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FHA Housing Market Analysis
Bridgeport, Connecticut, as of OcEober I, 1969

Foreword

This analysis l'ras beeu prerpared for the assisEance
and guidance of the Federal Housing AclminlstraEion
ir.r its operations. The facEual information, fjnd-
ings, and conclusions may be useful also to build-
ers, mortgagees, and othet-sconcerned with local
housing problems and trends. The anaLysis does not
purport to make determinations with respect to the
accept.ability of any particular mortgage insurance
proposals that may be under consideration in the
subject locality.

The factual framework for this analysis was devel-
oped by the Field Market Analysis Service as thor_
oughly as possible on the basis of lnformation
available on the [as ofil date from both local and
national sources. 0f course, estimates and judg-
ments made on the basis of informatlon available
on the rras ofil daEe may be modified considerably
by subsequent market developments.

The prospective demand or occLrpancy p()tentjals ex_
pressed in the analysis are based upon an evalua_
tion of the factors available on the Ias of" date.
They cannot be construed as forecasts of bui lding
activity; rather, they express the prospective
housing production which would maintain a reason-
able balance in demand-supply relationships under
cond i t j ons analyzed for the ttas 

c-rf " date .

Department of Housing and Urban Development
Federal Housing Administration
Field Market Analysis Service

Washington, D. C.



FHA HOUSING MARKET ANALYSIS-BR T CONNECTICUT
AS OF OCTOBER 1

The Bridgeport, Connecticut, Housing Market Area (HMA) is

coterminous with Ehe Brldgeport, Connecticut, Standard Metropolltan

StaEistical Area as iE was def ined in Apri 1 1960. The HII{A inc ludes

the cities of Bridgeport and Shelton and the towns of Falrfield,

Mltford, Monroe, Stratford, and Trumbul1. The housing market had

an 0ctober 1, 1969 population of 383r4OO persons, 159r2OO of whom

(42 percent) llved in the city of Bridgeport.

Demand for both new and existlng sales and rental accommodations
exceeds the current supply. Population and household growth over
the past several years reduced the level of vacancy in the HI'IA to
O.5 percenE for homeowners and 1.4 percent for renters as of October 1,
L969. The current vacancy levels preclude conslderation of the
existing inventory as a significant source of addltional housing for
future needs. If housing is to be provlded over the next two yearst
therefore, iE must come from neI^, conatruction.

Demand for Houslng

1E 1s ostlmated thaE there wi11 be a demand for'2,500 nonsubsldlz-
ed new housing unlts ln the Bridgeport HMA durlng each year of the
1969-1971 forecast period--1,400 single-famlly unlts and 1,100 uniEs
in multifamily structures. The above estimates are based uPon con-
clusions as to the fuEure course of economic, demographic, and hous"
ing factors dellneated below. The projected demand is a reflection
of the Long-Eerm needs of the housing market. It is inEended, there-
fore, as a guide in esEablishing a level of constructlon which will
insure a stable housing market situaElon, and does not purporE Eo
predict the level of construction which actually may occur.

Ll A previous analysls of the Bridgeport, Connecticut housing
market was completed as of June 1 t L966. To the extent
warranted, estlmates presented ln that analysis have been

tncorporated in the current study'
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An annual demand for 2,500 unit is somewhat bel.ow 1968 authori-
zattons but above the residential constructlon activity leveLs of most
prevlous years in the Bridgeport area. The rate of absorption should
be watched carefully, inviewof the minimal growth p.o"p""ts and, if
warranLed, adjusted upward or downward. The distributions of single-
family and multifamily demand are presented in table I.

Occupancy Potent,ial for Subsidized Housing

Federal assistance in financing costs for new housing for low-
or moderate-income families may be provided through four different
programs administered by FHA--monthly rent-supplement payments,
principally in rental projects flnanced with market-interest-rate
mortgages insured under Section 221(d)(3); partial payments for in-
terest for home mortgages insured primarily under Section 2351, par-
EiaI payment for interest for project mortgages insured under Section
236; and below-market-interest-rate financing for project mortgages
insured under Section 22L(d) (3).

