
ANALYSIS OF THE

DAY.TONA BEACH, FLORIDA

HOUSING MARKET

AS oE APRIL 1, L969

A Report by the
DEPARTI'IENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT

FEDER,\L HOUSING ADMINISTRA'TION
wAsHtNG'I'0N, D.C. 2O4tL



FHA Housing Market
Daytona Beach, Florida, as

Ana11,s i s
of Apri 1 1, L969

Forewo rd

This analvsis has been prepared for Lhe assisLance
and gLr idanctr of the FederaL Housing r\dministration
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FHA HOUSING MARKET ANALYSIS-DAYIONA BEACH FLORIDA
AS OF APRIL 1, 19691

The Daytona Beach Housing Market Area (HMA) is defined as Volusia

County, Florida. The HMA, located on the northeastern Atlantic Coast

of I'lorida, has a current population of about 182r4O0, most of which

is cuncentrated in the coastal cities and tou,ns. Although the

economy is heavily dependent upon tourist-oriented industries, the area

enjoys a stable housing rnarket, because in-migration of reti.rees has

continued to account for the majority of recent population increases.

Dr.rring the past tr^/o years, most of the employment gains were
in nonmanufacturing industries with primary increases in trade and ser-
vlces. These increases were a result of increased tourisE-oriented
facilities. In-migration of retirees has significantly affected the
housing si tuat j.on j.r-r the HMA; most of the incoming- households desire
to purcl-rase homes. Both the horneowner and renter vacancy rates have
declined in recent years, the result of continued population and
household gror.rth and decreased building levels. During the next two
years, however, some of the renter demand created by new househotds will
be rnet by existing vacancies. The demand estimates beLow have been
adjusted to permit this absorption.

An ticipated Housin g Demand

Barring unexpected changes in the local econonric, demographic,
and housing factors taken into consideration in this analysis, an average
annual demand for 1,600 new privately financed housing units is projected
for the Daytona Beach HMA during the Ewo-year period ending April I, Lg7L.

Ll Data in this analysis are supplementary to a previous FHA analysis
of the area as of February I, L961.
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The most successful demand-supply relaEionship in the housing market
will be achieved if the new units added consist of [,400 single-family
homes and 200 multifanrily rental units. It is anticipated that demand
from an additional 11050 households will be met by trailers. Table I
presents the demand for single-fanrily houses by sales price ranges and
demand f or rnu I tif ami ly uni ts by mon thly gross ren ts . Tl're annual demand
level, exclusive of trailers, is about the same as the average of
about 1,600 units a year built since February 1966. Household growth
is expected to continue at a rate only slighEly lower than that re-
corded during the 1967-1969 period, but vacancies have declined sig-
nificantly since 1967. A large part of the sales demand is for
srnaller, lower priced houses by families retirirrg to the area. Thus
f ar, the deniand f or condorniniums has been liLni ted b-v tlre pref erence
of retirees for single-fanrily houses. Most of the demand for sales
houses will have to be met by new consLruction. Past experience tn-
dicates Ehat new multifamily units should be provided in relatively
sma1l garden type projects with nioderate rents.

Occupancy Potential for Subsidized Housing

Federal assisEance in financing costs for new l.rousing for low or
moderate income families may be provided through four different pr()granls
administered by FHA--nionthly renE supplement payrnents, principally
in rental projects financed with m,rrket-irrterest-rate mortgages insured
under Section221(d)(:J); partial paynrents for interest for home mort-
gages insured primariL), under Section 235; partial payment for interest
for project rnortgages insured r-rnder Section 236; arnd below-market-
interest-rate financing for projects insured under Section 2?l(d)(3).

