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TIIE CURRENT TIOUSING MARKET SITUATION . CHICAGO ILLINOIS
AS OF MARCH L, L973

The Chicago, Illlnois, Housing Market Area (HMA) is composed

of Cook, Du Page, Kane, Lake, McHenry, and l,Iil-l Counties. The

six-county area is the second largest Standard Metropolitan
\

Statistical Area in the country, with a population estimated at

7,L90,000 persons as of March l, 1973.

In 1970, housing production in the Chicago HI"IA reached its
lowest point since 1960, largely because of high interest rates,
a shortage of mortgage money and reduced levels of employment.
Mortgage interest rates fell during 1971 and mortgage money was
plentiful in 1971, L972, and early 7973. Starting in 1971,
the Chicago HMA had high rates of construction and increasing
vacancy rates. By Late L972, vacancy rates began to decrease
because of an improved economic situation. Currently, the hous-
ing market is in balance with generally acceptable vacancy and
absorption rates. The trend toward increased enployment is
continuing.

Anticipated Housing Deman4

On the basis of the econouic and demographic prospects of
the HMA as of March l, \973, it is estimated that a total of
86,860 units of new housing yearly would be an appropriate level
of residential construction in the Chicago, Illinois, HMA during
the next two years. A suitable di-stribution of this total between
nonsubsidized housing demand and the estimated potential for sub-
sidized housing is as follows:
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Categorv

Total
Nonsubsidized total

Single-fanily houses for sale
Condominium units, total
Multifamily rental units
Mobile homes

Subsidized total
Section 235/236 for farnilies
Section 236 for the elderly
Low-rent public or rent supplement housing

For fanilies
For elderly

Annual Average Demand
86 .860
50,000

,600
,700
,300
400

19
6

23

36.850
10.630f/

5-,O7ozl

12,420
8,7 40

1 Includes 140 households e ligible for Public housing.

2t Includes 2,560 elderly households eligible for public housing'

The demand for housing remained strong in 1971 and. L972 despite
the fact that there was no growth in employment in those years. The
strong demand can be attributed to household increases, low housing
production in 1970 and high income levels.

It is estimated that during the forecast period of March 1, L973
to March l, L975, the average annual demand for nonsubsidized housing
will approxiurate the 1evel of units permitted in L972 but will be less
than the 63,095 unj-ts permitted in 1971, which was a record high.

Occupancy Potential for Subsidized Housing

The annual occupancy potentialsl/ for subsi dized housing discussed
in the following paragraphs are based upon 1-972 incomes, the occupancy
of substandard housing, estimates of the elderly population, inco4e limits
in effect as of March L973 , and on availabl-e market experience. 2/

L/ The occupancy potentials referred to in this analysis are depen-
dent upon the capacity of the market in view of existing vacancy
strength or weakness. The successful attainment of the calculated
market for subsidized housing may well depend upon construction in
accessible locations, as well as upon the distribution of rents
and selling prices over the complete range attainable for housing
under the speci-fied programs. These estifnates are not affected
by the .Ianuary 1973 "hold" on additional cournitments for these
programs; they will be applicable if funding is resumed or as a
guide to local decisions with regard to the use of special revenue
sharing or other alternatives for housing subsidies.

?/ Families with incomes i.radequate to purchase or rent nonsubsidized
housing generally are eligtble for one form or another of
subsidizod houeing.

(
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Federal assistance in fi-nancing costs for new housing for low-

or moderate-income families is available through a number of
different programs administered by IIUD: Monthly rent suppl-ements
in rental projects financed under Section 22L(d) (3); partial pay'ment
of interest on home mortgages insured under Section 236; and federal-
assistance to local housing authorities for low-rent public housing.

The estiuated occupancy potentials for subsidized housing are
designed to determine for each prograu, (1) the ntrmber of families
and individuals who could be served under the program and (2) the
proportion of these households that could reasonabl-y be expected to
seek new subsidlzed housing during the forecast period. Household
eligibility for the Section 235 and Section 236 programs is deter-
mined primarily by evidence that household or family lncome ls below
established limits but sufficient to pay the minimum achievable rent
or monthly payment for the specified program. Insofar as the income
requirement is concerned, all famil-ies and individuals with income
belorr the income limits are assumed to be eligible for publ-ic housing
and rent supplement; there may be other requirements for eligibility,
particularly the requirement that current living quarters be sub-
standard for families to be eligible for rent supplements. Some
families may be alternatively eligible for assistance under more than
one of these programs or under other assistance programs using federal
or state support. The total occupancy potential for federally assisted
housing approximates the sum of the potentials for public housing and
Section 236 housing. For the Chicago HI"IA, the total occupancy poten-
tial is estimated to be 361860 units annuaIly.

Section 235 and Section 236. Commitments for subsidized housing
for households with 1ow to moderate incomes are provided under Section
235 or Section 235. I,loderately-prieed sales housing for eligible
famili.es was made available through Section 235. Subsidized rental
housing for the same fanllies was alternatively provided under
Section 236; the Section 236 program contains additional provisions
for subsidized, rental uni-ts for el-derly couples and individuals. In
the Chicago HI"IA, it is estim:ted (based on regular income limits)
that, for the period March 1, L973 to March l, L975, there is an occu-
pancy potential for an annual total of 10,630 subsidized family units
utilizing either Section 235 or Section 236, or a combination of the
tswo programs. In addition, there is an annual potential for about
5,070 units of Section 236 rental housing for elderly couples and
individuals.

There were approximately 7 r400 houses financed under Section 235
as of March 1, L973. At that time, insurance was in force for 71100
such houses. Of the 9r500 single-family houses currently under con-
struction, it is estimated that abotrt seven percent are belng built
in a price range that could make them available under Section 235.
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There have been about 41760 units of Section 236 housing com-

pleted in the Chicago HMA, of which about 2,990 units (63 percent)
are in the city of Chicago. In addition to these units, there were
about 4,320 units of Section 236 housing under construction on
March 1, 1973. About 31050 (71 percent) of those units under con-
struction were in the city of Chicago. The 41320 units under
construction represent about 27 percent of the estimated annual
occupancy potential for Section 235 and Sectiorr 236 housing during
the next two years. About 70 percent of the esti.mated annual
occupancy potential for the HMA is expected to be within the city
of Chicago. Vacancy rates in Section 236 housLng projects are
ninima\ averaging about one percent.

