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Houeehold Trends
F

$epuent

Student houeeholde
Nongt(dent houceholde

Total houeeholde

Aprl I
1950

1,4OO

l3.411
14,811

Aprl I
1960

2 r2OA
1.7 ,680
t9 ,888

Nov.
1956

3,4O0
24.5@
27 r9OO

r
1950- 1960

80
t+27

507

175
1.O50
11225

sourceg: Total 195o and 1960 houaeholds fron cenguees of Houslng.
1955 estlnated by Houaing Market Analyst. gtudent and non-
Itudent houeeholda estlnated by Houslng Market Analyst based
on data protlded by the Untverslty of Flortda.

HoJsehg-I4 Sizg Trends. The average size of alI households in the Gaines-vllle H!'lA ln November 1956 was 3.14 persons. This represents a continua-tlon of Ehe trend of decltnlng houeehold slze from 3.42 persons in l95oto 3'3o in 1960. Slzable increases ln the number of student households
h'as a prime contributor toward the considerable drop in average householdslze slnce 1950. A small addltional decllne in household sizJ is expecteddurlng the next th,o yeers.

Eetlmn ed Future Houeeholds . Based on t,he antlclpated annual populaEion
galn during the next two years, lnciudlng the considerable increaee in the
number of ctudente forecaat by the unlverslty, and on the assuoption that
the average household slse wl11 decllne ellghtly durlng the forecasr perlod,
there will be 30'600 householde ln the Galnesville HMA by Noveuber 1,1968.
Thla represents &n expected addltlon sf 1r35O households each year dur-
tng the thto-year forecast. period. The household gains anticipat.ed in-
clude conrlderatlon of about I'OOO'addittonal epaces that hri11 becoue
av&llable durlng the forecast period when the Unlversity of Florlda
doraltories now under constructton are conpleted. Although IrOOO spaees
are under constructlon, about 2oo Bpaees wl11 be dlverted to relieve
current over-crowdlng eo that the net addltlon of dorrnltory fscilltleg
by the unlverslty durlng the forecaBt p€r{od will be 8OO spaces. After
other relatlvely mlnor adJustmente for ellght lncreases ln the numbere
of etudents llvtng ln fraternity and sororlty houses and ln homes, the
renalnder of gtudents maklng up the anttclpated enrollnent growth in
t,he next tlro years wlll auount to about 275 houaeholda yearly who will
necesearlly flnd houalng ln the prlvate houting narket.



-13- Federal Housing Administratio'
Library

Houelng Market Faclore

llouslnc Suoolv

-

Current Eetlne t€. As of Novernber 1, 1966, there were about 29r8OO housing
unlts ln the Galneevllle [Il,ll, indicatlng a net galn slnce Aprtl 195O of
about 7r85O unlte (36 percent), an average annual lncrement of nearty
1'2O0 unlts a year. The net addltlon reaulted from the conetruetlon of
about 7r3OO units for which permlte were lggued and the congtructlon of
an estlmat"al/ 8OO units outilde Ehe pernrit-lssulng areag, the converslon
to resldentlal uee of about 2OO unlts r cnd the loes of about 45O units
prloarily Ehrough denolttton. The average yearly increase ln-the houelng _

"lnventory stnee Aprll 196O ie double the net average gain of nearly 6O0
lhouei.ng unlts a ye.ar during che 195O-1960 decade.

Unlts ln Structure. The eubstantlal volrrme of new multlfamlly houslng
congtructlon ln the Galnesvllle HMA slnce Aprll 1960 resulted in a
signlflcant ahlft ln the composltlon of the housing inventory by the
number of unlts tn each strueture. Slngle-family structure6 accounted
for about 79 percent of the houslng inventory compared with about 85
Percent ln 1960. A11 multlple unlt classes showed an increase, with
the number of units in structures contalning five or more units in-
creastng by about 150 percentrfrom nearly seven percent of the inventory
in 1950 to almost 12 pereenC-in L966.