Househo[d eligibiiity for federal subsidy progr€uns is det.ermined
primarily by evidence that household or family income is below estab-
lished Iimits. Some families may be alternatively eligible for assis-
tance under more than orie of these progranls or unCer oth.:r assistance
programs using federal or state supp()rt. The poLentialsU Oiscussed
in the foLlowing paragraphs reflect estimaLes adjusted to indicate
housing provided or under construction under alte-rnative FHA or other
prograrns. It is carrtioned Lhat the occr.ipancy potentials discussed
for various progr€Ims are, therefr-lre, noL a:lcli tlve.1-/

L/ The occupancy Potenuials referred to in this analysis have been cal-
<:ulated to reflect the capacity of the rnarket in view of existing vacancy
strength. The successful arttainrnr:nt of Ehe caLculated potentials for
subsidized housing may welI depencl upor.r t'onstruction in suitable accessible
locations, as well as upon the distrj.bution of rents or sales prices over
the complete range attainable fclr housing under specific programs.

U lamilies wjth incomes inadequate to purchase or rent nonsubsidized
housing generally are eligible for one form or anoEher of subsidized hous-ing. However, little or no housing has been provided under some of t,hesubsidized programs, and absorption rates remain to be tested.
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Ihe annual occupancy potentials for subsidized housing presenEed below
are based upon current incomes prevalent in the i,rea, on data per:taining to
the occupancy of subsEandard housingi, on estimates of elderly popuLation in
the area, on current income limits, and on avail.rble market experience.
Table II presents the occupancy potential for subsidized housing by size of
units required.

Section 22L(d)(3) BMIR. If federal funds are available, an average of
be absorbedabout 240 units of SectLon 221(d)(3) BMIR housing probably could

annually during the next two years.l/

Ren l-Sqppleqen t Hqqq14g. Llnder the rent-supplement program, there is
a yearly occupancy potential f or 85 f amily uni ts ar- I :ll0 units f or elderly
individuals and couples. The potential excludes 1u4 uni.ts j.n Daytona Beach
currently nearing ttre iinal completion stages. About 15 percent of the
elderly individuals and couples eligible for rent supplement are also eligible
under the Sectioo 236 program. Generally, families eligible for rent-supple-
ments also are eligible for public low-rent hcusing.

Section 235, Sales Housing. ln tere s t rate red uc t irin payrnen ts by the
Federal Government couLd provide low-cosE sales housing for low-to moderate-
income f anrilies under the provisions of Section 235. IlriseC on the bes t
available inf<;rmation, it is judged that there is an occupancy potenEial
for about 130 hornes a year under this prt-rgram in the Daytona Beach HMA during
the nexI two years ursing exception inctime limr.ts. Under regular income
Iimits, the potential would be slightly lower. A11 of the families eligible
under Section 235 housing also are eLigiL.le under the Section 236 program
and abouc 75 percent are eligi.ble for Section 22L(d)(3) BMIR housing.

Section 236. Rental Housing. Under this program, the housing needs
of low-and moderate-income renter faurilies and individuals coutd be met
through the use of interest reduction payments by the Federal Government that
are designed to reduce the housing expense of such households. In the Daytona
Beach area, the annual occupancy potential is estimated at 2-75 units, in-
cluding [30 units for famllies and 145 units for elderly individuals and
couples, using exception income limits. The use of regular i-ncome limits
may decr:ease these potentials. All fanrilies eligible under this program
are also eligible under Section 235, about 75 percent are eligible under
Section 22lG ) (3) BMIR, -und about 16 percent of the elderly individuals
and couples eligible under Sc'ction 236 are also eligible for rent supplements.

!/ At the present time, funds for allocations are available only from re-
captures resultir-rg from reducl-ions, withdrawals and cancellations of
outs t-anding al locations.
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The Sales Market
the Daytona Beach area
dicated by the decline
in February L967 to 1.3
sales nrarket is the res
units from the market,
the area who seek sales
sing le -fami ly uni ts bui
contract basis.

