 3 Fa5 1,187 3549 1.528 S120 &, 8580 D885 3228
Subtotal: Coachella Valley 14,840 1.61% 02 1.424 280 24697 1.761 2,628 2,255 874
Palm Desert 3.046 140 25 1% oo 303 254 1,622 119 114
Palm 5 prings 2,897 355 3 161 11 42 20 1z 1.787 w5
Indic 2,438 4 267 e 14 L4164 204 107 24 13
La Guinda 2,037 3é 4% 34 58 403 1.043 174 26 2z
Rancheo NMrage 1.412 1460 4 a1 17 80 1) 326 104 532
Cathedral City 1.3%7 Far 10 214 2 40 2z 45 135 45
Cesert Hot Springs 1.0%1 40 13 823 1 24 7 24 3z a
Coachella 769 403 1% 1 159 23 16 1
Indian Wells 365 3 ] &8 3s8 52 Mz E o
Ciher Coochella Valley Log 34 125 fé ? 2z 70 55 1% g
Subtofal: LA County 12,581 1.028 118 a2 AlD 768 1.49%9 2,642 3,654 1440
Ceniral Los AngelesfWestside 3416 230 7 143 135 142 367 574 1,402 414
South Los Angeles 4,057 323 a 250 134 267 S50 1,013 oyT 402
dan Fermando Valleyfianta Clarita 2,988 249 =13 238 e 23z 417 &50 FA R 356
Pazodena Arsa 1,378 185 7 106 44 57 185 256 389 147
Jan Gabriel and Pomona Valleys 72z 41 17 55 14 70 70 147 175 112
Subtotal: Other Southern Calffornia 12,240 825 127 85 S6é 1265 2,331 3173 2,560 1.108
Crange County &, 209 244 a9 asy 33s 534 1.267 1,634 1.107 L9z
San Diege County 3115 143 ot 184 148 345 507 744 748 247
Jan Bernarding RiversidefTemecula 2544 262 50 400 &1 23 354 532 521 181
Ventuwral3anta Borbara Coundies 889 50 5 3s a1 76 180 248 177 a6
Easzt Dezert fimperial Valley 83 & 4 ] 1 17 23 15 7 2
Subtotal: Northern Cdifornia A 500 228 24 o4 220 300 824 1,005 1,352 439
dan Franciscol San Jose 2,184 124 7 45 109 101 264 390 241 204
CaklandfEas1 BayfM orth Bay 1.282 4% 1 20 &1 oy 244 3% 33g 140
Socrament o Area 410 e 1 15 25 45 ar 120 &3 as
Ciher Northem Califomia 522 36 15 25 25 55 131 166 109 &0
Subtotal: Cenkal California 261 55 14 a2 52 a0 243 247 5% &7
Ceniral Coast 414 T4 & 4 14 a6 108 121 77 3s
San JoaquinValleyMoavefStockton S45 41 10 28 a8 sS4 135 126 82 31

CONCLUSION:

e Beyond local ownership, estimated ownership by city is statewide, mainly Southern

California.

» Coachella Valley is estimated to lead with 32.1% of properties owned, 6.7% in Palm
Desert and 6.4% in Palm Springs,with less than 6% in other area cities.

 Other Southern California {excluding Los Angeles) is next with an estimated 28.4%,

13.6% who reside in Orange County and 6.8% in San Diego.

» Greater Los Angeles represents an estimated 27.5% of ownership of properties, of which

7.5% is in Central /West Llos Angeles and 8.9% in southern LA County areas.



Ownership, by City, California (%)

Base: All Properfies (California)
Subtotal: Coachella Valley
Falm Desert
Falm 3prings
Indic
La Cuinta
Rancho Mrage
Cathedral City
Desert Hot Springs
Coachella
Indian Wells
Other Coachglla Valley
Subtotal: LA County
Central Los AngelesfWestside
South Los Angeles
san Fernande ValleyfSanta Clarita
Fosadena Areq
san Gabriel ond Pomona Valleys
Subtotal: Other Sowthern California
Crange County
San Diego County
3an Bernardine fRiverside/Temecula
VenturafSanta Barbbora Counfies
East Desert fim perial Valley
Subtotal: Northern California
an FranckEccfson Jose
Cakland/East Bay/Morth Bay
sacramentc Areg
Cther Morthern California
Subtotal: Central California
Central Coast
3an Joaquin Valley/MojavefStockic