Public Housing and Rent Supplement. Both of these programs
serve families in essentially the same low-income group. The
primary differences arise from the manner in which net incoue is
couputed for each program and frou other eligibility requirements.
For the Chicago HMA, the annual oceupancy potential for public
housing is 23,860 uni-ts, of which about L2,56O units are for families
and 11,300 units are for the elder1-y. About one percent of the fam-
ilies and 23 percent of the elderly also are eligible for housing
under Section 236. Distributions of potentials for lor^r-rent public
housing in the city of Chicago and suburban portions of the metropol-
i-tan area are shown in detail in table IV.

There were about 950 units of rent supplement housing in the
Chicago HI"IA in March L973. The estimated annual occupaney potential
for rent supplement housing for families is approximately 4,100 units
and for elderly is 11,300 units. Most of the families who qualify
for rent supplement also are eligible for public housing, and all
elderly couples and individuals eligible for rent supplement are eli-
gible for public housing.

There were about 44,130 units of low-rent public housing under
management in the Chicago HMA on March l, L973, including about 91890
units specifically designed for the elderly. Irpluded in the total
were 40,210 units in the city of Chicago and 3,920 units in suburban
localities throughout the HMA. On March l, 1973, the Chicago Housing
Authorityrs waiting list included 10,000 elderly and 9,000 families.
As of March L973, there were about 670 units of 1ow-rent public hous-
ing under construction in the Chicago HIUIA, about 320 of which were
designated for the elder1y.

Sales Market

The sales market in the Chicago HMA has remained strong for both
new construction and existing homes. Sales housing production hras
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1ow in 1970 because of a shortgage of mortgage money. However, the
tight credit situation changed in 1971 and a record number of new
single-fatnily units were built in the Chicago HIIA.

Production of sales housing remained high in L972 and, early
7973. In spite of this activit% the owner vacancy rate has
remained unchanged since the 1970 Census at 0.8 percent.

The FIIA Unsold Inventory Survey of January L, L973, shorys that
speculative activity in the HMA was at a relatively Imr level. As
a result of the strong demand for sales housing, most units were
sold before completion. A total of 2,132 units were included
in the survey, of which only 25 were unsold after six months.
The median val-ue of unsold units shown in the survey was about
$30,000. The pri-ce range in which most speculative homes were sold
was from $25,000 to $45,000.

Data from the Chicago Title and Trust Company show that the
average sales price of new one- to four-famiLy residences in Cook
County during L972 was $35 1429. The most active areas for new single-
family construction are suburban Cook and Du Page Counties. Prices in
these areas cover all ranges from 1ow to high with most homes being
sold in the $35,000 to $50,000 range. Further out in the HlfA, in
areas such as Kane, trIi11 and northern Lake Counties, higher percent-
ages of homes are being built at slightly lower prices, starting at
about $291000. Adequate financing was available as of March L973 for
new single-fanily construction and the outlook is favorabLe for
continued strength in the demand for new single-family sales housing.-l/

There is very little moderately-priced standard housing available
in the Chicago HI'IA and with the cost of new housing continui.ng to rise,
the market for exi-sting housing will remain strong. Prices of existing
homes vary widely with the type of neighborhood. Much of the sales
activity in used homes is taking place in close-in suburbs such as Oak
Park and Evanston, as well as in Chicagq because there is a greater
supply of older units in these areas. According to the Chicago Title
and Trust Company, the median sales price of existing residences in
Cook County was $29rL32 in March L973.

Although the date of this report is March L, 1973, it was cornpleted
at a later date. Currently, mortgage money is scarce and interest
rates are high. These developments will result in a significant
decrease in the ntrmber of sales housing units actually constructed
during the forecast period as was the case in 1970.

1
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C nl-ums. Condominium and cooperative home and apartment
ournership is increasing at a rapid pace. In the city o

large numbers of existing apartments are being converte
f Chicago,
d to condo-

minium ownership. Data from the 1970 Census and the Chicago Title
and Trust Company indicate that on March 1, L973, 3.0 percent of the
o\^rner occupied units were cooperatives or condominiums. During the
period March 1, L973 to March 1, L975, about 26 percent of the new

orf,ner occupied units produced in the HMA will be sold as cooPeratives
or condominiums. Condominiums will- account for about 28 perceqt of
multifauily producrion in the HMA during the forecast period.I/

There is a great deal of variation in condominium prices. Gener-
ally, high-rise lakefront condominiums in chicago vary from $261000
to $351000 for one-bedroou units, $39,000 to $60,000 for two-bedroom
units, and $48,000 and up to more than $100,000 for three-bedroom units.
Most suburban condominitrms are in the $251000 to $60,000 price class.
There will be a demand for 6,700 new condominium units during the
forecast period. Market acceptance, increasing property taxes, and

operating costs as well as financing advantages are important reasons
for the trend toward condominium production.

Rental Market

Apartment constructi-on in the Chicago HMA rebounded to a near
record peak in L97L afxer dipping to a 1ow poi-nt in 1970. Apart-
ment construcqion remained at a high 1evel during L972 and the early
part of rg7 3 .2./

Building permits in the Chicago HMA were issued for 36r710
privately-financed units in multifamily structures in 1971 and 30'485
in L972, compared to 22,885 in L970. The 1ow 1970 production was
caused by high interest rates and a scarcity of mortgage money. Based
on information from the Chicago Title and Trust Company, we estimate
that ar least 16 percent of the multifamily production in the Chicago
Area duri.;1g 1977 and early L972 was marketed as condominiums.

Many existing rental apartment buildings j-Ii the city of Chicago
are currently being converted to condominiums and an increasingly

Ll Estimated by Area Economist.

2l This report was completed subsequent Lo }larch 1973. Currently,
mortgage interest rates are high and money is scarce. These
factors will cause rental housing production Eo fal1 short of
estlmated demand irnd to reduc'e renta i ,,,acancy rates.
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large part of the new multifamily production is being sold as condo-
miniums. The rental vacancy rate for the HlfA was about 6.4 percent
at the time of the 1970 Census and rose to about 6.5 percent by
March tg73.Ll

Most of the rental units that have come on the market in the
last two years have been 61 luxury and semi-1-uxury types. There are
few single-fanily homes vacant and available for rent at any given
time in the HMA, and those that do become available generally command
premium rents. There is a sma1l supply of moderatel-y-priced rental
units in Chicago, mostly in older buildings. In suburban areas,
vacancies in one- and two-bedroom apartments with gross monthly rents
of less than $190 and $22O respectively are very rare. Ninety percent
of the multifamily uni-ts built in the Chicago HIIA since 1970 have been
constructed in cook and Du Page counties. Gross monthly rents for
these units typically range upnard from $200 for a one-bedroom unit
and from $230 for a two-bedroom apartment. currently, most of the new
unsubsidized rental units in the city of Chicago are being constructed
near the lakefront north of the loop, in high-rise buildings. Rents
for new one-bedroom units start at $230 a month, nertr two-bedroom uni-ts
have monthly rents exceeding $300. RentaL vac.ancy rates in lakefront
high-rise luxury buildings are under four percent.

