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Who Owns America " is an effort to uncover property
ownership patterns with unprecedented ease,
precision, and nuance.




Bi PROPUBLICA

How a small group of investors turned

The Ugly Truth Behind “We Buy distressed Baltimore neighborhoods into
Ugly Houses”
HomeVestors of America, the pr claimed “largest homebuyer in the U.S./" prOﬁ-t cent—ers

trains it arly 1,150 franchis o zero in on homeowners’ desperatio

Just 10 companies have acquired the lion's share of properties foreclosed on through the
city’s tax sale and most of the profits, a Banner analysis found.

Maui fire victims face aggressive land offers from
investors and realtors amid devastation

MAUI, Hawaii (KMPH) — Maui fire victims are taking to social media, calling out investors
and real estate agencies for offering to buy their land after wildfires burned their homes.
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ﬁ . Big investors are buying
‘ mobile home parks — and
upending the lives of
residents
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Lincoln Institute's Role

* Provide tools to help local governments

*identify ownership changes and patterns
*prioritize public land for development

*Promote strategic, data-driven decision-
making

* Support equitable rural and urban housing
preservation and development



What is WHOA?

Research Ready Parcel Dataset

Cleaned and standardized Tax
Assessor parcel data

Robust Parcel Ownership Analysis

Broad ownership categories
including:

e Public
* Private corporate entities
* Individual owner occupied

Additional specific categories
including:

e Religious institutions
* Trusts

Portfolio-size for each
owner accounting for parent-
subsidiary-branch relationships




Contextualization

Who owns ...?

Scenario Planning

What happens if we...?

Site Selection

Where are the best
locations for...?

Monitoring

How is ... changing over
time?
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Cluster Analysis: Corporate Ownership and Majority Non-White Census Tracts

St. Louis, MO: Hot Spot Analysis (Getis-Ord Gi*) calculations
for corporate-owned residential parcels and majority non-white census tracts

Corporate-Owned Residential Parcels
Hot Spot Analysis

. Hot Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
Statistically significant clusters of high corporate activity

No Statistically Significant Trend

Cold Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
. Statistically significant clusters of low corporate activity
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1

Majority Non-White Census Tracts
Hot Spot Analysis

Hot Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
[l statistically significant hot spot for
nonwhite population

No Statistically Significant Trend

Cold Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
. Statistically significant cold spot for
nonwhite population

Cluster Analysis: Corporate Ownership and Majority Non-White Census Tracts

Baltimore, MD: Hot Spot Analysis (Getis-Ord Gi*) calculations
for corporate-owned residential parcels and majority non-white census tracts

Corporate-Owned Residential Parcels
Hot Spot Analysis

. Hot Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
Statistically significant clusters of high corporate activity

No Statistically Significant Trend

. Cold Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
Statistically significant clusters of low corporate activity
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Majority Non-White Census Tracts
Hot Spot Analysis
Hot Spot, 99%-90% Confidence

. Statistically significant hot spot for
nonwhite population

No Statistically Significant Trend

Cold Spot, 99%-90% Confidence
Statistically significant cold spot for
nonwhite population




St. Louis, MO

- In-State Corporate-Owned
Out-of-State Corporate-Owned
Other Ownership Types

— Neighborhood Boundaries
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Residential Parcels, Ownership Classification
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Understanding Ownership Conversion

The economics:

For every $500 net monthly rental income, capitalized
property value increases by $100,0Q&ing a cap rate of 6%)

Example: A three-bedroom home that rents for $2000 a
month and produces $1500/month in net income is worth

$300,000
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