The market for new and exisEing sales housing in
has tightened considerably in recent years as in-
in the homeowner vacancy rate from 1.9 percent
percent in April 1969. The tightening of the

ult primarily of (1) the removal of many older
(2) the continued in-migration of retirees to
housing, and (3) a reduction in the number of

lt in recent years, most of which were built on a

Tire large number of in-migrant retirees purchasing homes in the
area) many of them with substantial equityrhas helped to Prevent the
area frorn suffering from the tight mortgage money situation prevailing
in other parLs of the country. The decline in the number of sales
units available (about 700 in April L969), however, has caused the price
of existing homes to increase because buyers are willing and able to
pay the prices asked by sellers. Ttre number of FHA acquired properties
also has declj-ned in recent years, and there are currently about 44
properties on hand. Two factors instrurnental in the creation of
demand in the area are in-migration and new household formation. T'hese

factors are not expected to change significantly during the next two
years, and demand levels are expected to approximate recent construc-
tion levels.

The areas clf great.est demanC wiII contintre to be Daytona Beach,Ormond
Beach and the unincorporated ner^/ community of Delt.ona, located 25 miles
southwest of D,a.yEona Beach, Ehe area of t,he largest. amount of single-
fanrily construction act.ivit,y in recent years. Home prices in Deltona
have been especially appealing to retirees, although Ehe area is not
exclusively a retirement comrnunity. The unavailabiliEy of land in
Dal/t-ona Beach has caused subdividers to turn to other areas such as Ormond
Beach and New Snryrna Beach for beachside development, while building
acti.vitlz in Daytona Beach has been forced inland.

T\,,ro condorninium pr:c, jects have been bui I c in the HMA since 1960,
one high-rise ancl one garden Lype. Successful sales leve1s were attained
in the garden Eype project after a few lzears, but there are many units
available in the more expensive high-rise prr:ject, which has been com-
pleted for seven years. Another thirty-nine condominiunr units are
currently under construction in Ormond Beach and are priced from $27,5OO
to $28,500. Past experience indicates that demand for condominium units
during the next two years probabty can be satisfied by Ehe units which
are vacant or under constt:uct_ion.

The Ren tal N{arke t The market for rental housing in the Daytona
Beach HMA has strengther)ed someu,hat since 196l, but the number of rental
vacancies is still high--a rent.al vacancy raLe of gr9 percent was re-recorded in April 1969, near the peak of the winter season.
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The decline j.n the rental vacancy rate (from 1I.9 percent in February L967)

was the result of an increase in the number of families seeking rental units'
a decline in the number of multifarnily units constructed, and the removal

of several l'rundred older rental units because of urban renewal in Daytona

Beach.

UntiI recently, many units in hi.gh-rise Structures were rented on a
short-term basis to touristS, but increased demand has enabled managers to
dispense almos t entirely wi th this practice. t^Ji th f ew exceptions, however,

,nc,st.f the high-rise projects have maintained only slightly better than

90 percent permanenE occupancy, and several years were required before
this ctccupancy level was attained. Garden type units have experienced
satisfactory occupancy leve1s, although the absorption period for these

units was long. The long absorption periods occurred because of over-
building in anticipation of tenure preferences of in-migrating retirees'
who actually preferred to purchase homes.

The estimated demand for about 200 new multifarni11' units annually
during the ApriL Lg69-ApriL L91l period is below the average of j25
units a year authorized since 1966. However, the absorption experience
of units constructed in recent years and the large number of available
rental units indicates that a reduction in building volume to 200 units
annually wilL be sufficient to satisfy the demand for new rental units and

to permit some further reductlon in vacancies.

Economic, Denrograp hic. arrd Housing Factors

1he estimated demand for l,60O new housing units a year during the
next two years iS based on the derrelopment of empLoyment, inci,tne, PoP-
ulaLion, and hc-rusing variables described in the f ollowing paragraphs.

Employment. N<-rnagriculturirl wage and salar:y ernpLoyment averaged
42,LOO lobs during l96tJ, an increase of 2,300 (5.7 percent) over the L961
annual average of 39,800.