Much of the new rental construction in the suburbs is generally
located in planned unit developments containing a pool and a recre-
ation building.

During the forecast period much of the demand for rental units
should continue to be in suburban Cook and Du Page Counties. For
maximum absorption, most of the new units in suburban areas should be
designed and built to have gross uronthly rents in the 9210 ro 9250
range for one-bedroom units and in the $260 to $300 range for two-
bedroom apartments. See tables rr, rrr, and rrr-A for detailed esti-
mates of demand by submarket and rent range.

Economic. Demoqraoh ic. and Housing Factors

The anticipated annual demand for new,
units is based on the trends in emplolrment,
the housing factors sunrnarized beIor.r.

nonsubsidized housing
income, population, and

Economv of the Area. For the 12 months ending March 1, L973,
the most recent period for which data are available, nonagri-cultural
wage and salary employment in the Chicago HMA averaged 2,950,300,
an increase of 19,700 jobs over the average for the 12-monEh period

1/ The vacancy rates used here do not reflect those units which are
vacant, available for rent but lack some plumbing facilities.
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ending March 1, 1972. The gain represented a continuation of an
upward trend in employment which has been fair1.y steady since
October 197L. On March 1, 1973, manufacturing provlded about 30

percent of nonagricultural wage and salary emplolnnent, compared
to 32 percent in 1969, reflecting the fact that recent employment
gains have been concentrated in the nonmanufacturing sector,
notably i-n trade and services.

The Chicago HI{A has a highly diversified enployment base and
employment trends in the area tend to fo11ow national patterns.
During a slight recession in 1961 total employment dipped to 2.7
million. fmployment increased by 44,000 in L962, 5,000 in 1963,
and 55,000 in L964; the years 1965 and 1966 saw an average grohTth
of 125,000 jobs. The growth rate slowed greatly between 1966 and
1969 with average annual increases of 57 1000 jobs and with total
employment at over 3.2 mill-ion. The growth trend was reversed in
1970. Employnent decreased by a total of 87,000 jobs during l97O
and 1971.

Illinois State Employment Service figures fot L972 and the
first two months of 1973 indicate that emploJment is increasing
and the outlook is improved for the forecast period. A detailed
breakdown of employment by industry for the Chicago HMA appears
in tables V and VI.

Nonmanufacturing eraployment has increased every year since
1960 in the Chicago SMSA. The average annual increase between
1960 and 1969 was over 42,250 jobs (2.6 percent). Between 1969
a1:Ld L972, however, nonmanufacturing employment grew by an average
of only 13,050 jobs per annum. Those caEegories showing the
largest growth since January 1970 are government; services and
miscellaneous; and finance, insurance, and real estate. Those
categories showing Ehe sharpest decline are contract construction,
and transportation and transPortation services.

Only 30 percent of the nonagricultural wage and salary employ-
ment is in manufacturing. This sector decl-ined by almost l-01-,000
jobs between 1969 and 1971 and this sharp drop is responsible for
the overall decline in civilian emploJment in the chicago sMSA

duri-ng that two-year period. The durable goods industries were
hardest hit, losing about 38,000 jobs a year between 1969 and 1971.
Losses in nondurables duri.ng the same period amounted to only about
12,500 jobs annually. Monthly data available from the lllinois
State Employment Service indicate that emplo)rment in both durables
and nondurables declined through February 1973.

Based on growth trends obtained from data compiled by the
Illinois State Employment Service through February L973, nonagricul-
tural wage and sa1ary employment is expected to increase by about
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33,000 jobs (1.1 percent per year) during the nuo-year forecast
period from March 1, 1973 to March 1, L975. This growth will be
shared by both manufacturing and nonmanufacturingrwith nonmanu-
facturing continuing to grow faster than manufacturing. The growth
rate during the two-year forecast period ls expected to be moderate
with total nonagricultural wage and salary employment expected to
reach 3,017,000.

Income. As of March 1, 1973, the median annual income of all
families in the Chicago SMSA r,ras estimated at $141500, and the
median income of renter households of two- or more persons was esti-
mated at $11,400, compared with figures of $11,950 and $9,2OO,
respectively as of L969 from the 1970 Census. Detailed distributions
of families and renter households by annual- income are represented in
table VII.

Demographic Factors. As of March L, L973, the population of the
chicago HMA was estinated to be 7 rl90r000 indicating an average annual
gain of 72r40o persons (1.0 percent) since the 1970 census as compared
with an average annual increase of 751803 (1.1 percent) between the
1960 and 1970 censuses. The available evidence indicates, hmrever,
that population growth rilas greatest in the early years of the 1960
decade, and slolued gradually as the decade passed.

The resident birth and death statistics for the 1960-1969 period
indicate that the net natural increase in the population (excess of
births over resident deaths) totaled 744rooo for the decade. A com-
parison of this figure with the total population increase (see table
vrrr) indicates that there was a net in-migration of 14roo0 into the
HI'IA over the decade.

There were estimated to be 2r275r200 households in the chicago
HI'IA as of March L, 1973, reflecting an average annual increase of
31,400 households since the 1970 census. Betsween I-960 and 1970,
census data indicate growth at the rate of 28,570 households a year.
As in the case of the population, growth is bel-ieved to have been
concentrated in the earller years of the decade. The comparatively
rapid growth in the number of households in the area since the 1970
census date, when compared to population gains, results from the
decline in average household size. The size of the average household
in the HI'IA dropped from 3.20 persons in 19G0 to 3.14 in 1970 and ro
an estimated 3.10 as of March 1, L973.

Based on the job gains anticipated for the next two years and
an expectation that net natural increase will continue to drop, the
population of the area as of March 1, L975, is expected to total
7,330,000, indicating yearly population gror{rth at the level of
70,000 persons. This level of population grc,wth, together with a
continued slight drop in average household size, will result in an
average annual gain of 31,500 households.
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Housing Factors. As of March 1 , L973, the.re were estimated to

be 2,3901100 housing units in the HIUIA, a net increase of 95,300 over
the April 1, 1970 Census count. The Lncrease was a result of the
addition of 1451100 new units (including an increase of about 11100
mobile homes) minus about 49,800 units lost through demolition or
other causes. On March L, L973, there were about 42'700 privately-
financed housing units under construction in the HI"IA of which
approxinately 9 r500 were single-family houses and the remaining
33r200 were in multifamil-y structures.