Household eIigibility for feder:a1 subsldy programs is determined
primarily by evidence that household or family income is below
esbablished limits. Some families may be alternattvely eligible
for assistance under one or more of Ehese programs or under other
assistance programs using federal or state support. Since Ehe poten-
tial for each program is estimated separately, there is no aEtempt
to e l iminate the over laps arnong progrd,m est imates . Accord ing ly, the
occupancy potentials discussed for various progr€rms are not additive.
Furthermore, future approvals under each program should take into
account any intervening approvals under other programs which serve
Ehe same requirements. The potenti.atsl/ discussed in the following
paragraphs reflect estimates noE adjusted for housing -provided

under alternative FHA or other programs.

The annual occupancy potentials for subsidized housing
programs discussed below are based upon 1969 incomes, on the

in FHA
occup-

Ll The occupancy potentials referred to 1n this analysls have been
calculated to reflect the capaclty of the market {n vjew of ex-
isting vacancy. The successful attainment of the calculated
potential for subsidized housing may vne1l depend upon construc-
tion in suitable accessible locations, as r^re11 as upon the dis-
tribution of rents and sales prices over the complete range
atEainable for housing under the specified progrsrnso
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pancy of substandard housingr on estimates of the elderly popula-
tlon, on th.e latest avallable lnconre llmlts, 6nd on market experl-
ence. The occupancy potentials by size of uniEs required are
shown in table tL.L/

Sectlon 22L(d)(3) BMIR. If federal funde are made available, a
total of about 41O units of Section 221(d)(3) BMIR housing probably
could be absorbed during each of the nexL two years.l/ There are,
however, already lr5OO units9/ serving the low-moderate income market
and another 25O units are under construction. If the 250 units under
construcEion aE this time should come on the market within the next
twelve months, the annual potential would be reduced Eo 16O unlts
for the first year. Virtually all of the ellgible families also
are quallfled for housing under the Section 235 and 236 programs.

Rent-Supplement. Under the rent-supplemenE program there is
an annual occupancy poEential for approximaEely 26O units for famll-
ies and 3OO units for elderly couples and indivtduals. Most families
eligtble for renE-supplemenEs also are eligible for pubLic housing.
About, 15 percent of the families and 32 percenE of the elderly
couples and individuals ellgible for rent-supplements couLd qralify
for Section 235 and 236 housing.

Section 235, Sales Hous r.nq SaIes housing for families could
be provided for low- to moderate-income families under Section 235.
[,lith exception income limiEs, Ehere is an annual occupancy poten-
tial for about 515 homes during each of the next t$ro years. Under
regular income limits, the potentlal would be about half of the
515 unit total noted above. About 8O percent of the families
eliglble for Section 235 housing also are eligible for Section 221
(d)(3) BMIR housing. Families eligi-ble under Sectlon 235 also are
eligible under Section 235; however, the two groups are not additive.

ll Families with incomes lnadequate to purchase or rent nonsubai-
tl i zt'tl hcrus InB general ly arr.r e I IgIbLe for <lne f orrn or another
of subsidlzed houslng. However, llttle or no houslng has
been provlded under some of the subsldized programs and absorp-
tion rates remain to be tested.

2/ At Ehe presenE time, funds for allocations are avallable only
from recaptures resulting from reductions, withdrawals, and
cancellatlon of outstanding allodations.

3/ The total number of 1r5OO existing units includes about IrO25
in staEe-aided projects in the Bridgeport area.
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Section 236, Rental Housing. Under Section 236r the annual
oecupancy potential under exceptlon lncome limits ls estlmated at
515 units for families and 210 units for eLderly couples and indi-
vlduals. If regular income limits were used, the potential for
families and elderly would be 52 percent and 70 Percent' respective-
Iy, of the potential under excepEion income limits. About 8O per-
cent of the famllies and lndividuals eligible under this program
also are eligible under Section 22L(J-)(3) BMIR. About 47 percenE

of the elderly and eight percent of the famllies are ellgible for
rent-supplements. Families and individuals eligible under Ehis
program also are qualified under Section 235; the two groups are
not additive.