The major porrion of recent enrployment growth is attributed to gains
exper:ierrced in the nonnranuf ac turing ir,,lus tries. Manuf acturing enrployrnen t
increased by 400 during the 1967-1968 period, recovering from a loss of 600

-]obs cluring the 1966-1967 period. The loss and subsequent gain occurred
priilari I,v in tirr,. clur.ible goods segment of rnanuf acturing employment because
of r-'iltbacl<s in space-oriented industri.es. In 1968, nranuf acturing employment
acLror-rnted for altor.rt 15 percent of nonagricul.tural wage and salary employment.
Significant gains during 1968 occurred in nonmanufacturirrg employnient,
rvi-ctr thtl ur,rst substanticl gains occurring irr trade (500), services and mis-
celLaneous (600) and gover:r;rnr:ut (600). These gains, particularly those
in Eracle and services, have, Leern a function of the increasing tourist fa-
cilities necessary in ar ttiurist-oriented area such as Daytona Beach.



6

Total nonagricultural wage and salary employment is expected to in-
crease by about 1,200 jobs annually during the next two years, almost
entirely in nonmanufacturing.

Income. As of April 1, 1969, the median annual income of all families
in the Daytona Beach HMA, after the deduction of federal income tatq was
estimated at $6r475 and the rnedian income of all renter households of
two or more persons \^ras $5r525. By L97 l, median incomes should increase
to $6,9O0 ar-rd $5,875, respectively.

Population and Households. The population of the Daytona Beach HMA

increased by an average of 5r715 persons annually (3.4 percent) during the
FebruaLry 1967-ApriL 1969 period. Migration of retirees to the area ac-
counted for the majority of the population growth, as the birth rate
and the number of persons per household have declined. The recent pop-
ulation increase j.s sonrewhat beiow the gains recorded during the 1960-1967
period. lncreases in enrplol,nrent opportunities during the earlier period
conEributed significantly to population growth; the largest manufacturing
employer in the area established operations in Daytona Beach in L963,
resulting ir-r considerable in-migration of workers and their families.
Increases in ernploymen L oppor Luni ties i-n rnanuf acturing peaked during the
period, holvever, and lrrve sinr:e declined. Population growth since L967
has resulted urore frorn the in-migration of retirees and growth of tourism.
During the next two years, populatlon increases are expected to average
5,500 annually, an increment or-r1y sLigtrtLy below the L967-1969 increase
(see table V). The in-migration of retirees is expected to continue at a
relatively hLgh rate and the birth rate is expected to decline slightly,
irrdj.catirrg that in-migr:ation will account for a high proportion of the
popu lat ion gain .

There were an estjmaLed 67,225 households (occupied housing units)
in the Daytona Beach HMA as of April I, 1959, an annual increase of
21360 (3.8 percent) since February L961. The average gain between 1960
and 1957 was 2,500 a year. Ihe decelerated rate r:f household growth
since 196l closely parallels the declining population growth during
the samc peri od. The i ncrease in the nurr,lrer of households in the HMA
otr Eside Daytona Beach was alrnos t the same as the growth during the
1960-1967 period, but t.',e gain in Daytona Beach was significantly Iower
in the latest period. Substantial growth outside Daytona Beach has re-
su I ted i r1 pd.r t f rom the Iarge number of l-ronres construc ted in the new
comrnunity of DeLtorta, a.rr area especially attractive to retirees (see
table V). On the basis of anricipated population increases and a small
c:hange in household size, tlre number of households in the HMA is expected
to increase by ahotit 2,2oo (3.3 percent) annually to 71,600 by April I97t.
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Housing lnventory

As of April 1, 1969, there were 73,800 housing units in the Daytona
Beach HMA, indicating, a net gain of about 4,100 units since February 1, 1967.
The net addition of 41100 units was the resuLt of Lhe construction of about
3,500 units, the movement r:f about 1,075 trailers into the area) and the
loss of 475 units through demolitions and other causes. A total of 545
units were under construction, including 260 single-family homes and 285
multifamily units.