From an average of only 401000 units a year from 1960 to 1966
the nuuber of units authorized by building permits increased to
51,300 yearly from 1967 to March 1, L973. During the period April 1-,

1970 to March 1, 1973, activity has averaged 481900 units annually
despite the fact that only 38,550 units were authorized by permits
in 1970. It should be noted, hcmever, that subsidized housing,
primarily Section 235 and Section 236, accounted for a substantial-
proportion of new construction authoxized between 1968 and 1972.

The nunber of units lacking some or a1-1 plunbing facilities in
1970 was 68,97L, coupared to 157,638 in 1960, indicating that the
condition of the housing inventory has probably improved beEween
l-960 and 1970.

Permit systems cover 96 percent of new construction in the
Housing Market Area.

Vacancv. As of March L, L973, there were about 1-141900 vacant
housing units in the Chicago Hl{A of which 851600 were available for
sale or rent. This was an increase of about 51800 fron the l-970
Census. The homeorsner vacancy rate ranged between L.2 percent in
April 1960 to 0.8 percent in March L973. The rental vacancy rate
changed from 5.4 percent in 1960 to 6.4 percent in 1970 and was
about 6.6 percent in March 1973. The owner vacancy rate should
remain steady or decrease during the forecast period because of the
strong demand and favorable economic climate. The owner and rental
vacancy rates are expected to decline f or the follo'.ving reasons:

The economy of the HIIA will improve.

An increasingly larger percentage of new multifanil-y
construction ruil1 be developed as condominiums.

More existing rental units will be converted to
condominiums.

Tight money causes a lower level of new construction and
limits the supply of rental housing.

I

2

3

4
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Gross l{onthlv
n ntg 9/

Table II

Suburban Areea of H!{A 9/
ffi mfee
Efflcleacy Bedroou Bedroome Bedrqou? Efflcleacy Bedroou Bedroooe Bedroons

$17CF179
180-199
20{P'2L9
220-.239

Efflcleocy Bedroon -Bedroone Bedroooe

450
150

60
675
430
170

165
L285
4015

60
675 ,
880
320

50

G5

:

2666-

165
1285
4465

L25
325

240-259

261279
28V299
30r319

320-349
350 and over

Iotel

750 20

L25
325450

285
395

150-6'

50 L720 2505

2205
L245

700

t2470

1280
675
210

2505

2205
L245

700

20

t:

2150600

550
350
50

730
325
160

40
280
280

40
280
280

285
945

1850

400
500

T66-
5s0

J5-6-

530
365

80006a6d-1400

- 930
- 865

lo3Bo- Beoo-

J

g/ See tablee III and III-A
b/ Groas ooothly rent ls shelter rent plus the cost of all utllttleo.

Source: Ectlnrtcd by Houetng Market Analyat.

Eetlnated Annual Demand for Noneubeldlzed RerDtal Bouglng
Chicago. IlllaoiE' Eouelog Dlarket'Crea

March 1973 to }larch 1975



Teble III

Brt

Suburban qpok Couoty
Gross Monqhly

Reote a/
ffi

Efflclency Bodroop Bedroons Bedrooog

325
305
L20
40 1130

1450
820
45s
y5
250

Total noo T,?so '!-s 1tr

a/ Gross nonthly rents include shelter rent plue Ehe co8t of uttlitlea.

Source: EstlDaced by Houslng Analyet.

Efflcleocy Bedroou Bedrooog Bedrooos ' Efflcrracy Be&oou Bedroorie Bedrooutg

Eous

$r70-179
180-199
20(F.2L9
220-239
240-259

260-279
280-.299

93;

510
285
165
L20
85

77;
830
x5

155
60
,:

22;
80
35
10

40
40
15

:
12;
155
90

50
30
20
15

5

m_

2;

30
15
10
15
10

16;
190

85
35

15
t:

2740
1160

300-3r9
320-349
350 and over

t: 495
225
ar:

110
170
175
245

: m;
70
65

110

Eo' 1005U)10rl



Gross Honthly
nenr 3/ Bfflcleucy

lab1e III-A

UlUeorv CouEly

Efficleucv Bedroou Bedroo[e Bedrooog

150

tllll Countv

Efflclencu Eedroou Bedroooe Bedrooue

Suburban

Lake Countv
Eo

Bedrooo Bedrooos
One --Three

Bedrooua

$r70- r79
18(F199
200-2L9
220-239
240-259

?;
20
,:

1i;
185

85
L25
165

3;
50

30
20
10

:

5;
6C
25

10

:

20
20
10

E- 3oh-

13;:
75 10
40 10
20 10
20 15
105

3o-o-- -E-

1;
115
50

20
t)
:

260-279
280-299
300- 319
320-349
350 and over

Total

90
50
30
25
15

35
15
,:

500500

4;
20
15
25

100 100

1l Groee Eonthly rents lnclude shelter rent plue the coat of utllltleg.

Source: EstlEated by Houelng Market AnaIyBt.

150



Estimated AnnuaI Occ

l

Table IV

Potential for Subsidized Rent,aI Housi
Chica o I1 lno s Housi Ma t Area

H R Ct{

A.F es

B. Elderlv

Sec tion
and 23

Uni t
Si ze

lBR
2BR
3BR
4+ BR

Total

OBR
lBR
Total

235
62/

650
2r600
lr9oo
2,35O
7r5OO

both p rograms

900
500

I,4OOg/

Suburban Portion of l.larket Area

L1 of Chic o

EIigible for Public housing
exc Iu s ive 1y

Tota1 for
both p rograms

2rOOO
6r4OO
4r4OO
3.8OO

16r600

6r9OO
2. 600
9r5OO

1r350
3,8OO
2r45O
1.4001,
grOOOy

5;
50

100!/

900
700

Ir600

5, lOO
I.400@/

A. Families

B Elderlv

1

2

3

BR

BR

4+ BR

TotaI

410
1r28O

820
480

2r99O

470
440
910

BR 20
,?

820
340

Toog/

570
L r47O

950
430

{2sE

I, 690
550

$o9/

1, OOO

2)77O
L r77O

910
6r45O

2r98O
I. 330
4,310

Tog/

OBR
lBR
Total

a/
v
c/
-g/

Estimates are based on regular income 1lmits.
Approximately 35 percent of these families are eligible for rent supplement.
Approximately 26 percent of Ehese famllies are eligible for rent supplement.
All elderly couples and individuals are eligible for rent supplement.

Source: Est,lmated by Housing Market Analyst.