45,602
32 1%
&. 2%
37 %
4.8%
4.1%
3.0%
L%%
21%
1.4%
0.7%
1.3%
27.5%
7.5%
8.9%
&.8%
3.0%
1.86%
28.4%
13.6%
&.8%
5.8%
1.5%
0.2%
9. 9%
4.8%
28%
0.9%
1.4%
2.1%
0.5%
1.2%

3.755
43.1%
3.7%
7.5%
1.4%
1.0%
4.3%
21.0%
1.1%
0.1%
0.2%
0.5%
27.4%
& 1%
8.6%
&.&%
4.5%
1.1%
22,07
7.5%
4.3%
F.0%
1.3%
0.2%
6. 1%
3.3%
1.3%
0.5%
1.0%
1.5%
0. 4%
1.1%

Property Location

Cathedral Desert Hot L Fal Pal Ri Ly
Owner's Location in California Total - _E ' Coachella se_r ' Indio _u A c! i l:_ll'iC o
City Springs Quinta | Desert | Springs | Mirage

1,187
76.0%%
1%
0.3%
22.5%
4.1%
0.3%
0.8%
1.1%
34.0%
0.3%
10.5%
2.9%
0. &%
2.6%
4.7%
0. 6%
1.4%
10.7%%
3.3%
4%
4.7%
0. 4%
0.3%
2.0¢%
0. &%
0.1%
0.1%
1.3%
1.3%
0.5%
0.8%

3.54%
45.8%
3. 6%
4.5%
2.5%
1.0%
2.3%
&.0%
s
0.5%
0.2%
1%
22.46%
4.0%
7.0%
&. 7%
3.0%
1.8%
27.8%
10.1%
52
11.3%
1.0%
0.2%
3.0%
1.3%
0. 6%
0. 4%
0.7%
0.9%%
0. 1%
0.8%

1.528
18.3%
&.5%
0.7%
0.5%
3.8%
1.1%
0.1%
0.1%
0.1%
4.5%
0.6%
26.8%
8.8%
8.8%
5.5
3.0%
1.0%
37.0%%
21.5%
7.7%
3.3%
2.0%
0.1%
14.4%
7%
4.0%
1.6%
1.6%
3.4%
0.5%
2.5%

5120
52.7%
BRG]
0.8%
IR
75%
1.6%
0.8%
0.5%
A.1%
0.7%
J.8%
15.0¢%
18%
5.5%
4.5%
1.1%
1.4%
24,77
10.4%
&7%
5.TR
1.5%
0.9%
5.9%
20%
1.9%
0.%%
1.1%
1.8%
0.7%
1.1%

&840
25.7%
3.7
0.3%
J.0%
15.2%
1.0%
0.3%
0.1%
0.3%
0.8%
1.0%
24.8%
5.3%
PR
&.1%
2TR
1.0%
H.0%
18.5%
7 4%
5.5%
2.6%
0.9%
12.0¢%
5.3%
J.6%
1.3%
1.5%
3.5%
1.6%
20%

2695
27.1%
146.7%
1.2%
1.1%
20%
3.4%
0.5%
0.2%
0.2%
1.2%
0.7%
27.3%
5.5%
10.4%
&.7%
2.6%
1.5%
3277
16.7%
7%
5.5%
2.6%
0.2%
10.4%
4.0%
J.4%
1.7%
1.7%
2.5%%
1.2%
1.3%

2250
23.6%
1.2%
17.9%
0.2%
0.3%
1.0%
1.4%
0.3%
0.0%
01%
0.2%
36,65
14.0%
7.8%
7%
3.5%
1.8%
25.7%7%
11.1%
7.5%
5.I2%
1.8%
0.1%
13.5%
8.4%
3.4%
0.6%
1.1%
1.6%%
0.8%
0.8%

3928
23.3%
3.0%
4%
0.3%
0.6%
13.5%
1.2%
0.2%
0.0%
0.7%
0.7%
36,757
10.6%
10.2%
7. 1%
3.7
3.0%
28,27
15.1%
&.3%
4.6%
s
0.1%
11.2%
5.5
J.6%
0.%%
1.5%
1.7%
0.%%
0.8%



Ownership by Coachella Valley, City
Number of Properties
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