Sales Market

The sales markeE in the Brldgeport HMA 1s extremely Eight; the
homeowner vacancy ratio Is only O.5 percent, comParing wiEh 1.5
percent in June 1966. Two factors have had an appreciable effect
on the character of the houslng market ln the Bridgeport area over
the past three years--the interest rates for mortgage and consEruction
loans and the availability of land suitable for single-family devel-
opmen t .

The ?leffectiverrdemand for new homes vras reduced by the mort-
gage and constructlon credit situation through (1) the rapidly
rising rate of interesE which has caused many ProsPectlve buyers
to adopt a I'wait and seen attitude and, temPorarily, to seek rental
accommodations in lieu of home purchase and (2) the stringent credit
conditions brought on by the tight money market which decreased the
number of families able to qualify for a mortgage. Paradoxically,
however, this decrease in buyers was accompanied by a decline in
single-family construction and demand still exceeds supply.

Land sultable for slngle-fam1Iy development has become 6carce
in the city of Brldgeport and new home construcEion has been 1lmlted,
for the most part, to neighborlng communitles. Although there are
subsEantial tracts of land avallable in the suburban portions of
the HMA, no large subdivlsions are active at Ehis time; neh, home

construction is scattered among many small developments. As may

be expected, housing prices bear an lnverse relationship to the
distance from the downEown area--the farther out, the lower the cost.
NeverEhe}ess, there are fewer and fewer new units available in the
$3OrOOO and under price class even in the more remote portions of
the Bridgeport HMA. Rising cosEs with respect to land, labor, and
material and an increased desire for amenities have driven up the
prices of neht homes rapidlY.



The existing house market suffers from much Ehe sarne problems
ag doet the new hotre aarket. Demand exceeds supply And prices ere
risin3 sEeadily. A survey of existlng homes sold last month indi-
cated that about 75 percent of the units marketed were sold for
more than $25rOOO. The moderate-income buyer, therefore, whether
he is seeking neh, or older accommodations, is finding it increasing-
ly difficult to satisfy his housing needs.

Speculative construction increased some$rhat during 1969 because
of the rising cost of labor and material. Builders are reluctant
to dellver a completed unit based on a price structure in effect
several months prlor to comptetion. An invenEory of ngw ho$Es llulr-
keted during fg6a fn subdivisions with five or more completions over Ehe

year indlcaEed that, of the total of 632 units, 434 were sold before
sEarE of construction and 198 units were built speculatively. 0ver
86 percent of the unlts surveyed last year were prl.ced at $25'OOO
and above and there hrere no units belng offered for under $22r5OO.

Rental Market

Although multlfamily consEruction proceeded at a rather rapid
pace over the past few years, t.he number of available rentaL units
decllned. At present, the rental vacancy rate stands at 1.4 per-
cent. As of June 1, 1966, the ratio was 4.3 percent. Absorption
of new units has been excellent and managers rePort that many Proj-
ects have been fully leased before the completlon of construction.

The rental market has prospered because of the very factors
which have impaired the sales market. Many young families are
posEponing thelr purchase of a home and are seeking aPartments.
Because of the hlgher yield in multifamlly investment and because
more intensive utilization can be made of hlgh-priced land, money
is flowing from single-fam11y into multifamily construction financ-
i.g. Neighboring houslng markeEs are especlally tight at Ehis
time; new projects in the Bridgeport HMA and other HMA's ordlnarlly
competltlve in aEtracEing New York and other commuEers can draw
tenarlrs f rom a wtde area.