Houelnn Invgntorv !v Unlte ln Structure
Galnegv{IIe. Florlda. Houelnp Merket Area

Aorl1 196O and Novenber 1966

Aprll I95O Novenber 1956
Nunber Percent ofUnlte in

structure

I unltU
2 unlte
3 and 4 unlta
5 or uore unltE

TotaI

Nunber
of unlts

t8,659
1r193

686

Percent of
total of unlts

23,525
I,650
1 ,1OO
3,525

29 rBOO

total

I.440mt

84.9
5.4
3.1
6.li

100.o

79.O
5.5
3.7

11 .8
100.o

U
?t

Includeg tratlere.
IXffars from count of all houalng unlts because unlts ln structure
were enunerated on a Banple baels.

Sourceo: 196O Cengue of Houtlng.
1966 eetlrated by Houeing Market Analyet.

Ll Buildlng permit,s are iesued in Atachua County outside permit-issuing
places only for Ehe portlon of the county which ls zoned. AL present,
the zoned portlon of Alachua CounEy lrrctudes less lhan 2O percent of
t,he Eotal area. Estimates for the unzoned are& are based on fragnen-
tary data provided by the Alachua County buildlng inspectorts office.
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Year Bgilt. The recent growth of the GalnesvilLe HMA ls demonstrated in
tfiqtd6ie belorr which etroyg over oo€-f,ourth of the hourdng inventory added
tn the p*tt slx and one-haif yeais, & tolunre almout equivalent to that
construcEed durlng Ehe decade of the I95O's. Another one-fourth of the
lnvenEory h,as constructed prlor to 194O.

Dis trlbut ion of the Houslns Inventorv Year Builta/
Galneevi 1 1e Fl or{ dn - Ftrnrrc no et Arpn

Novehber 1, 1.966

i.

Year bullt

ApriI I, 196O-Nov. i, L966
1959 - March 31, 1960
1955 - 1958
1950 - 1954
1940 - 1949
1930 - 1939
1929 or earller

TotaI

Nunber
of unlts

Percentage
dl6trlbution

t4.9
100.o

8r4OO
I,7OO
3 ,850
2 rgoo
5,5OO
3 rOOO

.4.450
29,8OO

28.2
5.7

t2.9
9.7

18.5
10.1

el The baelc data ln the 195O Ceneus of Housing fron whlch the above
estlmates were developed reflecL an unknown degree of error 1n
r,year bulltrr occagloned by the accuracy of response to efluttrera-
torsr queBElonsr aa teII as errora caused by sanpling.

Source: 196O Censue of Houslng adJusted to reflect changes ln the
lnventory slnce Aprtl i95O.

Condition. 0f the 29,800 housi ng units in t,he Gainesr,'ille HMA in Novem-

ber 1966, about 5r5OO or 18.5 percent were dilapidated or lack one or
more plumbing faciliLies. Of the total substandard units, about one-
third were classed as dilapidateel. Some lmprovement has taken place
slnce April 1960, when about 28 percent (61250 units) of the inventory
was dilapidated or Lacked some piumbing facilities. New construction,
demolition, and some upgradlng, resulEing in part from a new housing
code in Galnesville City, are responsible for the improvement. The No-

vember 1965 ratlo, however, indicaEes thaE. a high proportion of the
houslng inventory is stll1 substandard.

ResiclenLiel Bui ldina AcEivltv

Past 'Irerrd. BeLween Janua ry 1r 196O and September l, L966, nearly 7'600
zed for constructlon in the Gainesville HMA'houslng unl Es \dere aut,horl

In addiLion to new construction authorlzed by building permits, however,
an estjmated 8OO units were constructed in areas of Alachua County out-
side pernit-issulng places. The trend of the number of units authoriaed
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by butldtng perrnlts slnce 196O haa been cenerally upward, Thls partern,
hosever, had been alnoet entlrely tnfluenced by ihe-it"rp Jncreaser in
the nunrber of multifamlly housing. unlts authorized. The trend of buil.d-
,-lng permits s{nce 196O is shown for the prlncipal pernit-issulng local-
irieB in rable IV.

