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INTRODUCTION

The evaluation of the Urban Homesteading program is planned
as a three year longitudinal study. The work began in July 1976
and data collection commenced in the following November. At the
time of this report, the first year survey activity has been
completed and the results presented here are largely based on
the cross-sectional analysis of these data; time-series analysis,
which is a major interest of the study, will be carried out as
the second and third waves of survey data become available.

There are four major sources of survey data for the des-
criptions presented in this report. These surveys are
(1) the Baseline Interview of Urban Homestead Households,
(2) the Windshield Survey of Housing and Block Conditions in
Urban Homestead Neighborhoods, (3) the Rehabilitation Audit,
and (4) the Baseline Interview of Residents of Urban Home-
stead Neighborhoods. In the material which follows, the major
features of these surveys are outlined. Much more detailed
information, including tabulations of responses and the survey
instruments themselves, are provided in the individual chapters

of this report.

Sampling

The sampling plan for the Windshield Survey and
Neighborhood Resident Interviews relies on three levels of
proximity with respect to the closest homesteading property;
that is, Proximity Category I being all those blocks or neigh-
borhood residents located on the same block, adjoining block or
parallel block once removed from a homestead property. Proximity
Category II includes all blocks and neighborhood residents
located 2 or 3 blocks from the nearest homestead property, and
Proximity Category III contains all those blocks or neighbor-

hood residents located more than three blocks from the nearest
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homestead property, but within the administratively defined
neighborhood. For sampling purposes, the boundaries of the
administratively defined neighborhood were expanded to include
all those block segments that would have fallen in Proximity
Categories I and II had they been in the administratively
defined neighborhoods.

To implement the sampling plan, first it is required that
all homestead properties be located on neighborhood maps. This
was done for all homestead properties transferred from HUD to
the city by November 1, 1976. Next, each block in the neighbor-
hood is categorized by its proximity to the closest homestead
property. It is then possible to enumerate all of the blocks
in the neighborhood by proximity category. The last step is
to apply a sampling rate to each proximity category and randomly
select without replacement the number of blocks dictated by
that sampling rate.

Since the purpcose of this study is directed primarily at
measuring changes in neighborhood conditions in close proximity

to homesteading activity, it was decided that applying the same

- sampling rate to each proximity would not allow the capture of

enough information in close proximity to homesteading activity.
It was therefore decided that separate sampling rates would be
applied to each Proximity Category, and that the sampling rate
in Proximity Category I would exceed that in Proximity Category
IT, which would exceed that in Proximity Category III. It was
also felt that the actual number of sampled blocks in each prox-
imity category should also decline with proximity category
number. Operating with this dual set of constraints, sampling
rates of 48%, 30%, and 20% were derived for blocks in Proximity
categories I, II, and III respectively. In conjunction with
these sampling rates, a set of decision rules was also used in
selecting the sample size for each proximity category and

neighborhood. These decision rules require that the minimum



number of blocks sampled within each neighbeorhood be 25, 15, and

5 for Proximity Categories I, II and III respectively. In
addition, when these minima dictated that more than half the
applicable blocks be sampled, the number of sampled blocks was
reduced to exactly one-~half. BAlso, because several neighbor-
hoods contained an extremely large number of blecks in Proximity
Category III, it‘was decided that the sample size in Proximity
Category III would never exceed_3 times the number of homesteading
properties in that neighborhood.

This definition of proximity category allows comparison
across neighborhood irrespective of size of the administratively
defined neighborhood. This is important, since the neighborhoods
in the demonstration program range in size from 60 to over 2,000
blocks. The distribution of blocks into three proximity cate-
gories therefore depends on three variables: (1) the size of
the neighborhood, (2) the spatial distribution of homestead
properties within the neighborhood, and (3) the density of
homesteading in terms of number of homestead properties per block

in the neighborhood.

Windshield Survey

The sampling method described above was applied to neigh-
borhood maps, using the location of properties transferred from
BHUD to the cities by November 1, 1976. No sampling was done in
neighborhoods which had not had a property transferred by that
time. This requirement resulted in the following neighborhoods
not being included in this year's sample: all three neighbor-
hoods in Boston, the Arlington-Jackson neighborhood of Jersey
City, the Westside and South Side neighborhoods of Milwaukee,
and the San Antonio neighborhood of Oakland. After enuwerating
all of the blocks by proximity category in each neighborhood,
the sampling rates and decision rules were applied to arrive

at the final sample for the Windshield Survey.



Descriptions of these sampled blocks were then keypunched
and computer generated labels were produced for the Windshield
Survey instrument. These labels contained a random number
from 1 to 3, and a randomly selected side of the street,
either even or odd. The house thus identified, for example,
the second house on the odd side of the street, was the first
house to be observed by the Windshield Survey team. The con-
ditions observed from the exterior of the house are recorded on
the housing checklist, the first of two Windshield Survey forms,
and the condition of every third house on that side of the
street also recorded until the end of the block. The second
part of the Windshield Survey, the Block Checklist, provided
for collection of data on the street as a whole: condition of
the road surface, street lights, curbs, litter, and an inventory
of the retail establishments by type and number. Five two-
member teams administered the Windshield Survey in December,
1976, after two days of training to ensure consistency and com-
parability among groups. The sample size, tabulation of responses
and the survey instruments for the Windshield Survey are con-

tained in Chapter III.

Neighborhood Residents Household Interview

From addresses recorded by the Windshield Surveyors on the
Housing Checklist, one street address was selected per sampled
block. The street address was selected at random from those
recorded on the block, with the chance of a particular street
address being selected being proportional to the number of
dwelling units in that strucrure. Giving each structure an
equal chance of being selected irrespective of the number of
dwelling units it contained would have biasea the sample towards
people living in single-family houses as opposed to multi-
family dwellings. Again, computer labels were generated con-

taining the street address of the sample households. In addi-



tion, if the selected property was a multi-family dwelling,
interviewers were given instructions for randomly selecting the
particular dwelling unit to be interviewed, depending on the
number of dwelling units in the structure.

The in-person interview was conducted from January to
March, 1977, by field services under the supervision of
Cambridge Survey Research, inc., USR&E's subcontractor for
household interviews. After receipt of a completed interview
by USR&E, the interview was coded, keypunched, and entered into
our computer system, where it underwent a series of six data
cleaning and reduction programs to ensure the accuracy and
consistency of the intefview data. The sample size, tabula-
tions of responses and the survey instrument used in the
Neighborhood Resident Household Interview are contained in

Chapter IV.

Homesteader Household Interview

The Homesteader Household Interview was administered to
all homesteaders who by indication of the local homesteading
agency occupied their properties as of November 1, 1976.
Names, addresses and telephone numbers of these homesteaders
were keypunched and labels were generated for the survey instru-
ment. Interviews were administered by Cambridge Survey Re-
search, and underwent a data cleaning and reduction process
similar to that for the Neighborhood Resident Interviews.
Tabulations of the respones to the Baseline Homesteader House-
hold Interview are contained in Chapter I along with sample

sizes and the survey instrument.

Rehabilitation Audit

The Rehabilitation Audit has been administered continuously
since December, 1976, to those homesteaders who, by indication

of the local homesteading agency, have occupied their houses
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and have substantially completed the rehabilitation work on the
property. When a sufficient number of homesteaders in a given
site are ready for the rehabilitation audit, a representative
from the firm of Ezra D. Ehrenkrantz and Associates, subcontrac-~
tor for administration of the Rehabilitation Audit Survey, con-
ducts the interview and audit. To date, 118 of these Rehabili-
tation Audits have been coded, and have undergone data cleaning
and reduction. The responses to these audits are tabulated in
Chapter II, which also contains the Rehabilitation Audit

instrument.