Desplte the expanding number of prospective tenants and the
channeling of money into rental unit construction, the market ls
not without problems. Several large projects have had trouble
obtainlng funds in sufficient quantiEy. Since the Bridgeport area
stilt possesses a 'rhomeownerrr lmage, zoning changes in favor of
oultlfamily unit construction are dtfficult Lo secure and, as a
result, apartment consErucEion is often located on sites which may
be considered marginal.
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lncomes have risen over the past few years and renE schedules
mirror the effecEs of a tight market and higher consumer incomes.
An absorption survey of recently completed projects indicates that
the majority of the units being offered are one-beclroom apartments.
Although rents for these units (exclusive of electricity) start as
low as $13o a monEh, there is a heavy concentratlon of one-bedroom
apartment,s in the $150 to $180 rent range. The market for older
projects has not been hurt by the r"""ni high level of multifamity
unit construction because, typically, there is rent differential
of abouE $3O between older and newer ap&rEments and older units tend
Eo be considerably larger. very few single-family homes are being
renEed at this time.

Economic, Demographic and Housine Fac tors

The anticipaEed annual demand for slngle-family and multifamily
nonsubsidlzed housing unlts ls based on the projected trends in
employment, incomer population, and houslng factors summarlzed be-
1ow.

Employment. Nonagricultural wage and salary employmenE levels
1n the Bridgeport Labor Market Area rose between 196o and L966; the
average annual galn reached a peak of 7 1060 in 1966. Between 1966
and 1968, wage and salary employment continued to increase each
year, but at a decreasing rate. Employment grew by 316go jobs be-
Eween 1966 and 1957 and the 1967-1968 increment was only 2r24o. Non-
agrlcultural wage and salary employment averaged 14gr7oo during the
first half of L969, a decrease of 600 jobs from the average for the
first six months of 1968 (L49,3OO).

Manufacturing industries represent a substantial portion of
wage and salary employment (51 percent) with fabricated metals,
electrical equipment, and transportation eguipment the leading
sources of employment. As is often the case in areas heavi,ly uiepen_
dent upon durable goods production, the Brldgeport economy is highlycycrical in nature and closely tled to national requirements for
such producti.n. Rlsing demand for war material fosEer:ed by theViet Nam conf I ict pushed manpower rt:qulrements jn clurable goclcls
indusLrjt:s to a l)eak tn 1966. Ae the need for ml lltary go.ra" leveledoff, however' employment growth in milltary-oriented industrieswaned. During the peak year of L966, fabricated metals employmentrose by 97o; there was a 1r98o job increase in the transport"Lio.,
equipment industry; and electrical equipment produc"r" udd"d a nettotal of 860 workers. A comparison of employment averages for thefirst half of 1969 with those of 196g, howevlr, presents a substan-tially different picture. A decline of 21460 in manufacturing
reflected decreases in almost every sector, especially transpJrtation
equipment (alql,ss of 1,14o) and electrical equipment (a decline of
750).
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Despite a declining manufacturing sector, employment in nonmanu-
facturing industries continued to grow at a relatlvely even rate over
the paat three yeare" deviating llttle from the average annual gain
of 1r900 jobs. Trade, services, and government contributed the major
portion of the nonmanufacturing employment increase; rising popu-
lation levels increased the need for consumer goods and services.
The 1,860 job increment recorded between Ehe January-June periods in
1968 and L969 faLled to offset the 2,460 decline in manufacturing em-
ployment, however.

It is expected that average annual wage and salary employment in
the Bridgeport HMA will grow slowly, if at. all, during the next two
years. The trade and services sectors will continue Eo add employees
as population growth provides an expanding market for goods and ser-
vices. Government employment, especially on the local leve1, will
rise steadily and small increments wilI occur in al1 other nonmanu-
facturing sectors. Despite several temporary employnrent increases,
contracts for replacement of war materleI probably will not warrant
employment leveIs typical of the early years of the Viet Nam conflict.
It can be anticipated, therefore, that employment in durable goods
industries will continue to decline over the next two years. The
net effect of the interaction of varlous factors will be a decline
in manufacturing jobs offset by an inc::ease in nonmanufacturing over
the forecast p€riod.