T:.ble rr

Ifork Force Trenda
Chlcago. Illlnole. BouelnS Market Area

L962 ro L973
(annual everatea ln thousando)

12 nonth period
endlng February 28

Tocal clv11Ian work force

Unenploynent
Percent uneurPloYed

Eroployment

Nonag. wage and
salary euploynent

Manufacturlng
Nonnanufac turlng

L962

2877.9

123.0
4.3

2753.6

1953

2881 .9

?758.s

L964

2923.4

108.0
3.7

2813.5

'.t56L9_

867 .7
L696.2

236.3

1965

3023.8

2683.5

9L4.2
7769.3

236.3

t966

3148 .5

82.0
2.6

2822.9

974.2
1848. 7

229.9

L967

3228.4

289e"!

975.3
L924.1

224.8

1968

3274.3

2952.8

97L.4
1981. 4

2L7.0

1969

3325.9

3010.5

976.9
2A3'J.6

2L6.C

1970

3322.L

118.4
3.6

3t92.4

t97L

329L.4

L972

3301. 3

f,io.3
4.3

L972

3292.2

L973

3298.3

134.8
4.L

3161.7

90.0
3.0

L22.0
4.2

87.2
2.7

8
7

88
2

86.1
2.6

L42.4
4.3

.8

.3
140

4

293L.8 3064.0 3134.8 3179.8 3236.4 3149.0 3159.1 3148.2

A11 other nonqg
enployrentg/

2494.7

856.2
1638.5

243.6

2508.5

851. 6
1656.9

235.t

297L.7

932.4
2039,3

211. 1

2930.6

876.0
2054.6

208. I

1.6

2945.7

872.9
2072.8

203.8

2930.6

871.8
2058. 8

208.0

2950.3

876,3
2074.O

20L.7

15.3 L4.9 13.3 12.0 11.2 10.6 10.0 9.9 9.6 9.6 9.6 9.6 9,7Agrlcultural eoploy

Persons lnvolved ln
labor-ngmt. dlsPutes 1.3 t.4 1.9 2.0 2,5 4.8 7.3

al Includee self-enployed, unpald farnily workers, and donestlce .1n prlvate houeeholde.

Source: Illlnole State Enplolnent Service.

':., L: 11. 3 1.9 1.6 1.8



Table VI
IrJon.aqri errlt'.tra.l l,l3oe :rn.i 5:'l.arv Enn'l o',nnen+" trendS

Chicapo. fl'l.i.no:is, Ho'.rsino M:rket A:'ea
1951 \:n 197i

(annual averages in thousands)

1Q/r/,

a6?.e

367,7

(<1 
'

66.g
98.3

115.1
136.6
,o,
)la

51.3

1 965

268?.q

911r.2

5e1.1

',q46

282?.9

9'ltv.2

1a4,7

2899.L

975.1

7

1 968

2952.8

97l.lL

622.1,

ilg.0
89.0
26.4

.t969

301 o. 5

976.9

1970

2977.'.7

972.1+

589.3

1.977

2q10.6

875,O

I Q1)*.
29t,5.7

972.9

\tt9.lt

I\re]ve Months
Endinq Febnrlrv 28

1972 7q7)

29.0.4 2950.1

811 .8 876.1

Nonag. ',ra6e & salary emplolment

Manufacturing

Durable goods
F\:rnlture & fixttres
hirnary metals
Fabricated metals
Nonelec. machinety
E[ec. machinery
Trans. eqtrlpment
Prof. & sclentlflc 1nst.
l,iisc. industries

I{ondurable goods

Fcod
i5parel
Paper & ai11-ed prod.
Print. and pub.
Chenicals
Rrrbber & rnisc. prod.
Other nondr:rable goods

llonmanufacturi-ng
i.iring anC quarrfi-ng
ConLr?ct constr';ction
lYans. and trans. senrlces
Cor,r.::runications & pub. utlls.
i,lholesale trade
Hg+,Fi J trade
I'i::., ins., & real ostate
Senrice & rdsc. lrdustries
Goverruirent

Federal
State and local

5/*o.o
26.3
73.2

77]-.5
L29.L
17l+.3

33.5
31.8
60.3

621.6
23.5
71.5

Ltz.5
730.5
t&.6
30.7
35.3
)6. O

2a

96.
54.
3l+.

2011.6
5.0

i27.8
i4t+.9
62.t+

22O.9

M?.3
t77,e
496.6
3\0.9

79.1
2?L.8

\t,8.'/
20.5
62.o

101. 1

1t7.3
t37.2
29.t
32,2
5l+.5

205L.7
l+.5

11?.8
t37.O

65.e
22L.7

\t+7.L
166.0
5ol+.8
370.?
73,0

297.3

\t,q.s
zv.)
62.7

100.7
110.4
t35.7
29,3
32.9
5t+.6

i26.i
e5.5
2!,7
30.7
9?.8
1t9.7
adt

L7.6

2058.8
l+.5

119.2
t36.t+

65.9
22t.3
lr49.t
186.6
505.6
371-.2

?2.5
298.7

9b!
.>.O
?1.8

110.8
128.9
L69.7
30.8
3t+.9
59.6

3t&

5\1.7
.5
.2

.?
a

.1

.0

.5

z4
72

104

120
L50
32
zy
58

?0.
111.
].27.
763.
28.

58.

88
25

L9

a),

95.o
53.9
31.8
19.3

1

(,

0
6

6

5

6

I

0
6
0
5

5

2

l+

7
L

4
6

9
6

5

85.7
2t:8
30.6
92.8
50.1
28.1+

17.?

I
0
2

lt
2
9

I
tll

5
2

2

1

5

21.?
58.0

to'l.2
L23.7
L50.9
28.7
34.2
56.0

,1

62
100
111
736
30
i2
55

8[.
27.
37.
92.
,6

28.
L7.

,1
6Z

1cl
11u

L37
3O
32
<r

'11 2.5 752.23?4,n

2c-J-9.1

4.6
139-r.

b.z
L6a6.2

6.5

33!&
87.2
2?.6
32.O

3l+i.1
8S.O
22.9
32.3
96.1+

53.5
31,2
18.9

118.6
t37.6

65.6
222.8
't&s.t
782.5
50L,3
1:L.J.

78.3
2qi.0

i?2.'l
8tt.6
20.8
37.3
90.9
l+8.5
28.6
18.0

207L.c
l+. l*

118. 5
12E L

6tr.6
222.6

l+51+. L

t88.9
5to.7
)o, L

12.6321:2
e5

ao
o,

l+o.

19

99
138

5lt
1Oi

) t)
156

+w)

6

?
6

7
7
6
6 18

9t.6
!+7.L
29.7
19.0

87
28
?1

bl
42
27
L9

4
1

0
0
7
4
5

b6o

zo.
J1.
94.
52.