Weighting of the Data

Selection process for the neighborhood resident interview
is hierarchical in fashion. First a particular block is selected.
The probability of a particular block being selected depends on
its Proximity Category. Next, a particular housing structure on
a block is selected for interviewing from among those recorded in
the Windshield Survey. The probability of a particular structure
on a previously sampled block being selected for the interview
depends on the total number of structures on the block and the
number of dwelling units in each. Therefore, the probability of
a particular structure being selected depends both on its proxi-
mity category and on the length of the block. Those houses in
Proximity Category I have a higher chance of being selected than
those in the other two Proximity Categories, as likewise, houses
on shorter blocks have a higher probability of being selected than
houses on longer blocks. Therefore, it is necessary to correct
for this bias before reporting descriptive statistics for a
neighborhood or proximity category. This is done by assigning
weights to each observation. The weights adjust for all of the
sampling bias by multiplying each observation by the inverse of
the probability of it being selected. As a result, these weighted
averages taken either over proximity categories or neighborhoods
as a whole are true representatives either of the proximity

category or of the neighborhood.



Three sets of weights have been used in compiling the
statistics reported in this report. The first weight represents
simply the inverse of the sampling rate within each proximity
category. This weight is applied to the block data contained in
the Windshield Survey. Although weighting is not required to
compile block data within a proximity category, it is required
in order to obtain statistics over the neighborhood as a whole.
For example, if a particular neighborhood had an equal number
of blocks in Proximity Category I as in Proximity Category III,
there would have been more than twice as many observations on
blocks in Proximity Category I than in Proximity Category III.
Therefore, using unweighted data, the descriptive statistics
would be more indicative of Proximity Category I than of the
neighborhood as a whole. Weighting each of the block observa-
tions by the inverse of the probability of selection adjusts for
this effect. For this set of weights, the actual sampling rates
within a proximity category and neighborhood were used. These
numbers are not necessarily the 48%, 30% and 20% figures quoted
previously, because they take into effect whatever adjustments
the decision rules required within a particular proximity cate-
gory. The weights, therefore, reflect the actual sampling rate,
not the expected sampling rate within a proximity category.
Another way to think about the weight is that each sample block
in Proximity Category I represents just over two actual blocks
contained in Proximity Category I. Likewise, each sampled block
in Proximity Category II represents just over three actual blocks
in Proximity Category II, and each sampled block in Proximity
Category III is representative of five blocks in Proximity
Category III.

The second set of weights is used to adjust the data on the
external condition of a particular structure from the Housing
Checklist. This weight is the product of the first weight by

the number of observed dwelling units in the structure. This
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weight compensates for the fact that the external conditions
observed on that structure apply to all the dwelling units
contained in that structure.

The third set of weights is applied to the results of the
Household Interview. This weight is the product of the first
weight times the total number of dwelling units on the block,
since the household being interviewed represents households
in all of the dwelling units on that block and a number of un-
sampled blocks in that proximity category.

In calculating the mean of a particular variable over an
entire neighborhood each observation for that variable, say,
the number of rooms in a given dwelling unit, is multiplied by
the weight appropriate to that interview type, and the total
weighted responses are divided by the total weights for those
respondents answering that question. Since the sample size varies
from question to question in the interview, the sum of weights
in general is different for each question within a particular

survey.

Presentation of Results

For continuous variables, the method of presentation will,
in general, be averages taken over neighborhood and by proximity
category overall. Where appropriate, a variable may also be re-
ported by proximity category within neighborhood. Categorical
variables in general will be represented either by percentage.
falling within each category or the percentage falling within
one category of interest. In the rare case where the average
category number may be of interest this is presented in greater
-detail than the distribution by category. Histograms and bar
grapus both for continuous and categorical variables, are used
where appropriate.

For each type of presentation, the sample size for responses
to that particular question will be indicated in the table in as

much detail as are the sample results. The only exception to this



rule is for tables of proximity category within neighborhood,
which would require a table of equal size to present the total
sample size. In that case the marginal sample sizes both by
neighborhood and by proximity category overall are presented.
In some cases, two or more questions may be presented in
one table. In that case the sample size listed will be for
the first question only. The sample sizes for the second or
third question listed are either approximately the same, for
similar type questions, or will be a subset of the original
sample size where the sample size can be approximated by the

percentage response to the first question.
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Chapter I
URBAN HOMESTEADER BASELINE SURVEY

A household survey instrument was administered to 264 urban
homesteaders who were occupying their new homes by November 1,
1976. The survey was administered in January and February 1977.
A second round of interviews with 268 new homesteader occupants
was conducted in July and August 1977, but these data were not
available for analysis at the time of this report. Each urban
homesteader will be reinterviewed on one or two subsequent
occasions using a survey instrument which has been modified to
avoid unnecessary repetition of questions.

The baseline survey instrument administered to homesteaders
includes questions on the demographic and socioceconomic charac- :
teristics of homesteaders, on their housing costs and housing
characteristics, on their experience in the program, on their
sources of finance, on their perceptions of the neighborhood and
on their previous housing. The 241 respondents in the initial
survey wave conducted in January and February 1976 were located
in seventeen of the twenty-three urban homestead cities; in the
remaining six cities there were no urban homesteaders occupying
their properties by November 1, 1976. The response rate was
91.3%.

Table I-i indicates the distribution by city and neighbor-
hood of the Homesteader Interviews attempted in January and
February 1977. The number of respondents to each question is
indicated in the tabular material which follows. The survey

instrument itself can be found beginning on page 60.

10
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Table I-i

BASELINE INTERVIEW OF URBAN HOMESTEAD HOUSEHOLDS

TOTAL SAMPLE SIZE

CITY NEIGHBORHOOD Homesteaders
Atlanta Oakland City 6
Chicago Austin 9
Roseland 32
Cincinnati Madisonville 1
Columbus Near South Side 4
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 29
Gary Horace—-Mann 22
Indianapolis Forest Manor 26
Brookside 3
Islip 014 Ctl. Islip 13
Kansas Cify Blue Hills" 1
49-63 Area 7
Milwaukee Eastside "3
Northwest Side 14
Minneapolis Northside 22
Oakland Elmhurst #4 ’ 1
Philadelphia Wynnefield 7
Rockford Westside 32
South Bend Riverside Manor 4
Rum Village 7
Lasalle Park 6
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6
Census Tract 617 4
Census Tract 621 4
Wilmington Baynard Boulevard 1
Total 264

11
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_ _ _Table I-1
HOUSEHOLD TYPE -PERCENTAGE BY CATEGORY

HOMESTEADERS
Married |[Male nc |Female
SAMPLE| Spouse Spouse [no
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE [presentpresent |POUSe
S Present
Atlanta Oakland City 4 25 0 75
Chicago Austin .8 75 0 25
Roseland 31 52 3 45
Cincinnati iladisonville 1 10 0 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 33 0 67
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 43 39 18
Gary Horace-Mann 18 67 11 22
- Indianapolis FPorest Manor 22 68 18 14
Brookside ‘1 0 100 0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 77 0 23
Xansas City 49-63 'Area~ _ 6 33 33 33
Milwaukee Eastside | 3 33 33 33
Jorthwest side 14 79 7 14
Minnzapolis Northside 22 73 23 4
Oaklandi Elmhurst #4 1 0 0 100
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 60 0 40
Rockford Westside 30 60 10 30
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 100 0 0
Rum Village 7 29 43 29
Lasalle Park 6 50 33 17
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 100 0 0
Census Tract 617 4 50 0 50
Census Tract 621 4 75 0 25
‘Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 100 0 . 0
i
All Homesteaders 241 60 15 | 25