Income. As of October L969, the estimated median annual income
of atlEiflies in the Bridgeport HMA was $g,425, after deducrion of
federal income tax. The median after-tax income of rer,ter households
of two or more persons was $Z,S5O a year. As shown in table IV,
median incomes of families and of renter households were $8,375 and
$7,225, respectively, in June 1966. The current medians represent
an annual after-tax rate of growth of almost four percent for all
families and an increment of about three percent each year for rent-
er households since June 1966.

Popr.r lation and Househo Lcls Between Aprll 1960 arrd Jurre 1966,
tlre populatlon of ttre HI.,{A grew by an average ot 41500 persons a
year. As of October 1, 1959, the populatlon of the HMA totaled
383,4O0, representing an average gain of 6,33O persons (1.9 percenE)
annually since June 1966. Although annual employment growth in the
L966-1969 period fell short of the galns recorded between 1960 and
1965, the average population growth each year during the latter part
of the 1960 decade was substantially greater than that of the earlier
period. Prior to 1966, employment gains resulted in greater work
force participation. As the local supply of marginal workers r^ras
depleted, however, a larger share of the newly created jobs were
filled by in-migrants. As a result, the annual level of employ-
ment gains declined but the population gains continued.
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Between 1960 and 1966, there apparently was a small decrease in
the population of the city of Bridgeport. The October 1, 1969 es-
timate of 159,200 persons indicates that there was an average net
addition of 900 persons annually to Bridgeportrs population after
1966. A large number of older vacant units and recently completed
apartments \^rere absorbed between 1966 and 1969, and this influx of
households resulted in a net increase in population over the period.

It is estimated that the number of households in the housing
market rose from 99,750 in 1960, to 109,900 in L966, to 118,400 in
L969. These figures represent annual average rates of growth of I.6
percent and 2.5 percent for the respective periods (see table V).
The average annual level of household growth increased from 1,650
to 2,550.

Ihe number of persons in the HMA is expected to rise to 387,600
by Octcber l, 1971, representing an average annual gain of about
2,100 (0.5 percent) over the current total. The annual average addi-
tion to the number of households in the Bridgeport area will decline
from 2,550 (L966-f959) to about 8OO (L969-L97L). Although in-migra-
tion will slow, increased out-commutation to neighboring labor mar-
kets will result in continued household formation. As is the case
in many crowded northeastern labor markets, however, projected demo-
graphic gains depend upon the availabllity of housing. Vacancy is
low in the Bridgeport HMA and a galn in households is contingent
upon an increase in the number of available housing units.

Housing Inventory. As of October 1, 1969, there were L22,5OO
housing units in the HMA, a net increase of 16,500 over the April 1,
1960 totat of almost 106,000 units and a net gain of 6,400 since
June 1966 when the housing stock stood at 116,100 (see table VI). The

1960-1969 increment resulted from the addition of 20,600 units and
the loss of 4,100 units. lt is estimated that, as of October 1, 1969,
a total of 1,400 units were under construction--450 single-family
homes and 950 units in multifamily structures.

The rate of residential uniE authorization has been relatively
stable over the pasE nine years in the Bridgeport HMA, especially
for single family units (table VII). The total has fluctuated around
the annual average of about 2,25O units in response to changes in
multifamily authorizations. After the market Eightened during 1966
and 1967. new unit authorizations jumped tct 2,744 in 1968 and 1,522
units w('r(:r pernrittecl during the first six nurrrtlrs of 1969. 'I'lre most
clraurrrtlr'clrirrrge i.rr L[re: chrlrac:ter of tlte Local hous.i.ng Inarket clccurred
with respect to the relationship between single-family and multifamily
construction. In 1960, multifamily units rePresenEed only 23 PercenE
of EotaI authorizations. By 1968, this ratio c'limbed to 57 Percent;
and 70 percent of the units permitted during the first six months of
1969 u'ere in multifamily structures. Single-family mortgage credit
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difficulties increased the pressure for rentaL units and the industrv
responded with one of the highest levels of mulEifamily construction
tn the hlstory of the Brldgeport area.

