
CHAS 2009 Table Summaries
Below is a brief summary of each of the 18 CHAS Tables, which provide data about various types of housing needs for various types of households.  These “tables” provide counts of the number of households falling into specified categories.  The categories are combinations of variables.  These variables, which we call the table’s dimensions, change from one table to the next.  The dimensions are defined elsewhere (see part 2 of the data dictionary). 

Table 1:  Housing needs by race 
This table shows the prevalence of housing unit problems by income and race.  The income levels include those specified in the Consolidated Plan regulations (24 CFR 91): extremely low-income, low-income, moderate-income, and middle-income.
Dimensions: Tenure by Housing Problems by Household Income1 by Race
Table 2: Severe housing needs by race 

This table is identical to Table 1, except that the Housing Problems dimension has been replaced by Severe Housing Problems.  Two of the Housing Problems—overcrowding and cost burden—have become increasingly prevalent, and less indicative of the most significant housing needs.  The Severe Housing Problems dimension counts households that are severely overcrowded or severely cost burdened (in addition to those with incomplete kitchen and plumbing facilities).  
Dimensions: Tenure by Severe Housing Problems by Household Income1 by Race
Table 3:  Housing problem severity 
This table is the one table in the CHAS data that distinguishes between the various housing unit problems.  It does this by establishing an implicit ranking of the problems from most severe to least severe.  Housing units are then placed in the category of the most severe housing unit problem that is present.  

Dimensions: Tenure by Housing Unit Problem Severity by Household Income2
Table 4:  Housing needs by family type 
This table illustrates the impact of housing problems on particular household types, including large families and single parent families.  Household size is broken into large (5+) and small (4 or less) to be consistent with the 2000 CHAS and the Consolidated Plan regulations, despite the fact that the 2005-07 ACS average household size is 2.6.  Single parent households is not a household type that must be included in Consolidated Plan analysis, but may be of interest in some communities.
Dimensions: Tenure by Housing Problems by Family Status1 by Household Size
Table 5: Housing problems for the elderly 

This table illustrates the housing needs of elderly households, which is data required for the Consolidated Plan.  A distinction is made between households with individuals 62-74 years old, and those with individuals 75 or older, due to the special care often needed by the “extra-elderly.”
Dimensions: Tenure by Housing Problems by Household Income1 by Elderly Status

Table 6:  Housing needs of the disabled
This table illustrates the housing needs of disabled households, which is data required for the Consolidated Plan.  The definition of disability used is based on ACS questions regarding mobility and self-care limitations.  This is consistent with the 2000 CHAS definition.
Dimensions: Tenure by Housing Problems by Household Income3 by Disability Status
Table 7: Cost burden by household type 
This table illustrates the prevalence of housing cost burden among different household types.  These household types are not among those that must be included in the Consolidated Plan, and use different definitions of large and small households than Table 4 (ConPlan definitions).  
Dimensions: Tenure by Household Type by Housing Cost Burden
Table 8: Cost burden by income 
This table illustrates the prevalence of housing cost burden among households at different income levels.  It also breaks the data down into units that do and do not have complete plumbing and kitchen facilities.  Since cost burden is the most prevalent housing problem and low income families are the most common type of family in need of assistance, this is one of the most important CHAS tables.   
Dimensions: Tenure by Household Income1 by Housing Cost Burden by Substandard Housing
Table 9: Cost burden by race 
This table illustrates the prevalence of housing cost burden by race.  

Dimensions: Tenure by Race by Housing Cost Burden
Table 10: Overcrowding & homelessness risk 

This table focuses on the problem of overcrowding and on certain household characteristics that might identify households at risk for homelessness.  In particular, households composed of multiple “subfamilies” and households composed of unrelated individuals (non-family households) are distinguished from standard family households.  In some cases, individuals in multi-family households and non-family households may be at greater risk of homelessness.
Dimensions: Tenure by Overcrowding by Household Income1 by Family Status2
Table 11: Detailed income breakdown 
This table expands the number of categories for household income to provide a more finely grained picture of the types of households with housing unit problems.  While most of the tables in the CHAS have breaks at 30%, 50%, 80%, and 95% of HAMFI, because those are the income levels required by the Consolidated Planning regulations, there are other income levels relevant to HUD programs.  This table provides that data.  