15
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AVERAGE HQUSEHOLD SIZE

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE
Atlanta Qakland City 4 2.0
Chicago Austin _ 8 4.3
Roseland 32 ) 4.0
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 2.0
Columbus Near South Side 3 2.3
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 2.5
Gary Horace-Mann 18 3.4
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 3.5
Brookside : 1 1.0 !
Islip 014 ctl. Islip 13 3.8 Z
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 2.3 %
Milwaukes Eastside 3 . g
Northwest side 14 4.5 %
Minneapolis Northside 22 2.4 %
Oakland Elmhurst # 1 3.0 ;
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 3.2 _ %
Rockford Westside 30 3.4 f
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 3.3 g
Rum Village 7 2.7 %
Lasalle Park 6 1.8 §
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 3. é
Census Tract 617 4 4.3 ;
Census Tract 621 4 5.3 §
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 7.0 %
All Howesteaders 242 3.3 %

le
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HOMESTEADERS

Household Size

Sample Size = 241

" Mean = 3.3
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20%
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RACIAL COMPOSITION

HOMESTEADERS™
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD ziiiLE % WHITE |% BLACK | % SPANISH
Atlanta Oakland City 4 25 75 0
Chicago Austin 7 14 86 0
Roseland 31 0 100 0
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100 0 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 67 33 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 29 31 62 7
Gary Horace-Mann 18 0 100 0
Indianapolis Forest Manor 24 67 33 0
Brookside 1 100 0 0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 69 15 15
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 33 67 0
Milwaukee Eastside 3 0 100 0
Northwest side 14 29 64 7
Minngzapolis Northside 22 86 5 0
Oakland Elmhurst #4 0 100 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 0 100 o
Rockford Westside 29 24 72 3
South Bend Riverside Manor 2 100 0 0
Rum Village 7 57 29 14
Lasalle Park 6 83 17 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 83 17 0
Census Tract 617 4 75 25 0
Census Tract 621 4 75 25 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 100 0
All Homesteaders 241 39 57 3

18
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Table I-4

AVERAGE TENURE IN CITY

HOMESTEADERS .
SAMPLE
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD sigg | AVERAGE TENURE IN CITY
(YEARS)
Atlanta Oakland City 4 7.0
Chicago Austin 8 23.9
Roseland 32 24.7
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 3.0
Columbus Near South Side 3 16.0
Dallas .Trinity-Lisbon 28 13.5
Gary Horace-~Mann 18 17.0
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 12.5
Brookside 1 1.0
Islip 0ld Ctl. Islip 13 12.7
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 1.0
Milwaukee Eastside 3 24.3
Northwest side 14 21.0.
Minnsanolis Northside 22 11.1
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 3.0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 12.2
Rockiord Westside 30 9.2
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 22.7
Rum Village ’ 7 18.1
Lasalle Park 6 28.8
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 9.3
Census Tract 617 4 3.5
Census Tract 621 4 25.5
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 37.0
N
All Homesteaders 242 15.3

20
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HOMESTEADERS

Tenure in City (Years)

Sample Size = 240
Mean = 15.3
Median = 11.5
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35%
30 -
20 ]
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AVERAGE AGE - HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE
cITY NEIGHBORHOOD s1ze | DVERAGE AGE (YEARS)
Atlanta Oakland City 4 36.0
Chicago Austin 8 36.1
Roseland 32 36.5
Cincinnati Madisonville 1l 27.0
Columbus Near South Side 3 33.3
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 38.9
Gary Horace-Mann 18 39.1
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 35.9
Brookside 1l 28.0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 30.0
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 31.3
Milwaukee Eastside 3 38.3
Northwest side 14 36.6
Minnzapolis Northside 22 31.3
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 29.0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 41.2
Rockford Westside 30 35.8
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 23.7
Rum Village 7 31.9
Lasalle Park 6 32.3
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 29.0
Census Tract 617 4 27.8
Census Tract 621 4 35.5
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 37.0
All Homesteaders 242 35.1
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9%

27%

20%

HOMESTEADERS

Age of Head of Household

Sample Size = 241
Mean = 35.1

Median = 32

17%

11%

7%

3%

2%
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2%

20-24

25-29

30-34

35-39 40-44 45-49 50-~54

Age

55-59

60-64

65+
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Table I-6

EDUCATION LEVEL - HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

HOMESTEADERS

SAMPLE AVERAGE % MORE THAN

YEARS OF 12 YEARS OF

CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE EDUCATION EDUCATION
Atlanta Oakland City 4 12.0 25
Chicago Austin 8 12.0 38
Roseland 31 13.2 39
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 18.0 100
Columbus ‘Near South Side 3 14.7 67
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 12.5 54
Gary Horace-Mann 18 12.4 28
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 12.7 36
Brookside _ 1 16.0 100
Islip 0ld Ctl. Islip 13 12.1 23
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 15.2 100
Milwaukee Eastside 3 10.7 0
Northwest side 14 10.9 21
Minnsapolis Northside 22 14.1 73
Oakland Elmhurst 4 12.0 0

Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 12.8 40 -
Rockford Westside 30 11.4 13
Soutn Bend Riverside Manor 3 13.7 100
Rum Village 7 13.3 71
Lasalle Park 6 13.2 33
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 12.7 17
Census Tract 617 4 12.5 25
Census Tract 621 4 13.5 50
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 13.0 100
All Homesteaders 241 12.7 41
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% of
Sample

30 —

20 —

10 —

HOMESTEADERS

Years of Education

Head of Household

Sample Size = 241
Mean = 12.7
Median = 12
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40%
12%
9%
8%
7%
6%
4% 5%
3%
3% % 3%
6 or 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 or
less more

Years of Education



Taple I-7 EMPLOYMENT - HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD
l (3 BY CATEGORY)
HOMESTEADERS
|
SAMP UN-
l CITY NEIGHBORHOOD 51ZE |[EMPLOYED | RETIRED |EMPLOYED
l ’ Atlanta Oakland City 4 75 25
Chicago Austin 8 88 12
Roseland 31 97 0 3
. Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100 0 0
Columhus Near South Side 3 100 0 0]
l Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 86 7 7
Gary Horace-Mann 18 78 0 22
I Indiarnapolis Forest Manox 21 - 91 0 9
Brookside . 1 100 0 0
l Islip 0ld Cctl. Islip 13 85 0 15
Kansas City 49-63 Area 5 80 0 20
l Milvauvkee Eastside 3 100 0 0
Northwest side 14 86 0 14
l Minnsapolis Northside 22 86 o] 13
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 100 0 0
' Philadelphia Hynnefield 5 80 0 20
_ Rockiord Westside 29 93 0
' Soutn Bend Riverside Manox 3 100 0 0
; Rum Village 7 86 0 16
Lasalle Park 5 100 0 0.
l ) Taco:ma ‘Census Tract 613 6 67 0 33
. Census Tract 617 4 75 0 25
' A Census Tract 621 4 50 50
Vilmington Baynard Blva. 100 0
1
|
All EBomesteaders 237 87 1 12
i
1
| 26
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EMPLOYMENL — SLINGLE HBEAD Or HOULDEHULD