Unlts Artho ri bv Btr I ldl no Perrn{ t6 hu of Strrral:nrp8 l

Year

1960
r961
t962

r963
1964
r965

Nlne months

r965
1966

Januarv 195O-septenber 1965

Slngle- Tlp- Three- or
fantlv unlts

8O4 34
7L4 32
599 38

four -uni ts

3
25
35

Five- or
more-unlts

L;
94

379
3e2Lt
780

770
635

Total

841
783
756

1r193
1 ,339
L 1622

L 1375
L,O4l+

761
772
70r

28
70
34

26
L2

25
105
107

499
389

80
I

el In addltlon to unlte reported by permlt issulng places in the table
above, an esElmated 8OO unlts were constructed between January 196O
and September 1965 In othdr parts of the HMA, vlrtually all of whtch
were single-famtly homes

!/ Includes 208 unlte of apartrrents for rnarrled students constructed by
the Untverslty of Flortda.

Sources: Bures.u of the Census, C-4O Construct,ion Reports.
Bulldlng tnepectors of c"aineevi[le city and Alachua county.

over 60 percent of the housing units authorized in the Gainesville HI,{Aslnce.January 196o were stngl--family houses. Building permits for al-
T?:! 4oo single-family uniti were issued in rhe firsr nine monLhs of1966. It seems likely rhat the volume of singre-family houses for ariof 1966 will be the lowest for single-family houses for any year in the1960-1966 period.
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Prlor to 1963r very few apattments had been bullt in the Gainesvllle IMA.
In 1953, 425 multlfamily unlts were authorlzed and tn 1964 about 575 mul-
tifamily units were authorized. The 1964 flgure includes about 2OO units
of apartments for married students constructed by the Universlty of Florida.
The peak level for multifamlly unlts was reached in 1965 when 925 units
were authorized. For the first nine months in 1966, 650 multifastily units
were authorized and well-informed persons in the Gainesville HMA indicated
that very few additlonal multlfamlly untts are planned through the remain-
der of 1966. The unprecedented additions of multifamily units have corre-
sponded to lncreases in enrollment at the University of Florida. University
students occupy the bulk of the newly constructed apartmenE units,

Units Under Constructlon. Based on buildlng permit data and on the postal
vacancy survey conducted ln late October, lt is estimated Ehat there were
about 300 houslng units under construction as of November 1, 1966. The
total lncluded about IOO slngle-family units and 2OO multifamlly units.
Nearly ail of the multlfamlly units reported to be under constructlon were
ln three garden-type projects. Most of the single-family units and vir-
tually aIl of the multlfamlly units currently under construction vrere in
Gainesville City,

Demol i tions. Large seale demotritlon has not occurred in Ehe Gainesville
HMA because of the absence of urban renewal programs and the location of
nrajor highway construction in sparsely settled areas. The Gainesville
Community Planning Department, acting under t,he authorlty of the city
houslng code enacted in 1965, has inspected about 5OO housing units of
very poor quality and slated them for condemnation and demolition; the
severe shortage of suitable relecation housing has caused some delay In
the implementation of this program. About 45O units have been removed
from the Gainesville llMA lnventory since April 196O; rnost of Ehese were
in Gainesvllle Clty.

Tenure of 0ccupancy

Crrrrenl EstlmaLe. As of November
cent of the housing stock) ln the
srrd lOr8O0 were renEer occupled.
clf tenure change for all occupied
fenurc. changes in greaEer detail.

1, 1966, about t7,lCO units (61 per-
Gainesville HMA were owner occupied
The following table shows the trend
housing uniEs, and table V Presents
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Trend of Tenure Chanpe
GalnesvilIe, Florida, Houslhg Market Area

1950, I 960. and 1965

tenure

TotaI occupled
0wner-occupied

Percent of toral
Renter-occupled

Aprl1 l,
1950

14.811

Apri l I,
1 950

l9 .888
t2,3L2

6L.97"
7,576

Nov. 1,
1955

27.900
17, lO0

6L.37"
10,8OO

7 ,827
52.87.