3
l+

5
2

3c.l+

6
b

?

5

I
2

7

Lot+.6
712.7

55.5
791+.3

393.1
i58.4
lA+.6
290.7
?2.4

218.3

7e|,e.7
).6

107. L

u+5.2
56.9

20!+.8

4t7.9
161.0
4118. t
347.3
76.6

23t-z

192!:..L
EE

77o.7
7l+6.1+

59.5
2\7.5
trt5.li
167.4
47C.!+
127,j
78.9

2l1B.L

1')rj1 .3
5.O

!2L.5
1lrl+.9
57.9

:2i5,5
t+38,8-

Ln,2
;+c2.o
iLl.5
78.5

263.O

20?2.8
L+.1+

LTB.2
135.3
6t.7

223.)
t+5t+.5

188.9
509.7
an.6
7L.5

3O2.2
77 6

9

Noter In sorne cases components may not add to totals because of rounding.

Source: lalinois State DnpJ-q6ner:t Sez.vlce.
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Table VII

Family Income Characteristics
Chicaso. Il1i nois. Housing Market Area

A Percentage Distribution of A11 Families and Renter Householdsg/
For the Total Chicago Housing Market Area
Bv Gross Annual Income As of March 1973

Annual Income
A11

families

Under
$4,ooo
6,oo0
9,000

10,000
12,000
14 ,000
16,000
20,000
24,OOO

A':

$4,ooo
- 5,999
- 7 ,999
- 9,999
- r]-,ggg
- t3,ggg
- L5,999
- L9,999
- 23,999

and over
Total

5
5
7

8
10
L2
11
L6

9
17

100

Renter
householdsS/

10
7

13
15
L2
11

6
8
3

15
100

B. Median Fanily Income - L969 and L973

Renter trousetrotis4/
Locality L969 t973

Toral housing market area $11,950 $14,50&/ $ 9,200 $11,40&/

City of Chicago
Suburban Cook County
Du Page County
Kane County
Lake County
McHenry County
lJill County

10,250
13,300
L4,45O
11 ,950
13,000
11,950
11,800

12,500
16,350
L7 ,450
13,900
15,400
14 ,050
14,150

8 ,500
11,100

000
100
700
850
950

10 ,350
13 ,650
14 ,5oo
11,750
11 ,500
11 ,550
11 ,950

L2
10

9
9
9

gl Includes two or more person renter households.
bl Median faurily income adjusted for underreporting.

Source: Estimated by Housing Market Analyst-

A11 farnilies
L969 1973

t



Cx r clco It-t-tttots

Table VIII

PopuLltr oH Tneruos
Hous r Nc nxEt ARel

ToLal fepulelieg Av nace AxNuet A s

AnE a

FMA Torrl

Coox Coururv

Cx l caco
SuBunaaru Coox CouHrv

DuPlcE Couurv
Kane Coururv
LrxE Couurv
McHrHnv Coururv
Wr tu CourrY

ffit--FR'L 1950-19 70ffi/
75.801 I .1

z6,z6l+ o.l

L97O-L273
Nuueen PrRcexr a/tq60

5 .zzo .o n,

S. 12o.725

,550,\O\
,579,321

2R,,

'il?r',
tgt,

ta70

5.o78.o47

s.\o2.l5o

951
\tz

lllRcH
tqTi

7,190 .o00

5,576.000

,0@
,0Oo

5\o,ooo
?77,m0
4o I ,ooo
12lr0o0
215,@o

72,1+Oo

z8,7oo

- r t,300
40rooo

0

0.5

3
2

3
I

366t 3
2 t

,
,

3
2

IB

54

?l+

\z
3hr
609

8l+z
276
Be8

Iaa

t6
B
6

a

-0.5
3.0

4.5
t.g
2.'6
?.8
2.6

-0
I

3
8

t
, t?5,

212
616
?ao
6tl

491,882
25] ,005
382,638
'l l l ,555
249,499

lI
2

5

,
,
t
t
t

t

t
,

500
900
300
200
Boo

3.1
?.3
i.e
?.7
7.2

al Based on annual compound rate of change.

Sources: 1960 and 1970 Censuses of Population and estlrnates by Houslng Market Analyst.



Table IX

Housexoto TnEuos
Cn r caoo luLrHots HoustNc ManxEt Ang l

Number of Households Avenlce Ar,r NUAL CxlHcE s

t950 tq70APRIL

ttu
I .807 ,o l7

APRIL
ta70

2. l8a,645

'1fr',271
lo? r9\1

?3;ffiS

IIARCH
lqTj Nuuae R Pe nii Hr e/

t.4

Nuuaen Pgncex Ta
AnE a

Ffv'lA Toral

Coox Coururv
Cx r clco
SusuReaN Coox CouNrv

DuPrce Counrv
Kaue CouNrv
LnxE Couxrv
McHeunv Counrv
W r tt CouNrv

| .dOO.l+qo
I,151 ,4O9

443,090

?, .200

,3@
,1@
,?@
,300
,9oo

zB.17q

t5.ssh
-t,955
tB,5og

7"2ii'882

lr7l8

1t .\oo

16.\oo
-300

t5,1oo

0.4
-0.0
2.5

4

1.0-ffi
3.5

o
2
I

I

2

,
,
,
,
t

\.8
2.\
3.0
?. I

i.B

af
08
?6

i8
i\l
508

I .756,ortl

',i3[:i3'l
-tplj..@l, l36r90O

516,9oo

8lr

?2
2\
53

,900
,IM
,Eoo
,100
,8@

4.6
3.0
t.1
3.1
3.7

e/ Based on annual compound rate of change.

Sources: 1960 and 1970 Censuses of Housing and estlmates of Houslng Market Analyst.