Vacangy" A comparison of the results of a recent postal vacancy
survey with a survey conducted in January L966 indicates thaE
vacancies in the Bridgeport area decreased substantialLy over the
past Ehree years. rn January 1966, the survey reporEed an overall
vacancy rate of 2.6 percent of total possible deliveries and the
September 1969 survey indicated a vacancy ratio of l.l percenE.

Based on data obtained in Brldgeport and on the vacancy surveys
noted above, there r^refe an estimated 4r1OO vacant units in the HI,IA
in October L969--4oo for sale, 60o available for rent, and 3r1oo
unsuitable or unavailable vacant units. The number of units for
sale and for rent represent vacancy ratios of o.5 percent and 1.4
percent, respecEively. since about l-oo vacant units located in
urban renewal areas are Eo be demolished shortly, they were not
considered as part of the available inventory. Between 196o and
1966, new consEruction kepE pace $rith households added and the
level of vacancy remalned virtually unchanged over the period.
since 1966, the number of families seeking accommodations in the
HMA outstripped the level of new home additions and a substantial
number of available vacant units were absorbed.



Table I

Estirqated Annual Demand for New Nonsubsidlzed Houslns
Bridpe t. Connect lcut. Houelne Ma et Area

ber 1 1 6 t I L97L

A. Sinele{amily Unlts:

Price

$ 17 ,5oo - $ 1g ,999
20,000 - 22,499
22,5OO - 24,ggg
25,000 - 29,ggg
30,000 - 34,ggg
35r000 and over

Total

B. Multifami ly units:

Gross
mon th I rent9./

Number of unlts Pe rcent of total

I
8

L2
15
z2
35

to0

110
110
L70
2LO
310
490

1,48-

$ 1oo
130
150
170
190
210
230
250

- $ 129
- L49
- 159
- 189
_ 209
_ 229
_ 249
and over
Total

Efflc iency

55
35
20

110

One
bedroom

- 35
130
L45
40
15
t0

375

Two
bedrooms

Ttrree or more
bedrooms

40
39-

rr5

40
155
r70
60
75

500

4;

a/ Gross

Source:

rent is

Est imated

shelter rent plus the cost of utllities.

by Houslng Market Analyst.

\.



Table II

t ted One-Year Occ Potentlal
Bridgeport, Connecticu t. Houslne Market Area

October 1. 1969 to October t l_ 97L

A. Subsldi zed Sales Houslnq. Section 235

Familv size

-i--

Four persons or less
Five persons or more

TotaI

Nr:mber of units

340
175
515

B Private ly-Financed Subs idized Rental Houslnq

Unit size

Eff i c iency
One bedroom
Two bedrooms
Three bedrooms
Four bedrooms or more

Tota 1

Rent -Supplement
Fami Lies Elderlv

40
I00
80
40

300

Section 235
Familles Elderl.va I

45
240
160

70

100
110

2LO

230
70

260 515

a/ Applications, commitments, and housing under construction
under SecEion 2O2 are being converted to Section 236 in
accordance with instructions issued March 7, L969,

Source: Estimated by Housing Market Analyst.