Because of a relatively high vacancv rate and a high level of construcr
tion in L966, the number of units authorized by building permits declined
f-rom 2,151 in 1966 to 1,452 in L961, the lowest level recorded since L964,
the peak year for this decade, when 3rOO4 units were authorized. During
1968, authorizati.orrs increased slightly to 1,558 and for the first two
months <-rf 1969, a total of 342 units were authorized. The number of
units in single-family structur€rs has decLined in recent years, due
largely to a deceleration in bui-lding volume at Deltona and several other
areas. The decelerated consEruction volumes were caused by a decline in
oopulation and household growth as well as increasing costs. Multifamily
construction levels have been fairly low since L964, as an over-supply
of multifamily units became available in 1965 and poor absorption levels
tenCeC to discourage multifamily constr.uction (see table Vl).

NearIy half of ttie single-f aurily uni ts
hat",e been i.n the neli communi ty of Deltona.
construction volumes were Daytona Bea<:h and
of mul tif ami ly corrs trrrc tlon has taken place
Smyrna Beach (see table VII).

constructed in recent years
Other areas with considerable
Ormond Beach. The majority
in Daytona Beach and New

Vacancy. Ttrere were about 6r550 vacant housing units in the Daytona
Beach HMA in April 1969. Included were 700 units which were available
for sale, 1,550 units avajlable for rent, and 4,300 units which were
seosonal, dilapjdated, rented or sold and awaiting occupancy, or hetd
off the market for absentee owners or for other reasons.

Vacant units available for sale or rent on April l, 1959 represented
homeowner and renter vacancy rates of 1.3 percent and g.9 percent, re-
spectively. The homeowner and rental vacancy rates are down from therespective raLes of 1.9 percent a,d II.9 percent in February Lg67. Therecent declines,which occurred in all areas of the HMA,were attributableto decreased touilding activity and continued high rates of popuration
and household gains.



Table I

Es timated Annual Demand for New Single-family Housing
Davtona Beach. Florida Housine Market Area

il 1 -A ri1 1 l91 I

Prlpe &a4gq Number of Units Percent of total

t1
13
11
IO
18
Ir-
I1

9
100

Under
$12,000

14,00o
I 6 ,000
18 ,0O0
20,000
25 , O00
30, o0o and

To tal

2
'29 ,ggg

over

155
180
155
140
250
240
t55
l'25

I ,4oo

$ 12,000
13,999
1

1

1

5
7

9

4

999
999
999
999

Estimated Annual Demand for Additional Multifamil y Housing
Daytona Beach Florida, Ilousing Market Area

Apri 1 I 1969 -Apri 1 l. lglI

Gross monthly renta/ Eff iciency
One

bedroorn

5
30
30
20
15

100

Two
bedrooms

Three or more
bedrooms

$rl0
130
150
I70
I90
210

- $129_ L49
- 169
- 189
_ 209
and over

'Io ta I

l0
5

15

20
15
l5
t5
65

10
5
5

20

a/ Gross rer-rt is shelter rent plus the cost of utilities.



Table II

Estimated Annual Occupancy Potentl4l
Dav tona Beach Florida. Housins Market Area

April t. 1969 - April 1, 1971

A. Subsidized Sales Housing, Section 235

E lisi bIe family size Number of Unitsa/

75
55

Four persons
Five persons

To tal

or less
or mL)re

130

R. Privately-financed Subsidized RentaL Housing

Rent Su I enren t
Parnilies Elderlv Families Elder

Uni-t Size

Efficiency
One bedroom
Two bedrooms
Three bedroonis
Four or mt-rre bedrooms

'Io ta I

a/ A11 of the farnilies eligible
the Section 235 program and
tion 221(d)(3) BMfR housing.
of exceptiol i,,",',nre Limi ts;
crease these poten rials.

Sec tion n6b/

5
25
25
30

145
65

85 2ta

for Section 235 are
about 75 percent are

The estimates are
the use of regular

130 t4s

also eligible for
eligible for Sec-

based upon the use

90
55t5

50
40
25

income limits may de-

p/ Applications, comnritments, and housing under construction under Sec-
tl-on 2o2 are being converted to section 236 in accordance with
instructions issued March 7, L961.