Dimensions: Tenure by Housing Problems by Household Income4

Table 12: Cost burden with NSP Income Limits 
This table examines the interaction of cost burden, household income, and the age of the structure.  This is extremely important to policies related to foreclosures.  This table will tell how many housing units in a jurisdiction were built during the boom of the 2000s, and are occupied by low income households with a cost burden.  It will also show how many low-income, cost burdened households in a jurisdiction are living in older structures—which may be a strong indicator of risk for abandonment.  The income dimension is consistent with NSP definitions of low-, moderate-, and middle-income.
Dimensions: Tenure by Year Structure Built by Household Income5 by Housing Cost Burden

Table 13: Lead-based paint hazard 
This table counts the number of households that are at risk for lead paint poisoning.  Lead paint was banned in 1979, so housing units built before 1980 are more likely to contain lead based paint.  In addition, children are more at risk for lead poisoning than adults.  This table counts the number of pre-1980 housing units occupied by households including children.  
Dimensions: Tenure by Year Structure Built by Presence of Children
Table 14A: Affordability of vacant units (for sale)
Tables 14A and 14B look specifically at vacant housing units, while all other tables have a universe of occupied housing units.  The universe for Table 14A is vacant units that are available for sale.  Substandard housing units are separated from the rest of the universe.  All standard units are then cross-tabulated by Owner Affordability
 and Bedrooms.  Owner Affordability indicates whether a particular housing unit would be affordable to a household at 50% of AMI, 80% AMI, or 100% AMI (or none of the above).  
Dimensions: Substandard Housing by Owner Affordability by Bedrooms 
Table 14B: Affordability of vacant units (for rent)

Tables 14A and 14B look specifically at vacant housing units, while all other tables have a universe of occupied housing units.  The universe for Table 14B is vacant units that are available for rent.  Substandard housing units are separated from the rest of the universe.  All standard units are then cross-tabulated by Renter Affordability
 and Bedrooms.  Renter Affordability indicates whether a particular housing unit would be affordable to a household at 30% of AMI, 50% AMI, or 80% AMI (or none of the above).  
Dimensions: Substandard Housing by Renter Affordability by Bedrooms 
Table 15A: Affordability of owner-occupied units with a mortgage
Cumulatively, Tables 15A, 15B, and 15C cover the universe of all occupied housing units.  Each table focuses on a sub-population of that universe.  For Table 15A, the universe is housing units occupied by households who own their home with a mortgage.
Dimensions: Substandard Housing by Owner Affordability by Household Income1 by Bedrooms 
Table 15B: Affordability of owner-occupied units without a mortgage 
Cumulatively, Tables 15A, 15B, and 15C cover the universe of all occupied housing units.  Each table focuses on a sub-population of that universe.  For Table 15B, the universe is housing units occupied by households who own their home without a mortgage.
Dimensions: Substandard Housing by Owner Affordability by Household Income1 by Bedrooms 
Table 15C: Affordability of renter-occupied units

Cumulatively, Tables 15A, 15B, and 15C cover the universe of all occupied housing units.  Each table focuses on a sub-population of that universe.  For Table 15C, the universe is housing units occupied by renter households.

Dimensions: Substandard Housing by Renter Affordability by Household Income1 by Bedrooms 
� The creation of the Owner Affordability dimension requires a series of assumptions, in order to determine the relationship between a housing unit’s value and the monthly mortgage payment required to purchase it.�  HUD assumed a 31% monthly payment standard, 96.5% loan-to-value rate, a 5.5% interest rate, a 1.75% upfront insurance premium, a .55% annual insurance premium, and 2% annual taxes and insurance.  Based on these assumptions, HUD estimated value to income ratio of 3.36 for an “affordable” home.  


� Renter Affordability assumes that a 30% monthly payment standard is the threshold for affordability.