Table I-8
o (% BY CATEGORY)
HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE UN-
CITY NETIGHBORHOOD SIZE EMPLOYED RETIRED EMPLOYED
s Atlanta Oakland City 3 67 0 33
« Chicago Austin 2 100 0 0
Roseland 15 100 0 0
Cincinnati Madisonville 0 - - -
Colunkus Near South Side 2 100 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 16 88 6
Gary Horace-Mann 6 83 0 17
Indienapolis Forest Manor 7 100 0 0
Brookside 1 100 0 0
Islip 01d Ctl. Islip 3 67 0 33
Kansas City 49-63 Area 4 75 0 25
" Milwaukee Eastside 2 100 0 0
Northwest side 3 67 0 33
Minneapolis Northside 6 83 0 17
Oakland g Elmhurst #4 1 100 0 0
Philacelphia Wynnefield 2 100 0 0
Rockiord Westside 12 83 0 17
South Bend Riverside Manor .0 _ - _
Rum Village 5 80 0 20
Lasalle Park 3 100 0 0
Tacoma ‘Census Tract 613 0 _ - _
Census Tract 617 2 . 50 0 50
Census Tract 621 1 100 0 0
7ilmington Baynard Blvd. 0 - - -
All Homesteaders 96 88 1 11
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Table I-9 EMPLOYMENT: MARRIED SPOUSE_PRESENT
HOMESTEADERS

e
sawpLE| 5 0o Eo | =0 | 5.
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD size |2 9g| 84 | o é‘ He
Q ~ M B
Atlanta Oakland City 1 0 100 0 0
Chicago Austin 6 133 67 0 0
Roseland 15 67 27 0 7
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 100 0 - 0
Columbus Near South Side 1 100 0 0 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 12 42 50 0 8
Gary Horace-Hann 12 42 33 0 25
" Indianapolis Forest HManor 14 3é 57 0 7
Brookside 0 - - - -
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 10 80 10 0 10
Kansas City 49-63 Area 0 - - - -
Milwaukee Eastside 0 - - - -
Northwest side 1 o |100 0 0
Minneapolis Northside 16 38 63 0 0
Oakland Elmhurst #4 0 - - - -
Philadelphia Wynnefield 3 33 67 0 .0
Rockford Westside 17 12 | 88 0 0
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 67 33 0 0
Rum Village 2 0 100 0 0
Lasalle Park 2 50 50 0 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 50 17 0 33
Census Track 617 2 100 0 0 0
Census Tract 621 3 33 0 0 67
tlilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 100 0 0
All Homesteaders 128 42 49 0 9
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Table I-10 NUMBER OF JOBS - HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD
l I (3 BY CATEGORY)
_ 'HOMESTEADERS
|
SEMPLE
E CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE 0 1 2
i ’ Atlanta Oakland City 4 25" 75 0
Chicago Austin 8 0 88 12
Roseland 31 3 97 0
I Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 100 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 0 67 33
l. Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 14 79 7
Gaxry Hoxace-tann 18 22 78 0
‘_I * Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 - 9 77 14
Brookside 1 0 100 0
1, l Islio ola ctl. Islip 13 15 77 8
Kansas City £49-63 Area . 6 17 83 0
| l Milwauviee Eastside 3 0 67> 33
Northwest side 14 14 71 14
l Minnzapolis Northside | 22 14 82 4
‘ Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 100 0
' ' Philadelphia Iynnefield 5 20 80 0
- Rockford Vestside 30 7 90 3
l South Bend Riverside Manor .3 0 100 0
Rum Village 7 14 71 14
Lasalle Park 6 0 83 17
’ _ Tacoira ‘Census Tract 613 6 33 50 17°
. Census Tract 617 4 25 50 25
' Census Tract 621 4 50 25 25
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 100 0
i
g
A1l Homesteaders 241 12 80 8
i
1
' 29
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Table I-11 WORKWEEK: TOTAL HOURS EMPLOYED AT ONE JOB
- {3 BY CATEGORY
HOMESTEADERS
o 0 2 47
SAMPLE| Q o | T o H | + W
cIrY NEIGHEORHOOD SIZE LBl QR o s 8| R A
hol

Atlanta Oakland City 3 0 33 33 33
Chicago Austin 6 0 17 83 0 0
Roseland 30 0 20.| 70 7 3
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 0 0 100 0
Columbus Mear South Side 0 0 50 0 50
Dallas Trinity—Lisbon 22 9 18 36 27 9
- Gary Horacg—nann 14 0 14 77 0 7
- Indianapolis Forest Manox 16 - 0 0 50 25 25
Brookside 1 0 0 100 0 0
Islip 0ld Ctl. Islip 10 o | 20 | 50 | 30 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area ] 4 0 0 75 0 25
Milwaukee Eastside 2 0 0 100 0 0
Northwest side 10 0 30 40 10 20
Minneapolis Northsi@e 18 0 17 50 22 11
‘Oakland Elmhurst #4 a1 o o l100 0 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 4 .25 o 75 0 -0
Rockiord . Westside 26 0 12 54 19 15
South Bend Riverside Manoxr 3 0 33 33 33 0
Rum village 4 o | 25 | 25 | 25 | 25
Lasalle Park 4 0 25 50 25 0
Tacoma "Census Tract 613 3 0 0 33 33 33
Census Tract 617 5 0 0 50 50 0
Census Tract 621 1 0 0 |100 0 Y
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 0 100 0 0
All Homesteaders 188 2 15 56 17 11
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Tapnte I-14 UCCUFATLUN

HOMESTEADERS
OCCUPATION CODE
HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD
% BY CATEGORY
SAMPLE
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE 11203l sl 516l 718lg
) Atlanta Oakland City 4 25 l25 125
Chicago Rustin ‘ 8 25 25137 |13
Roseland , 30 37 1.3 27 |17 |13
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 }00
Columbus Mear South Side 3 33 33 33
Dallas Trinity~Lisbon 57 11| 7 113315 | &
Gary Horace-Mann 18 28| 6 17 |11 |28 |11
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 27|18 5|1 91{18| 5
Brookside - 1 100
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 15 |31 8 31
Xansas City 49-63 Arca 6 50 33
Milwaukes Eastside 3 33 7
Northwest side 14 217 ke | 7|7
Minn=2apolis Northside 22 18 s s hs b7 1w |5
Oaklapd Elmhurst #4 100
Philadelphia Wynnefield 60 40 ~
Rockford Westside 30 3133|383 (3010
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 33 67
Rum Village 7 i B3 |14 1u
Lasalle Park 6 17 17 117 {17 |17
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 150 17 33
Census Tract 617 4 50 RS .
Census Tract 621 4 }25 25 5
Wilmingten Baynard Blvd. 1 400
All Homresteaders . 239 23| 8) 2 12421 ANE L1

*

Occupation Code: 1= Prof. & Tech.; 2= Mgrs.& Admins.; 3= Sales Workers;
4= Clerical Workers; 5= Craftsmen; 6= QOperative; 7= Laborers; 8=Farm Mgrs.;
9= Farm Laborers; 10= Service Employees. V
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HOMESTEADER

Occupation

Sample Size = 239

L=1 3InbTd

23% —
21%
20%
12% 11%
8%
5%
2% I
!
Profes. Mgrs. & Sales Clerical Crafts- Operative Laborers Service
& Tech. Admins. Workers Workers men Employees

Occupatioh



Table I-13

TRAVEL TO WORK:

AVERAGE TRAVEL TIME (MINS.)