Table lIl

Nonagricultural lJage and Salary Employment
Daytona Beach, Florida, Housing Market Area

1966-L968
(annual averages)

Indus trv

Nonagricultural wage and salary

Manuf ac tur i ng
Durable goods
Nondurable goods

Nonmanuf ac turing
Con trac t cons truction
Trans, comm., and public utj,lities
Trade

Who lesa 1e
Re tai I

Finance, insurance, & real estate
Services and miscellaneous
Gove rnnren t

L966 1967 t968

39.600 39.800 42^LOO

6.400
5, ooo
1 ,40o

5.800
4, 3oo
I ,500

6 ^200
4,7OO
1,500

33.200
2 rgoo
I ,900

10,800
1 ,300
9, 5oo
2,2OO
8,700
6,7OO

34.000
2,200
I ,800

11,300
I ,400
9,900
2,500
8,goo
7 ,3oo

35.900
2r2OO
1 ,9oo

1 1 ,800
I ,300

10, 500
2,600
9,500
7 ,9OO

Source: Florida lndustrial Commj.ssion, Florida State Employment Service.



Table IV

Estimated Percent aeeDi stribution of Families and Renter Households
by Annual Income After Deduction of Federal Income Tax

Day Eona Beach, Floridao Housing Market Area
1969 and 1971

L969 L97 I

Under
$3,Ooo

4, 000
5,000
5,000
7,0o0

g ,000
9,000

10,0o0
12,500
1 5,000 and

Total

000
999
999
999
999
999

g,ggg
9,999

t2,499
14,ggg
over

Annual lncome
A1I

fami I es

8

5
IO

1

9

100

Ren ter
househo ldsa/

6
4
9

6
J

100

A11
families

15

Ren ter
househo!.dsa/

19
10
t2
10
8
9

100

$5,875

I

3,
3,
4,
5,
6,
J,

$ 16
9

1O

t0
9
1

2l
l2
1t
1l

9
8

8
9
o
9
7

6
1l

7

ll

7
5

9
5
6

100

$6,9ooMedian i6,41 5 $5, 525

ai Excludes one-person renter househotds.

Source: EsEimated by tlousing Market Analyst.



TabLe V

PopuLa tion and Household Trends
Daytcna Beach lorida, Housing Market Area,F

Average annual changsa/
Apri 1 I.

19 50
February l,

1967
Apri 1 l,

t969
April I,

t97 I
t960 -t967 L96l -t 969

Number Perce!lt
L969 -L97L

Nurnber PercentNumber Percent

Popu Iat i on

Hl,lA to taI
Davtona Beach
Remainder

Ilouseholds

|]MA to tal
Daytona Beach
Remainder

a/ Rounded

Sources:

_l_21,_11-2
37,395
8f ,924

45.O59
13,860
3l,lgg

I70 000
48, 650

121- , 3 50

62.too
l8 ,350
43 ,7 50

18 2 .400
5L,225

131,175

r93.400
53 , 6;o

I 39 ,800

6. 550
I ,650
4,900

5,715
1,195
4, 530

2,360
550

1, 180

5.500
1,195
4,3L5

2.200
500

I ,700

67 ^225lg,55o
47,675

71.600
20, 550
51,050

2. 500
660

1,840

4.5
3.9
5.6

4.8
4.2
5.9

3.O
2.3
3.3

3.4
2.4
3.7

3.3
2.5
3.5

3.8
3.0
4.t

1950 Censuses of Population and Housing.
L967-1971 estimated by Housing Market Analysr.



Table VI

Private ly -Financed Units Authorized by Building Permits
Volusia Coun F lorid

1960- 19 69

S ing 1e - f anri ly MultifamilyYear

l9 60
1951
t962
1963
t964
1965
L966
L967
r968
1969 (first 2 Mos

Note:

Source s

813
700

L,196
2,2L9
l,-760
1,444
L,-187
L,225
L 1166

2L8

238
L52
524
413

11244
1r5
364
227
382
r24

ToLal
Uniti

1,051
852

L,720
2,632
3,O04
I ,559
2,15L
L,452
1,558

342

The above authorizations do not include 360 multifamily units of
public housing authorized during the 1960-1968 period. Data for
the years prior to 1963 are not entirely comparable with those
for subsequent years because of incomplete coverage.