6,984

Sources: l95O and L96O Censuses of Housing.
I966 estimated by lloueing Market Analyst.

Pagt Trend. 0r.rner;occu pancy lncreased fiom 53 percent to 62 percent be-
th,een 1950 und 1960. t'lhlle lt 16 tlkely that thle trend continued for the
first few yeare of the 1960's, the sizable volume of rnulttfamlly houatng
constructed elnce L962 ta Judged Lo have reverged this trend. PresenEly,
the eetlmated proportlon of owner-occupancy 1s 61 percent, down only
alightly from the Aprii 195O ratio.

ta{:ancy

Aprit 1960 Census. According to the Aprit 196O Census of Housing Ehere
were about IrOOO vacant, nclndilapldated, nonseasonal housing units avail-
able for renE or sale in the Galnesville HMA, a vacancy ratio of 4.8 per-
cenc. About 35O of the available vacancies were for sale, equal to a
homeowner vecancy ratlcr of 2.8 percent. The remai.ning 650 available
vacant uni ts were for rent, representing a renter vacaney ratio of 7 .9
percenr (see table VI). Available vacancies in 1960 included abouE I75
units that lacked some or all pLumbing facilities, of which 25 were for
sale and l5O were for rent.

Posjllrl Vacancv $u.{yey. A postal vacancy survey conducEed in the Galnesvllle
fficoveredabout2o,oootota1posslb1eres1dent1alde11v-
erlee, about 67 percent of the current housing inventory. At Ehe time
of the 6urvey, aLout 5OO unlte (2.5 percent) were vacant. Of the total
units vacant about 35O were residences, 2.3 percent of all resldences
covered, and abouE l50 were apartments, lndicating, an aPartment vacancy
ratlo of 3.3 percent. The Burvey resulLs are shown ln detail ln table VII.

The results of the postal vacancy survey arF expressed in quantitative
term6 because lt was not feaslble to collect qualitative. data for this
type of survey. The resulEant vacancy daLa are not entirely conparable
with Ehe data publlshed by the Bureau of thc Census because of dlfferences
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in deftnltlon, area dellneatlonal and eethods of enumeratlon. The Census

report6 unlte and vacanclea by type of etructure. The PosE Offlce DeparL-
ment defines a rlresidencertas a unlt representing one stop for one dellv-
ery of rul1 (one maitbox). These are prtnclpally stngle-famlly hones,
but lnclude eome duplexea, rorr-type houses, and structuree wlth additlonal
unlts created by converglon. An rtapartoentr' ls a unit on e stoP where more

than one dellvery of rnall lu poeeible. Postal surveys omlt vacancles in
ltnlted areas served by poet office boxes and tend to omit units in sub'
dlvlslons under constructlon. Although the poetal vaeancy survey has
obvloue llnltatlone, when used ln conJunctlon wi.th oEher vacancy lndlca-
torg, the eurvey serves a valuable functlon ln the derivatlon of estlEateB
of local narhet condlttons.

Gurrent Estimate. Beeed on the results of the postal vacancy survey, ln-
formation recelved from local realtors and bullders, and personal obeerva-
Elon tn the HMA, 1t is estlmated that there qrere abouE 75O avallable va-
cant housing unlEs for renE or sele ln the Gai.nesvllle aree ag of Novem-
ber 1, 1966. Of Ehls total, 325 were for sale and 425 were for renE'
equal to homeowner and renter vacancy ratios of 1.9 percent and 3.8 per-
cent, respectively. About 25 of the unite avallable for sale and 15O

of thoee avallable for rent lacked one or more plumbing facilities-.
Both the homeowner and renter vacaney raElos decllned conslderably after
April 1960.