& TRAVEL MODE (% BY CATEGORY)

HOMESTEADERS
2 I
. |38k 8 oo | &
. e RN ERISEEI RIS AR
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE é HEE 8%§ 8 |5 é <8
Atlanta Oakland City 3 30.0| 67 0 0 33 0
Chicage Austin 7 30.0( 43 0 0 57 0
Roseland 30 35.2) 63 0 3 33 0
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 |20.0(100 0 0 0 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 11.6 (100 0 0 0 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 24 30.04 75 8 12 4 0
Gary Horace-Mann 14 j17.1\| 71 0 0 |21 7
- Indianapolis Forest Hanor 18 |23.0( 90 0 5 0
Brookside 1 15.0 ||100 0 0 0 0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 11 |30.9] 91 9 0 0 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area _ 4 23.3 1 50 0 25 0 25
Milwaukee Eastside 3 @8.3{ o 0 |100 0 0
Northwest side 11 4.7 | 75 8 17 0 0
Minneapolis Morthside 19 20.3 || 79 0 16 0
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 (0.0 (00 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 4 33.8 [L00 0 0 0 0
Rockiord Westside 26 16.9 | 93 0 4 4 0
South Bend Riverside Manox 3 13.3 || 67 33° 0 0 0.
Rum Village 6 R2.3067 | 0o |17 |17 | 0
Lasalle Park 5 6.0 | 60 20 20 0 0
Tacoma "Census Tract 613 3 1.7 00 0 0 o |0
Census Tract 617 3 26.7 | 33 0 67 0 0
Census Tract 621 2 7.5 1100 0 0 0 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0.0 0O 0 0 0 0
All Homesteaders 203 24.5] 76 3 8 12 1
34




_Table I-14
TENURE IN JOBS (YRS.) - EMPLOYED HEAD OF, HOUSEHOLD

- HOMESTEADERS

St P W SN W) B R IR S wE Y .y R Oy o Y S b e

SAMPLE| TENURE IN
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE JOB (YRS.)
Atlanta Oakland City 3 6.0
Chicago Austin 7 5.0
Roseland 30 8.0
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 1.0
Columbus Near South Side 3 5.7
ballas Trinity-Lisbon 24 3.9
Gary Horace-Mann 14 10.1
Indianapolis Forest Manox 19 7.7
Brookside 1 2.0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 11 3.7
Kansas City 49-63 Area 4 5.5
Milwaukee Eastside 3 9.7
Northwest side 12 4.0
Minneapolis Northside 19 .
Oakland Elmhurst =4 1 1.0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 4 8.8
Rockford Westside 27 4.8
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 1.7
Rum Village 6 2.5
Lasalle Park 5 2.4
Tacoma ‘Census Tract 613 4
Census Tract 617 3 5.0
Census Tract 621 2 3.5
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 2.0
All Homesteaders 207 5.5
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Table I-15

l MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME
e HOMESTEADERS
1
- SAMPLE
l, CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE | MEDIAN 1976 HOUSEHOLD INCOME
l Atlanta Oakland City 4 9,000
‘ Chicago Austin 10,000
i ' Roseland 28 12,000
- Cincinnati Madisonville 1 16,000
l Columbus ‘Near South Side 3 14,000
= Dallas . Trinity~Lisbon 28 9,000
\ Gary Horace-Mann 15 12,000
I Indianapolis Forest Manor 20 14,000
; Brookside 1 12,000
' Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 12,000
' : Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 12,000
I | Milwaukee Eastside 3 16,000
Northwest side 14 13,000
! Minneapolis Northside 21 10,000
o Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 8,000
l Philadelphia Wynnefield 2 17,000 -
I Rockforxd Westside 30 14,000
l South Bend Riverside Manor 3 18,000
: Rum Village 7 10,000
: Lasalle Park 6 10,000
' Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 8,000
- Census Tract 617 4 8,000
I Census Tract 621 4 9,000
"Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 0
1
1
. All Homesteaders 226 12,000
R
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% of
Sample
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HOMESTEADERS

Household Income Distribution

Sample Size = 226
Mean = $12,030

40 — Median = $12,000
30 —
20 —
16% 16% 16% 15%
10 —
10%
7 7%
6% b
' 4% 4%

less $5,000 $7,000 $9,000 $11,000 $13,000 $15,000 $17,000 $19,000 $21,000

than to to to to to to to to or more

$5,000 $6,999 $8,999 $10,999 $12,999 $14,999 $16,999 $18,999 $20,999

Income
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STABLE INCOME (EMPLOYED)

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE| % OWNING % WITH

CITY NEIGHBOREOOD s1ze [LIFE INSURANCE STABLE INCOME
Atlanta Oakland City 4 100 33
Chicago Austin 8 63 43
Roseland 30 60 86
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 100 67
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 79 75
Gary Horace-Mann 18 94 57
- Indianapolis Forest HManoxr 22 91 83
Brookside 1 100 -100
Islip 014 ctl. Islip 13 77 36
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 67 100
Milwaukee Eastside 3 67 33
Northwest side 14 100 42
Minneapolis Northside 21 81 26
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 100 100
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 100 75
Rockford ' Westside 30 93 63
South Bend Riverside Manox 3 100 67
Rum Village 7 86 50
Lasalle Park 6 100 60
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 67 75
Census Tract 617 4 < 75 100
Census Tract 621 4 100 50
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 100 100
All Homesteaders 239 83 67
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‘Table I-17

SAVINGS ACCOUNT, STOCKS & BONDS
HOMESTEADERS
% MEDIAN % MEDIAN
SAMPLE|gAyING |SAVINGS|HAVING | STOCKS
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE |savINGs| (5000) |STOCKS | ($000)
Atlanta Oakland City 2 0 - 0 -
Chicago Austin 8 63 .2 25 1.9
Roseland 30 90 .7 10 .4
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100 .2 0 -
Columbus Near South Side 3 100 .2 0 -
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 27 82 .2 25 ]
Gary Horace-~Mann 15 100 .2 11
Indianapolis Forest Manor 21 81 .2 23 .3
Brookside 1 100 .2 o -
Islip 014 Ctl. Islip 13 92 .5 23 .5
Kansas City 49-63 Area 5 80 .2 0 -
Milwaukee Eastside 3 100 .2 67 .5
Northwest side 14 100 .2 7 3.0
Minneapolis Northside 21 90 .2 33 .3
Oakland Elmhurst #4 100 .2 -
Philadelphia Wynnefield 4 100 .5 -
Rockiord Westside 29 100 .2 10 .4
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 100 .2 67 1
Rum Village 7 100 .2 0 -
Lasalle Park 6 100 .2 40 8.7
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 83 ) 0 -
Census Tract 617 4 50 .2 0 -
Census Tract 621 4 75 .2 0 -
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 0 - - 0 -
All Homesteaders 228 89 .2 16 .5
39




PERCENTAGE PREVIOUS HOMEOWNERS

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE| % OF HOMESTEADERS WHO WERE

CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE PREVIOUSLY HOMEOWNERS
Atlanta Oakland City 3 0
Chicago Austin 14

Roseland 30 3
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 19- 32
Gary Horace-Mann 18 6
Indianapolis Forest Manor 19 16

Brookside 1 0
islip 014 ctl. 1Islip 8 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area 0
Milwaukee Eastside 3 67

Northwest side 14 14
Minnzapolis Northside 19 0
Oakland Elmhurst £4 1 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 20 -
Rockford Westside 27 19
South Bend Riverside Manor 2 . 0