Tab1e III

Nonagricultural Wage and SaIary Employment
Bridgeport, Connecticut, Labor Matrket Area, L96i-L569

1965 1966 t967 1968

Total nonagricultural empLoyment 137,360 Ll|!!g- 15O,34O r4g,3OC 148,7OO

10,660
t6,81O
I,930
4,39o

75,52O
2 ,180

,59O
,7oo
,960
,L20
,570
,150
,360
,52o
,790
,l-2r0

t48,1Og

77,600
,310
,280
,790
,91o
,170
,640
,180
,740
,57o
,L20
,280

70,5OO
5,32O

77 ,58O
2,24O
3,27O
1,goo
2,93O
2 r32O
5,47O

11,980
8r21O

LL r44O
20,7 50
2r31O
41960

78,65U^
2,3OO
3,32O
1 ,8OO
3 ,160
2,23O
5,460

L2,L4o.
9,42O

L2,O2A
2L rO2O
2,180
4,600

70,650
5 ,1OO
6,OOO

25,680
4,34O

t7 ,52O
12,O1O

,460
,45o
,990
,920
,274
,88O
,4@
,8oo

72,5LO
5,O8O
6rlOO

26,28O
4,43O

17 ,88O
t2174U^

Jan. -June
r_968

Jan. -June
19 69

76,t9O
,22O
,o9O
,84O

Total manufacturing
Food
Appare I
Prinu and publish.
Rubber & plastic prod.
Stone, clay, & glass
Primary metals
Fab. metals & ordnance
Machinery
Elect. equipment
Trans. equipment
Instruments
0ther manufacturing

Totat nonmanuf acturing
Construction
Trans., comm., & util.
Trade
Finan., ins., & real esEate
Service
Government

70,37O
2,22O
3,55O
1 ,660
2,97o
2 rlOO
5,324

1r ,l80
7 ,680

3
1

2
2

5
L2

8
11
18

2

2
3
1

2

2

5
t2

8
11

,87o

2
3
1

L

2
5

11
7

II
19

2
4

20
2

41460 4r610

66 , g90

5,590
5,570

24,260
4, loo

1 5 ,960
t1 ,51O

68,9OO
5,54O
5,91O

2t+ r95O
4,110

1 6 ,48O
11,9IO

72,76C.
5,640

,98O
,990
,42o
,950
,78O

5
25

4
L7
t2

5r88O
25,690
4,260

t7,39O
11,960

Source: Connecticut Department of Labor.



Table IV

Estirnated Percent e DistrlbuEi on of Famltrles
after Deduction of Federa I Income Tax

Brl e rE Connec t icu E

June L 65 and tober l-969

Percent distrlbuElon

Annua I Income

Ar,nual i ncome
after tax

AIl families
t966 1959

8
4
5
8

I1
11

11
9

19
9

11
6

100

$9,425

Renter farnilies

3
3
5
7
7
o1

$der
ooo
ooo
ooo
oo0
ooo

Un

$3,
4r
5,
6,
7,

10
9

15
7
4
3

10
6

L2
5
3
2

9
8

r4
10

7

5

3,OOO
3,999
4,999
5 1999
6,ggg
7 ,999

- 9,999
- 9,999
- L2,499
- t4,999
- 19,999
and over
Total

Med ian

L966 L969

lo
6
9

13
t2
L2

100 100

$7,1OO $7,85O

9

4
6
8
o
5

I
1

S rOOO
9,OOO

lO,OOO
1 2 ,50O
r5,ooo
20 TOOO

100

$8,375

Source: Estimated by Housing Market Analysts'