Sales Market

The general condltion of the sales market ln the Gainesville HMA is good
and appeared to be rapldly approaching a balanced position in November
1966. Demand for both new and exlsting single-family houses, supporEed
by a growlng and stabte economic base, has been strong through the 195O's.
Some evldence of the strength of the sales market is found in the decline
of the homeowner vacancy raElo from 2.8 percent ln 1960 to I.9 percent.
The lmpact of the growlng scarclty of mortgage funds had been felt in
the Gainesvllle area at the end of. 1966. Slngle-faruily houses author-
ized by building permits for the flrst nine months of L965 were dor+n by
22 percent from the eame period a year earlier and subdivislon activity
was sharply reduced. Informed persons in the Gainesville HMA indicated
that the scarcity of funds and the high interest rates required on
mortgages that can be made resulEed in a defermenE of hone purchase by
some families.

Virtually all subdlvtsion activlty in the Gainesville area has occurred
in the northern portion of the city. The rnost marketable price range
for homes ln subdivislons ls between $12r5OO and $17'5OO. Homes buiit
on a contract basis and those custom builE have been located in the
northwestern portlon of the city where the gently rollingl wooded hills
make more approprlaEe home 6lEes for higher value homes. Construction
of homes on a speculatlve baels has practically ceased at Present.



19

Rental I'larket

The most signiflcant developBent in the rental market in the GAinesville
HMA has beeii the rapid addltion of aparEment units since L962. These

unige, wlth only a i"w "*c.ptibn6, have been directed toward the sLudent
martei and a treavy concentration of the new uniEs is loceted on SouEh-

wesg L5Eh Avenue, lese than one mile from universlt,y facllities. All of
the units have experienced excellent absorpElon; moet were nearly tOO

percent rented when Ehey were ready for occupancy. The goncentration on
bouthweet t6th Avenue ts reported lo be 9O-9!i percent occupi.ed by,students.
The raptd occupancy of Ehese unlte by students wB6 no colnctdence becarrae
the dellgn, locatlonr End amenltlee are aLl dtrected toward the student
narket.

The otated pollcy of the universtty of Floride iF theE not more than 6o

.percent o,f the student body ylll !e houaed fn y1|ve1$ity-g6ngrolled.h"u:'.
1n.q. and lncreaged dormitory'fectltties since 1950 heve fallen far short
of-[tris pioportlon. Regulattone require only freehrnan students to reside
ln unlversity dormitories and many upper-class students prefer the aPart-
ment8 in the prlvate houslng market Eo university housing. The university
houslng office report6 that Btudents state they prefer private living quar'
t,ere because, by doubllng.up (two studente ln a one-bedroon and four stu-
dents In a two-bedroom apartmenE), thetr expenses do not exceed what they
would pay 1n unlversity dormlEortes and they have addit.lonal amenitles
eueh as alr condttlonlng, swtmmlng pooI, and freedom from eome unlversity
regulatlons.

Another slgniftcanE factor ls Ehat, as neh, units have been bullt, the older
gtructures, whlle experlenclng a somewhat greater turn-over, have not 6uf-
fered occupancy dlfflcultiea. Whl1e the student segment 1s emphasLzed
here becauee of the recent, rapld galns ln Ehls sector, nonetudent house-
holds elso account for considerable renter occupancy.

Gross monthly rentale for most of the newly completed units range from
$9O to $1lO monthly for one-bedroom units and $12O to $14O for two-
bedroom units. Because such a high proportion of the units are occupied
by students, it is conmon to find many furnished apartments. Generally,
the rentals are $30-$35 a month higher when furnishings are provided.
Gross monthly rentals ln the older projects are about $7O-$8O monthly
for one-bedroom unlEe and $8O to $9S for two-bedroom uniEs. Efficiencieg
and three-bedroom units are not, found frequently in elther Ehe newly-
construct,ed or the older apartment projectB.
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Urben Renewal and Publlc Houslnl