Rum Vvillage 7 14

Lasalle Park 4 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 0

Census Tract 617 3 0

Census Tract 621 4 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 0 0
All Homesteaders © 209 11
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RATIO OF PREVIOUS MORTGAGE PAYMENT/INCOME (%)-HOMEOWNERS
RATIO OF PREVIQOUS RENT/INCOME (%)-RENTERS

) - .

g

- ey e

__

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE }% MORTGAGE
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE P?;ggé/ sgng EE iNg‘gE/
Atlanta Oakland City 0 - 1 9
Chicago RAustin 1 63 4 19
Roseland 0 - 22 15
Cincinnati Madisonville "0 - 0 -
Columbus Near South Side 0 - 3 8
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 2 20 6 12
Gary Horace-Mann 1 44 13 10
Indianapolis Forest Manor 1 7 13 15
Brookside 0 - 11
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 0 - 26
Kansas City 49-63 Area 0 - 6 10
Milwaukee Eastside 1 28 1 14
Northwest side 0 _ 12 14
Minneapolis Northside 0 - 17 19
Oakland Elmhurst #4 0 _ 0 -
Philadelphia Wynnefield 0 - 2 13
Rockiord Westside 4 18 16 13
South Bend Riverside Manor 0 - 0 -
Rum Village 0 - 6 18
Lasalle Park 0 - 2 14
Tacoma "Census Tract 613 0 - 5 17
Census Tract 617 0 - 3 17
Census Tract 621 0 _ 4 21
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 0 - 0 -
All Homesteaders 10 25 143 15
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AVERAGE NUMBER OF ROOMS, BEDROOMS, & PERSONS PER BEDROOM

8 |

HOMESTEADERS
l SEMPLE BED- PERSONS/
m CITY NEIGHBORHOOD 5IZE ROOMS ROOMS BEDROOM
' Atlanta Oakland City
I} : 4 4.5 1.8 1.54
3 Chicago Austin 8 5.1 2.4 2.15
l Roseland 31 | 4.3 2.0 2.09
: Cincinnati Madisonville 1 4.0 1.0 2.00
Columbus MNear South Side 3 4.7 2.0 1.11
m Dallas Trinity-Liskon 28 4.5 2.1 1.61
Gary Horace-~Hann 18 4.4 2.1 1.69
', - Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 1 2.4 1.53
Brookside : 1 3.0 1.0 . 1.00
' Islip 0ld Ctl. Islip 13 4.2 2.1 2.56
j Kansas City 49-63 Area _ I3 5.0 2.2 1.20
m Milwaukee " Eastside 3 5.3 2.7 1.25
Northwest side 14 6.4 2.5 1.78
' Minnsagolis Horthside 22 4.8 1.8 1.61
¥ Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 7.0 4.0 1.75
E Philadelphia Viynnefield N 5 6.0 2.8 1.18
L Rockiord HWestside 30 4.9 2.3 1.78
' South Bend Riverside Manoxr 3 7.0 2.7 1.61
. Rum Village 7 5.1 2.1 | 1.26
Lasalle Park 6 4.8 2.0 1.53
. ) Tacomra "Census Tract 613 6 4.2 2.2 1.72
. Census Tract 617 4 2.8 1.67
‘ Census Tract 621 4 5.8 3.0 ' 1.82
. Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 9.0 5.0 2.20
l .
i All Homastecaders ' 238 4.9 2.2 1.73

-y
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AVERAGE NUMBER OF BATHS, HALF

BATHS, FIREPLACES IN PREVIQUS HOUSE

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE Half- Fire-
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE Baths | Baths |places
Atlanta Oakland City 4 1.0 0 0]
Chicago Austin 8 1.3 | .13 .13
Roseland 31 1.0 .04 .03
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 1.0 0 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 1.0 0 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 256 1.1 .15 .04
Gary Horace-Mann 18 .94 .17 .11
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 1.1 .23 .05
Brookside - 1 1.0 0 1.0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 1.0 0 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area ' o 1.0 0 0
Milwaukee Eastside 3 1.0 .33 0
Northwest side 14 1.1 .15 .08
Minneapolis Northside 22 1.0 .05 .18
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 1.0 0 1.0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 1.2 .40 0
Rockiord Westside 30 1.0 .13 .07
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 1.0 .33 0
Rum Village 7 1.0 0 .14
Lasalle Park 6 1.0 0 .17
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 .83 .17 .20
Census Tract 617 4 1.0 0 0
Census Tract 621 4 1.3 .25 .75
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 2.0 0 - 0
All Homesteaders 241 1.1 1.2 .09
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Table I-22

RATING OF HOMESTEAD HOUSE COMPARED TO PREVIQUS HOUSE
("HOUSE AS A WHOLE") - (% BY CATEGORY)

—

‘ HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE| BETTER WORSE
w CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE HERE SAME HERE
' Atlanta Oakland City 4 . 50 50 0]
Chicago Austin 8 62 12 25
. Roseland 31 .87 6 6
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 100 0
l Columbus Near South Side 3 100 0 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 61 21 18
Gary Horace-Mann 18 61 22 17
'}' Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 73 57 0
Brookside 1 100 0 0
l Islip 0l1d Cctl. Islip 13 77 23 0
‘ Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 100 0
' Milwaukee Eastside 3 33 33 33
‘ Northwest side 14 79 14 7
‘\, Minneapolis Northside 22 68 5 27
"J Oakland ' Elmhurst #4 0 100 0
' Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 60 40 0-
Rockford Westside 30 80 10 10
- South Bend Riverside Manor 3 67 33 0
' Rum Village 7 86 o 14
— Lasalle Park 6 50 50 0
‘ Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 67 0 33
. Census Tract 617 4 100 0 0
. Census Tract 621 4 100 0 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 100 0 0
' All Homesteaders 241 73 16 11
i
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Table I-24 NEIGHBORHOOD RATING - OVERALL
(¥ BY CATEGORY)
HOMESTEADERS
Neighborhood Rating Overall
SAMPLE gzzre?ely Engegzig
cIey NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE 1 -~ N 3 4/ 5
Atlanta Oakland City 4 0 0 50 0 |50
Chicago Austin 8 0 13 63 13 0
Roseland 30: 3. 3 47 a0 .| 7
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 0 100 0 0
Colurmbus Mear South Side 3 0 0 100 0 0
Dallas Trinity~Lisbon 28 0 7 46 25 21
Gary Horace-#ann 18 0 0 33 56 11
Indizanapolis Forest Manor 22 S 0 50 41 S
Brookside 1 0 0 0 100 0
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 0 0 62 - |31 8
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 0 0 83 17 0
Milwaukea Eastside 3 0 0 67 33 0
Northwest side 14 0 14 43 . |43 0
Minnzapolis Northside 22 0 9 41 46 >
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 100 0 0 0
Philadelphia Wiynnefield 5 0 0 20 60 20
Rockiord Westside 30 3 10 50 23 13
South Band Riverside Manor 3 9 o 33 33 33
Rum Village 7 0 14 43 43 10
Lasalle Park 6 0 0 50 50 0
Tacona Census Tract 613 6 0 33 68 0 0
Census Tract 617 4 0 0 25 50 25
Census Tract 621 4 0 25 75 0 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 0 100 0 0
All Homesteaders 240 1 7 49 34 10
45
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HOMESTEADERS