Ta51e X

Tneruo oF HousEHoLo TENURE

CHlcrcq. lLLr!{orsr Housrryo Manxer Anea
lq6o---fz{

Cook Count, DrPaof KaNe
ffiCoururv Coururv

Occuplxcv lruo Teuune

Aplrr- -!---!g5q

Torll Hous I NG I NvENToRy I ,2ll+,958

Torlt occuPrEo uNtrs
OvHen occuP I Eo

PenceHr
RExrgn occuP r ED

PrncEHr

La xe
CouHrv

z,\53 gro8o

McHerunv
CouNrv

Wr r-t-

Coururv
ff'1A
Torlt

\5 r .\ll+ 8z.86o

B\. t\7

"gZ3.l
I t,3lo

t3.4

3,7 t3

z\.ztB
T4'455

15.2
5,76?
4.8

5'l?1

t ,997.389

Torll Vlcaxr Uxlrs

Torll occup I Eo uN I Ts
Ouxea occuptEo

PEnceur
RExrgn occup I ED

Pgncexr

Torrt Vlcrrr UNrrs

Torlt occuP r Eo uN I Ts
Owruen occuP r ED

Pc nce rr
REHren occuPrED

PgncErr

Torrl vAcANr uNtrs

MrRcx l, 1977

Toret Hous r NG l NVENToRY t,261600

jt,5\9 18,36\

1o,917 17,g3g

I ,.t36,9@
a0l,a66

35.3

?ft#
7?.O

r\,g74
28.0

3rl%

78.coo
5il60d-

I .8o7.o t7
960,691

50.6
937,O2O

ttg.4

99,t+12

70.588m
lg''?\g

27.2

3'&3

l.l57.l+Og \\q.OoO
396,121 339,34534.1 75.5
16o',681 t03,7h5

55.7 23.4

$.qo8 75,q\7
4org33 54,6169.4 10-6
t8,o65 zz',Wz
30.6 ?9.\

ApnrL I , 1970

Toral Hous r Nc I NvENToRy l r?C8rlr\f I 6\6.tzo t\z,\zz I to.h\B 36.a88 73,7 I I 2,2gI,BbB

2,187,6\6
o91

I . ti7 ,Bs\ 5zB . t8 I3Wry.ffi
'u'e\'.1 '7'i3'.2

i##i
7e.5

4'r8\1
20.4

6,11 s

t02.q\7
azrcd

70.6

zJ.oBB

tl+,5\z
[e-szT

66"t
z\,Bzt

33.3

2 
'l+\6

30'259
2g.\

1,501 nt,?o2

1,155,
31.08?
25 rtao

52.9
I ,e8 r5\g

\7. r

75.9
7,953
?\.l

312C5

135 
ii700

597,\oo

5t6.cn
r?ffioo

70.2
20 I ,g0o

29.8

155.?oo-+
ll6,600

1\'6
39,1@

25.\

,re30.z

q5.?oo
21,5@

sltu3
zlt.z

3,300

r5\, roo gl+,roo

8 r,7oo
5'6lT

"u'ri?

il5,8o0 3g,6@ Bz, too ?,39or)@

roB.zm 2 
'?75,2@

69la ?o,joo Z,Boo z,Boo

32,9@
30.4

7,6@

13.3
2l , loo

z6.t

tr2o7r00o

,,.e3?iJo
\5.g

ill+rgoo

Ilt:?,*

Source: 1960 and 1970 Censuses of Housing and estlmates by HousLng Market Analyst.
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Table XI

VacexcY Tneuos
Cx r caco, I LL t No r s, Hous t ttc Manxer Anel

Tqilro 1071

Coox Coururv
CoupoNErur Cx r ctco REua r ruoEn

Apnrt l, 1960

Torll Vaclrur Uurrs 57 .51+a 18. q5\

-?/

DuPrce
CouNrv

i.7 t1

?,281
ITiT

?.ofi
Blo: 6.rfr

6,tlt

t. t*
585'
t.\fr

t r4o3

KlNg
CouHrv

LlxE
CouHrv

t-.5fr
|,637

5.tfr

\,r9r

?.000
l r0oo

1.3fr
2,ooo

,r,lilfr

McHrNnv
CouHrv

Wr r-c
Coururv

HMA

TOTAL

Ava r tlauE vAcANT uN r rs
Fon sate

HovEowruEn vAcANcY R

Fon neNr
RErurga vAcANcY RATEil

4l+.5 rq
wtfr

t?.6@
5,6@

1.5frArE O.lfr
4 r,Bo5

1.zfr

70. q t7

55.778
2,473e o.6fr

53,3q
5.tfi

t5 
'139

2.\5?

t.?58
451
t.tfr
cil
\.8fi

t ro85

1. tM

t.580
5t6
t.?*

l 106\'
6.6fi

1,606

qo.\72

5q.lt\ r

t2 rt30
.37;
lt

34,031

o t

\,1?7

73j
349
1.9fi
?Blr
6.*

4,394

q.080

2.260
914
1.lfr

t 3\5
5.lfr

6,82o

7,501

?.7O\
1'M7

53
I

3
5

%E
o.8fr

70,B r I

6.\fr

gqt
'6'.efi

9.lfr
9,412

5.tfr

,rl+oh

2,1+l+6

t.6?2
370
o.lfr

1.?6?'t+.8fr

8r4

1.205

5zz4
1,lfr
3\1
\.?fr

2,583

700
300t.6
lloo
\.t+z

z 16oo

\fr

Orxen vAcANT uNrTs

AeRrL l. 1970

Orxrn vAcANT uNtrs

Mnncx l, l97j

t2 ,g3o 5,76a l,\32

Torll vAcANr uNrrs
e/

Avl r taeLe vAcANT uN r rs
Fon sltE

HoueowrueR vAcANcY RAT

Fon nErur
Rgrurea vAcANcY RATEil

l7.olq

12.5?q
3,123

4.758
t, 1u3

nt.202

t 1286 31,\26

l r3oo

i.021

+rl
o.gfi

I,?63
5.zfr

500
0.9fr
4oo
6.zfi

Torlt vAcANr uNlrs
e/

Avl r taeLe vAcANT uN r rs
Fon sluE

HouEowHEn vAcANcY ame O.lfi
Fon neNr 5317@

Reruren vAcANcY RArE 5,8fr
Orxen vAcANr uNrrs U l3r2oo

55.100
2,UOo

l5 . t00
3 r4oo

6.lloo 2.ooo4 4t,3@ 40o

5o.7oo 2o.5co T.B@ 2.800 7.600 ?.loo ?.200 r r4,9ro

3'
I

5'
I

t.ooo Bs.5oo
9,70O

o.b%
75 

'9@5 '516
?9 

'3oo

o.77"
I l,7CO

5.5fr
5 +oo

1. rfr o.tfr
too t,5oo
t.\4 5.\*
\oo 8oo

,

gl
a

lrucuuoEs soME uNtrs rHAT MAy aE LAcKTNG oNE oR MoRE PLUMBING FActLrrtES.
IwcLuoes vAcANT sEAsoNAL uNtrs, DtLAptDATED uNtrs, uNtrs RENTED oR soLD AvrAtrrNG occupANcy, ANo uNrrs HELD oFF
THE MARKET.