U.S. Bureau of the Census, C-40 Construction Reports; locaI
building Inspectors; and the University of Florida, Bureau of
Economic and Business Research.



Table VII

Privatelv-f inanced Housin P Units Authorized bv Bgi lding Permits
Davtona Beabh , Florida, Housine },larket Area

t960 -t969

i960 1961 r962 1963 L964 1965Are a

Beach cities and tcvrns

Daytona Beach
Iio111, flitl
Orm<,nd Beach
South Daytona
Port Orange
New Smyrna Beach
Edgewate r
Total Beach cities and toruns

Other cities and towns

De Land
Orange City
Lake Helen
Pierson Tor^rn

Total other cities and towns

Remainder of HMA

Total

L966 L967 1968 t969a/

357
2l

Lt6
138

NA

rI3
56

861

253
L]

r39
i06

0
99
44

658

r53

4Lb /

693
io

31L
-l)

l9
rs6
l8

L 1269

133
t7

302
90
20

153
66

1,L36
20

r55
L32

9

95
4l

261
26

L24
103

LJ
62
J+

569
45

104
86
L7
7r-

3l
935

254
3t

iol
51
I1
88
15

55r

345
34
88
63
L4
84
25

653

31
5

20
2l

3

i13
5

I ,38 I 1,888 647

q?

r1
6

2

I98

r04
67
IO

9

190

NA

lt2
22
I1

8

4f
2.L

2

4

JO

It
8

4

58
l0

5

2

49
4

:

45
I
9

4

76
4
6

6

4
II
1

1 ,O51 852

14 6r

317p/ I ,190

L ,7 20 '2 .632

7L 85

r.045 821

3,OO4 1,55g

59 o2

842 8i3

L,/+52 I,558

60

1. r55

2,150

6

138

342

a/ First two nonlhs.
!/ 196l and 1962 coverage ix lhe rema::rder of the HMA is inconplele and is nor comparable v,/ith later years.Note: Does not incllde public housinS authorlzalions rotaling 30 rni!s in Daylona ileach iF 1960; 80 u;ltstn 1961i 1OO units in 1953; and t5O units in 1965.

Scurces: u.s. Bureau r:f the census, construction Reports c-40;
by Housing M.arket Analyst..

local building inspectors and estimates



Table VIII

Components of the Housing lnven tory
Daytona Beach, Florida. Housing Market Area

Apri I 19 6O-ApriL 1969

a

Tenure and Vacancv

Total housing supply
Occupied housing units

Owner -occupied
Percent of total occupied

Ren ter -occupi ed
Percen E of to tal r:rccupied

Vacant housing units
Avai 1ab1e

For sale
Homeowner vacancy ra.te

For rent
Renter vacancy rate

Seasonal uni ts
Other vacanta/

52 ^351
45.O59
32,559

72.3%
t'2,460

21 .1%

I .29',2
3.419
L ,430

4.1r"

Apri I l,
l9 60

February 1,
L967

69.lOO
62. 100
46,gOO

7 s .57.
15,200

24.57"

7.600
2.950

900
L.97"

2,050
Lt.9%

3,100
I ,550

Apri I 1,
L969

6.550
2.250

700
t.3%

I ,550
8.9%

3, ooo
1,300

73-800
6 t' ,2.25
5L,425

76 .57"
15,800

23 " 57"

1,989
i3.8%

2,453
1,4'2c

a/ Includes vacant dilapidated units, units rented or sold awaiting
occupancy, and units held off the rnarket for other reasons.

Sources: 1960 Census of Housing.
L967 and 1969 estimated by Hoursing Market Analyst.