General Neighborhood Rating

Sample Size = 240
Mean = 3.4

Median = 3

49%

34%

1%

7%

10%

1
Extremely Bad

2 3 4
General Neighborhood Rating

5
Extremely Good
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NEIGHBORHOOD RATING - EASE OF MAKING FRIENDS
(% BY CATEGORY)

HOMESTEADERS
EASE OF MAKING FRIENDS
SAMPLE
E
CITtY REIGHBORMIOOD SI1z:5 ?SY Har3d
5 :
Atlanta Cakland City 4 50 50 0
Chicago Austin 8 38 50 13
Roseland 30 a7 50 3
Cincinnati Madisonville
: 1 0 100 0
Columbus Mear South Side 2 0 100 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 57 39- 4
Gary Hoxace-llann 18 68 28 0
Indianapolis Foresit Manor 22 27 64 9
-1l

Brookside . 1 100 0 0
Islin - 01d ctl. Islip 13 62 31 8
Kansas City 4£9-63 Areca 0 100 0
Milwaukes= Eastside 3 33 67 0
Morthwest 3ide 14 43 50 7
Minnsa2polis Morthuide 22 46 55 0
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 100 0

[}
Philadalphia Tiynnafield 5 80 : 20 0

|
Rockiord Westside 30 63 ! 33 3
South Bz=nd Riverside Manor 3 67 13 0
Rum Village 7 57 43 -0

I3 I3 < ! ‘

Lasalle Park 6 67 H 33 0
Tacona Census Tract 613 6 0 83 17
) Census Tract 617 4 75 25 0
Census Tract 621 4 25 50 25
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 100 0

Al)l Homesteadex |
S 239 49 47 5
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NEIGHBORHOOD RATING ;—PLACE'TO RAISE CHILDREN

HOMESTEADERS
NEIGHBORHCOD RATING
LACE TO RAISE .CHILDREN

SAMPLE ¥ GOOD % FAIR % BAD

CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE 1 2 3
Atlanta Oakland City 50 25 25
Chicaco Austin 8 50 50 -0
Roseland 30 44 47 10
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100 0 0
Columbus Mear South Side 3 67 0 33
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 23 61 39 0
Gary Horace-Mann 18 72 28 0
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 50 36 14
Brookside o} - - -
Islipo - 0l1a ctl. Islip 13 54 39 - 8
Xansas City 49-63 Area 6 17 © 83 0
Milwauke= Eastside 3 100 0 0
' Northwest side lﬁ 31 . 62 8
Minnsapolis Morthside 21 52 43 5
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 0 190
Philadelphia VUynnefield 4 100 0 o
Rockiord Westside 30 77 17 7
South Band Riverside Manor 3 67 33 0
Rum Village 7 29 57 14
Lasalle Park 6 67 33 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 17 68 17
Census Tract 617 4 75 25 0
Census Tract 621 4 50 50 0
Wilmington Baynaxd Blvd. 1 100 Q 0
all Homesteaders 236 56 38 7
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Table I-27
NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS VS. REST OF CITY

HOMESTEADERS
%
sampLE| ¥ N % N'T
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD size |BETTER | SAME |WORSE ATTEND
Atlanta Oakland City 1 0 100 0 0
Chicago Austin 6 50 33 0 17
Roseland 20 .20 . 65 5 10
Cincinnati Madisonville 0 — - - -
Columbus Mear South Side 2 50 50 0 0
Dallas Trinity-Lishon v 0 71 14 14
Gary Horace-Mann 9 0 89 11 0
Indianapolis Forest Manor 8 25 75 0 0
Brookside 0 - - - -
Islip Qld ctl. Islip 6 50 50 0 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area 2 0 100 0 .0
Milwaukee Eastside 1 100 0 0 J 0
Northwest side 9 33 67 0 0
Minneapolis Northside 3 67 0 33 0
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 100 0 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 3 0 100 0 0
Rockford Westside 19 16 68 11 5
South Bend Riverside Manor 0 - - - -
Rum Village 1 0 100 0 0
Lasalle Park 1 0 100 0 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 4 50 50 0 0
Census Tract 617 1 0 100 0 0
Census Tract 621 3 0 67 33 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 100 0 0
All Homesteaders 108 22 67 7 5
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WHERE CHILDREN ARE ALILOWED TO PLAY

(¥ BY CATEGORY)

HOMESTEADERS
WITHIN
SAMPLE| OWN OWN EVERALAS FAR
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE YARD BLOCK _,BLOCKS AS LIKE
Atlanta Oakland City 1 100 0 0 0
Chicago Ausfin 4 50 50 0
Roseland 11 - 73 18 9
Cincinnati Madisonville ‘o - - - -
Columbus Near South Side 2 50 0 50 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 6 83 17 0 0
Gary Horace-Mann 4 75 25 0 0
Indianapolis Forest Manor 7 43 57 0 0
Broockside 0 - - -~ -
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 4 100 0 0 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area 1 100 0 0 0
Milwaukee Eastside 1 100 o] 0 o]
Northwest side g 63 25 13 0
Minneapolis Northside 7 57 43 0 o)
Oakland Elmhurst #4 . 1 0 100 0 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 2 50 50 0 0-
Rockford Westside 14 21 79 ‘o 0
South Bend Riverside Manor 0 - - - -
Rum Village 3 67 0 33 0
Lasalle Park 1 0 100 o 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 5 100 0 0 0]
Census Tract 617 1 67 33 0 0
Census Tract 621 3 33 33 33 1
Wilmington Baynard Blvd; 1 100 0 0 0
All Homesteaders 89 60 35 5 1
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NEIGHBORHOOD RATING - FRIENDLINESS OF NEIGHBORS

(% BY CATEGORY)

HOMESTEADERS
RATING OF FRIENDLINESS OF
SAMPLEINEIGHBORS (1=FRIENDLY, 2=UNF)
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE
1 2 3 4
Atlanta Oakland City 4 0 50 50 0
Chicago Austin 8 13 75 0 13
Roseland 30 30 53 17 0
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0] 100 0 0
Columbus Near South Side 3 0 33 67 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 22 30 56 11 4
Gary Horace-Mann 18 33 39 28 0
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 18 41 41 0
Brookside v 1 0 100 0 0
Islip o0ld ctl. Islip - 13 15 85 0 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 17 50 33 0
Milwaukee Eastside 3 0 33 67 0
Northwest side 14 14 71 - 14 0
Minnesapolis Northside 22 36 46 13 0
Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 0 100 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 60 0 40 o}
Rockiord Westside 29 28 55 10 7
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 33 33 33 0
Rum Village 7 0 43 57 o
Lasalle Park 6 33 67 0 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 0 100 o) 0
Census Tract 617 4 25 75 0 0
' Census Tract 621 3 33 33 33 o
"Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 100 0 0 0
All Homesteaders ‘237 25 54 20 2
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NEIGHBORHOOD RATING

EXPECTED CHANGE IN NEXT THREE YEARS

' {% BY CATEGORY)

Table I-30 ‘.—IOMESTEADERS
NEIGHBORHOOD RATING
JEXPECTED CHANGE IN 3 YFARS
|Better Worse
SAMPLE[
CITY NEIGHBORIIOOD SIzZ:o 1 2 3
Atlanta Oakland City 4 100 o 0
Chicago ARustin 8 38 63 0
Roseland 30 <30 53 17
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100 0 0
Colurbus Near South Side 3 100 0 0
Dallas Trinity-Lisbhon 27 67 30 4
Gary Horace-Mann 18 50 50 0
Indizanandlis Forest Manorx 22 55 46 0
Brookside . 1 0 100 0
Islip ~ 01d ctl. Islip 13 54 46 0
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 50 50 0
Milwatkaa Eastside 3 33 67 0
Northwest side 14 21 71 7
Minnzaoolis Morthside 22 77 23 0
Oakland Elmhurst %4 1 100 o 0
Philadzlphia Wynnefield 5 20 80 .
Rockiord Westside 30 37 60 3
South Bznd Riverside Manor 3 67 0 33
Rum Village 7 57 43 0
Lasalle Park 6 17 83 0
Tacona Census Tract 613 6 17 83 0
Census Tract 617 4 75 25 o
Censug Tract 621 4 25 75 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 100 0 0
All Homesteaders 2139 49 48 4
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HOMESTEADERS
How First Heard of Homesteading Program

Sample Size = 241
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HOMESTEADERS

Reason for Becoming Homesteader

Sample Size = 239
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PERCENTAGE OF REHABILITATION COMPLETED

" HOMESTEADERS

SAMPLE| Fin- More Less Jus?