SouncEs: l!50 nruo l!10 te rususEs oF Hous r r.rc AND ESr r MAIEs sv Hous r r,tc Mlnxer AltaLvsr
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40,400 44,275 43,325
24,650 24,O75 21,725

10,175 Ls,225
L2,675 tL,425
5,500 3,800

7.350 6,250
3,100 3,200

t

Table XII

1960 to 1973

1967 1968 t969

36.550 40,07s 38,250 47,92s 57,L25 50.165
19,150 20,675 18,400 2t,t75 23,900 L8,445

1960 1961 t962 L963 L964 1965 L965 L970

38.550
15 ,565
22,885

32.465 25.100
1o,720 8,415
2L,7 45

11, 115
870

L0,245

16,585

t97L 1972

63,095 s3.115
26,385 22,630
36,710 30,485

38.980 29.800
13,010 11,510
25,97O L8,29O

,sJ*/
6.760
2,785
4,575

3.7 40
t,720

Hl{A total
StngIe-fanlly
Uultlfanlly
Cook County total

Single-faul1y
Hultifanily
Chlcago total

Single-fan1ly
Multifanily

I
Suburban'Cook County total

Single-fanl1y
Multtfanily

Du Page Cormty total
Slngle-fanlly
Multlfanlly

Kane CounEy total
SingIe-fanlly
MultifaolLy

Lake County total
Slngle-fanlIy
Multifamily

l.lcHenry County total
Slngle-fan1ly
MuJ.tlfanily

Wl11 County total
Slngle-faul1y
Multlfanlly

37.600
19,675
17 ,92515,750 20,2OO 21,600 L7,400 19,400 19,850 26,75O 33,225 31,72O

27,425 3t,O25 30,5oO 27,625 25,875 28,750 27.g25 32,750 gg.OOO

16,700 14,875 L3,325 t2,O25 11,800 t2,75O Ll,200 12,7OO L4,4OO
LO,725 15,150 L7,275 15,500 L4,075 15,000 L6,725 20,050 24,600

9.250 r.s,800 11,800 ro,775 10.900
4,025 3,450 3,L25 2,675 2,45O

9.900 10.275
2,600 2,05o

5.300 5.100
3,500 3,600
1,800 1,500

10 .875
L,7 25

7 ,275
4,000

13.950
1,550

5.475
1,375
4 ,100

2,620

850
150
700

2,890
970

1,92O

2,t60
520

L,640

390
180
2]l0

120
95
25

30
,:

320
240
80

8.635 10.815
1,190 L,950
7,445 8,8655,225 12,35O 8,675 8,100 8,450 7,300 8,225 9,150 L2,4OO

18,800 15,850 L4.975 18,850 t7,650 21,875
10,200 9,350 9,350 10,1.50 9,150 LO,975
8,600 7,500 5,625 8,700 8,500 10,900

25.050 21,350 L6.465 28,165 24,325
12,850 9,850 7,225 1L,050 10,135
t2,2OO 11,500 9,240 17,105 14,190

9.150 9.815 5.150 12.075 11.210
4,750 3,500 2,350 5,225 4,380

4,25O

1.575
L,275

300

2,025
1 ,600

425

625
500

25

3 ,050

1.575
L,L25

450

2.625
2,2OO

425

775
700

75

4.575
3,O25
1 ,550

1,625
1,050

575

2,200
1,900

300

750
675

75

3.175
2,625

550

1,800
1,150

650

2,550
L,825

725

750
575
175

4.400
2,875
1,525

L ,650
1,025

625

3,275

2,425
950

L,475

2,450
L,525

925

4,4OO

2 .350
925

L,425

3,325
1 ,550
1,77 5

6 ,850

3 .650
1,560
2,O9O

6,830

4 .590
2,O2O
2,670

1.575 t,325
925 800
650 525

2.350 1,800
L,675 1,300

835

425

2,O7s
L,475

600

1,400 2,025 3.575 1.700
1,375 1,975 1,750 L,475

25 50 L,825 225

575
575

2.525
L,725

800

100

r,425
1,150

275

675

675
600

75

L,425
L,225

200

500

575

660

1.550
1,400

150

4.590
3,500

990

825 7,225
62s 800

6,315 2,800

2,L20 1,955
900 775

1,220 1,190

2.730 ,2,gLO
1,350 L,675
1,380 L,235

iso 1,050
525 850
225 200

2,250 2,365
1,590 1,340

L,O25

270
47s
100

7,525
L,O25

500

200

2,200
L,37 5

825

2.285
1 ,450

2.375
1,600

775

220
50

4,780
3,160
t,620

a/ Includee 51025 new unlEs bought under Sectlon 235 between 1968 and 1971.

V January through February only.

Note! A11 nunbers are rounded.

Sources: U. S. Bureau of the Ceneus, C-40 Conatruction Reports, and BelI Federal Savlngs and Loan Assoclatlon.



Table XIII

]-962

1 ,100

1 ,050
50

vlt
1 ,350

L, 150
200

]-966

3.075

3,075

1 .125
1,L25

t967

2,875
2,575

2,525
2,225

1958

6,000

5 ,600

1o;
r_50

r_50

1 .700
1,700

1969

5,055

4,030

400
155

2,700

430

L970
1960

5,525
5,400

L25

5,525
5 ,400

196 1

3,150

3,025
t25

3, 150
3,025

L25

1963

1 ,300

1,225
75

L,225
L,225

data

1960 L973

1965

L.525
L,525

1. 175
l,, 175

4.495
1,904

930
380
865
340

40

98s
140
570

1,150
370
360

380

:
40

2,360
1 ,430

380
2LO
340

t97L

4,105

2,745

r20
620
zLO
200
2to
595
s45

r20
570
2to
200

L972 lsJ-P/

HI,IA Total
Chicago
Suburban Cook CountY
Du Page County
Kane County
Lake County
McHenry County
W111 County

Publlc Housing Total
Chicago
Suburban Cook CouncY
Du Page County
Kane County
Lake County
McHenry County
I'IiL1 County

Section 221(d)(3) Total
Chicago
Suburban Cook CountY
Du Page County
Kane County
Lake County
McHenry County
I'Il11 County

2.205

1 ,530
240
zto
225

440

230
2].0

190
,:

:

50

400
tt:

300

2.t75
t,620

3s0
,,:1,100

1 ,050
50

1,000
800
,a:

35q.
,t9

275

230
,t2

50

t25

Chicago
Suburban Cook County
Du Page County
Kane County
Lake CounEy
McHenry County
Will County

al January through FebruarY onlY. Note: A11

350
,r:+

,?

4.100
3 ,8oo

r_,950
1,950 2 ,22o

'9

550
,,:

2ro

2,960
1 ,860

300
u;
150

200
,o:

100

t.97 5

1 ,300
440

rounded.

230
2LO240

2LO
225

Sources: Bureau of Ehe Censue, C-40 Const.ruction Reports, and FHA nultlfanlly data'
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