Table V

laEion and Household Trends
Bridgeport, Connecticut, HI'IA

April 1960 - October 1969

Popu lat ion

HMA toEal

Bridgeport
Fairfie 1d
Mi lford
She Iton
Stratford
Monroe and Trumbull

Househo lds

HMA total

Bridgeport
Fal rf ie 1d
Mi lford
She 1 Eon
SE ratford
Monroe and Trumbull

334.576 362,300 383,400 4.500 1.3

Averagtl 4nnual ohanse
rg60 - 1966 g;' 1966 - 1969

Number nit. Nu*be. [atea

6.330 1.9

April
1 960

L56,748
46 ,1 83
41,652
18,r9O
45,OLz
26,78L

June
1965

Oct.
1 969

156 ,2OO
53,3OO
45,7OO
23,1OO
50,OOO
34,OOO

159,2OO
56 ,650
51 ,3OO
25,4OO
52,1OO
3 8 ,75O

-90
r ,150

650
800
810

1,175

900
l,OOO
1 ,680

690
630

1,43O

.6
2.O
3.9
3.2
L.4
4.4

-o.1
2.4
1.5
4.O
L.7
4.O

99,753 1O9,9OO 118,4OO 1,650 1.6 2,55O 2.5

49,
L2,
11,

L.7
1.8
4.8
3.8
1.8
4.7413

524
979
692
196
949

51 ,3OO
t5,1OO
12 ,8OO

6,70O
14,5OO

9 ,5OO

53,9OO
15,950
14,8OO

7,5OO
15,3O0
10,95O

290
340
180
240
250
340

780
250
600
240
2t+O

440

o.5
2.5
r.5
4.2
1.9
4.r

5,
L2,
7,

a/ Derived through a formula designed to calculate Ehe raEe of change on a
compound basis.

Source: 195O and 1960 Censuses of Population and Housing.
1966 and 1969 estimated by Housing MarkeE AnalysEs.



Table VI

The Housin Invento b 0ccu nc and Tenure
Brid ort Connect icut Housi Mar et Area

19 19 and 1969

Tota1 housing inventory

Total occupied unit,s

Owner occupied
PercenE of total occupied

Renter occupied
Percent of total occupied

Total vacant units

Available vacant units
For sale

Homeowner vacancy rate
For rent

Rental vacancv rate

Apri I
1960

LOs,979

99,753

6L r4L9
6L.67"

38 ,334
38.47"

2,877
936

1.57"
1 ,941
4.97"

June
L966

116,1OO

1O9 ,9OO

68,9OO
62.7%

41,OOO
37 .37"

2r9OO
1,O5O
L.57.

1 ,850
4.32

0ctober
L969

61226 6r2OO

L22,5p

118,4O0

74,55A
63.O7"

43 ,85O
37.O7.

4rlOO

I rOOO
400
.)/"
500

1.47"

Other vacant uniEs 3,349 3,3OO 3,tOO

Sources: 196O Census of Housing. 1956 and 1959 estimated br'
Housing Marker AnalYsts.



a

TotaI Housing -;rits

Ar.:a L9C'O

'Iab Ie VI I

Hous i Unlts Authorized Bui ldi PermiEs
Brldgeport, Connecticut, 1Y4

1960 - June 1969

1961 1962 1963 1964 1965 L966 1967 1968
t969

(6 mos.)

Br idgeport
Fairfield
i"Ii If or<i
Iulonroe
She i. ton
StraEforci
Trumbu I I

HMA total

Multifamily UniEs

Bridg.eport
I a1rI le IO
Mi lford
Monroe
She 1 ton
SE ratfo rd
Trumbu I I
HllA total

Sc.u rce Ii Q

State
Loca I

692
3li
i-9c

527
384
205

70
285
368
163

301
25

6

599
373
L49
13r
2L2
20t+
242

381
292
2L6
150
283
395
232

853
418
375
L57
322
220
332

632
336
3L7
1.l+9

2LL
196
387

424
367
353
100
299
315
336

5L2
23L
445
'126

2LL
294
343

973
249
479
101
376
252
3L4

298
239
631

33
93

114
114

448
37

,t:

899
32

315

277
r48
577

Ll-2
29
40

831 1 r558 I,O7l

?3(,
285
181

2 ,O5L 2,OO2 1 ,91O L ,949 2,677 2,228 2 ,L94 2,162 2,744 L ,522

428
t4

2

452
80

267
27
/+7

768
L54
134

357
t72

68

40
L57

520
82
42

642

708495

46 zLO
t0220 L64 L54

56]+ 497 534 1rlo2

3r..eau urf the Census, Construction RePorts C-4O and C'42"
of ConnecticuE, Department of Community Affairs.
Bui lding Inspectors.

794