CITY NEIGHBORHOOD 51ZE | ished ;ﬁrf‘ ;?alig ﬁ:z‘e’g
Atlanta Oakland City 4 0 0 25 75
Chicago Austin 8 0 50 38 | 13
Roseland 31 3 55 26 16
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 100 0 -0
Columbus " Near South Side 3 0 67 0 33
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 18 39 39 4
Gary Horace-Mann : 18 ' 6 56 17 22
- Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 - 27 32 36° 5
Brookside 1 0 100 0 0
Islip - 0ld ctl. Islip 13 15 62 15 0
Kansas City 49-63 Brea 6 | 67 33 0 -0
Milwaukee Eastside : 14 0 100 0 0
Northwest side 14 21 43 36 0
Minneapolis Northside 22 0 36 14 S0
‘Oakland Elmhurst #4 1 0 0 0 100
Philadelphia Wynnefield - S 80 20 0 0
Rockford Westside 0 40 40 17 3
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 33 67 0 0
Rum Village 7 0 100 0' 0
Lasalle Park 6 33 67 0 0
Tacoma Census Tract 613 6 33 33 33 0
Census Tract 617 4 25 50 0 25
Census Tract 621 4 50 50 0 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 0 0 0 100
All Homesteaders . 241 19 47 21 13
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SELF~-HELP SKILLS:

PERCENT OF HOMESTEADE P B
HOMESTEADERS
T F o1

SAMPLE 2 o & S g g o ! 3‘ 3
CITY NEIGHBORHOOD SIZE ':fg 5 § s E o 5 é 8 'g
Atlanta Oakland City 4 100( 50 0] 0 25 50
Chicago Austin 88| 25 | 13 25 o 13
Roseland 31 .74 39 | 13| 13 le | 10
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 100100 | 100 0 01100
Columbus . Near South Side 3 100| 33 0 0 33 67
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 28 89| 71 61 6l 43 25
Gary Horace-Mann 18 94| &7 11 33 22 6
Indianapolis Forest Manor 22 730 50| 41| s9 | 36| 14
Brookside 1 100{100 | 0] o] o0| O
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 13 92| 77 | 69| 62 | 54| 46
Kansas City 49-63 Area 6 33 0 17 0 17 0
Milwaukee Eastside 3 100| 67 | 33 | 33| 33 0

Northwest side 14 100| 57 | 50| 43| 43
Minneapolis Northside 22 91| 77 36 A1 46 27
Oakland Elmhurst 4 ol o 0 0 0 0
Philadelphia Wynnefield 5 80| 40 60 40 40 | 100
Rockford Westside 30 73| 37 17 20 17 7
South Bend Riverside Manor 3 100 100 67 | 100 33 0
Rum Village 7 100 71 | 14| 71} 43| 14
Lasalle Park 6 100| 83 | 33| 50} 17| 33
Tacoma "Census Tract 613 6 671 50 50 50 50 0
Census Tract 617 4 100 | 75 25 25 75 0
Census Tract 621 4 75 50 | 25 | 25 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 1 100 [100 0 0 0
All Homesteaders ) 241 84|56 | 32 | 37| 31| 16
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POSITIVE HOMESTEADER SURPRISES -
PERCENTAGE REPORTING EACH CATEGORY

HOMESTEADERS
[ f

SaMpLE| Cost fi;ii?,Less LessAgency

CITY NEIGHEORHOOD SIZE |Less ii116| POTK | Time ]?Sf;fu:
Atlanta Oakland City 2 50 0 50 50 0
Chicago Austin 3 0 Q 0 0 0
Roseland 6 17 33 | 29 29 43
Cincinnati Madisonville 1 0 0 0 0 0
Columbus Near South Side 0 - - - - -
ballas Trinity-Lisbon 10 0 10 10 0 10
Gary Horace-tlann 5 40 0 20 40 25
- Indianapolis Forest Manor Ar 5 20 20 20 20 60
Brookside 0 - - - - -
Islip 01d Ctl. Islip 0 - - - - -
Kansas City 49-63 RArea 4 0 0 0 0 0
Milwauvkee Eastside 1 0 0 0 0 0
Northwest side 4 0 0 50 25 0
Minneapolis Northside 6 0 17 17 0 17
Oakland Elmhurst £4 0 - - - - -
Philadelphia Wynnefield 1 0 0 |100 0 -0
Rockford Westside 11 ) 0 9 9 9
South Bend Riverside Manor 2 0 0 0 0
Rum Village 4 0 50 0 50
Lasalle Park 2 0 0 0 0 0
Tacoma "Census Tract 613 2 50 0 50 50 0
Census Tract 617 1 ‘0 0 0 0 100
Census Tract 621 5 0 0 50 50 0
Wilmington Baynard Blvd. 0 - - - - -
All Homesteaders 72 10 9 18 14 18
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NEGATIVE HOMESTEADER SURPRISES:

PERCENTAGE REPORTING EACH CATEGORY

HOMESTEADERS
SAMPLE| Cost N;zizd More | More hizzzy
CITY NEIGHEORHQOD SIZE More E'SkillEJ Work | Time Helpful
% .
Atlanta Oakland City 2 o] o 0 0 0
Chicago Austin 3 33 | 67 |100 | 67 | 33
Roseland 6 -33 ‘ 33 86 71 71
Cincirnati Madisonville 1 100 i 0 o |100 0
Columbus Near South Side 0 - - - - -
Dallas Trinity-Lisbon 10 20 % 0 10 20 10
Gary Horace-!lann 5 40 i 0 40 0 25
- Indianapolis Forest Manor 5 .. 0 40 60 40 20
Brookside 0 - } - - - -
Islip 0ld ctl. Islip 0 - | - R _ _
Kansas City 49-63 Area 4 50 0 25 75 Y
Milwaukee Eastside 1 100 0 |l00 0 0
Northwest side 4 0 0 0 0 0
Minneapolis Northside 6 50 33 50 83 17
‘Oakland Elmhurst %4 0 - - - - -
Philadelphia ‘Wynnefield 1 o l100 0 (100 |100
Rockford Westside 11 36 0 ’ 9 27 36
South Bend Riverside Manor 2 50 0 I 0 0
Rum Village 4 o | 25 |25 | 50 0
Lasalle Park 2 o | o [100 | s0 | s0
Tacoma "Census Tract 613 2 0 0 0 0 0
Census Tract 617 1 0 | 0 0 0 0
Census Tract 621 2 50 0 50 0 0
7ilmington Baynard Blvd