At present, the Gelnesville HMA has no srcrkable prograo enabttng urban
renewal nor is there a houelng authorlty tot prbllc houelng ln rhe area.
The GalnesvllLe Corimunity Planning Deparuuent has asstlrned the leadershlp
in the preliminary steps to lnltlate proJects under both prograrrs. hlb-
llc housing le more llkely to be developed flret and, although it etllL
la only under discusslon, a proJect of about 3OO-5OO unlts is contem-
plated. rt ia not likel,y that either publlc houeing or urban renewal
program6 wl11 reach executlon during the forecast perlod of thia anal-
yais.
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Demand for Houslng

Ouantltatlve Demand

Demand for addltional housing ln the Gainesville HMA during Ehe two-year
perlod from November 1956 Eo November L968 is based on the anticipated
incr"as. of about 1r350 households a year and on the number of housing
unlts expecEed Eo be lost from the lnvenEory. Conslderation also is
glven to the currenL tenure composlElon and the conclueion that, because

It tt" rapid format,ion of student households, a greater proportion of
the prospectlve increaee ln households wll1 be renters than hae been

true tn the pa6t. Glving regard to Eheee factors, lt is expected thaE

850 stngte-femlIy units and 55O multlfamlly unlts can be absorbed
annuall! over the next thro years, . Thls estlmaEe of demand does not'

lnclude publlc low-rent houelng or rent-eupptemenE accommod6Elong.

The proJected demand for 85O slngle-famlly unlts le about equ{valent
to Eire ievel of productlon durlng the last few years, including both
elngle-famlly units authorlzed by building permlte and the esEimaEed

,,mber of untLs conBtructed ouEelde permlE lssuing places. RecenE

and expected rates of economlc and household growth, the general
long-tlrm stabtllty of the eales,market, EDd the successf,ul marketing
experience of recenE new constfuctton indicate that a construction
votume of the level forecasE 1s warranted.

The projected demand for 550 private new multifamily units at rents
achievable with market-lnterest-rate financing is somewhat below the
annual level of production of multifamily units in the Gainesville
HMA eince 1953. The rate of construction during the Past three years,
however, represents the response of the market to sizable annual enroll-
ment galns at the Universtty of Florida beginning in L963, as well as

some satlsfaction of 'rbacklogrr demand. As enrollment at the university
contlnues to lncrease rapidly, this new source of demand is expected to
6upport a volume of prlvate rental housing construction considerably
above the pre-I953 level. Because this segment of the market has not
been fully tested, however, additional unlts should be supplied only
as demand {s Droven to be firm and its depth more precisely guaged.

Qualltatlve Demand

Sinele-family Houses. The distribution of the annual demand for new
slngle-famil.y houses by price ranges is shown ln the folLowing table.
Recent market experience and the abillty to Pay' as measured by cur-
rent famlly lncome and the income-purchase price ratio typicaL in
the Hlv1A, are the principal fact,ors determlnlng the distribution.
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Estlmated Annual for New SlnsIe-Faf,llv Sales Fious lnp. bv Price Clase
C,alnesvllle. Florlda. HouslnE Marke! Area

November 1, 1966 go Noveuber l. 1968

Sales orlce

Under $12r5OO
$12,500 - t4,999

15,OOO - L7,499
17,5OO - I.9,999

20rm0 - 241999
25r0OO - 29 1999
3O,0OO and ovet

Total

Nr.tsber

125
t25
175
105

Percent

15
15
20
L2

125
1I0
85

850

t5
13
10

100

Multifamily Units. The monthly rentals for various size units at which
550 privately-owned neE additions to the aggregate rental housing in-
ventory mlght best be absorbed by the renEaI market are indicated be1ow.
These neE addltions may be accomplished by either new construction or
rehabilitation at the specified rentals wlth or wiEhout public beneflEs
or asslsEance through subsldy, tax abatement,, or aid in financlng or land
acqulsltion.
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ted I
Gross Monthl Re t

Gainesvi I le Flo 1 Hous i
No r

New I I

58

I
Uni E ze

Size of un 1r
Gross monthly

rentg/ Efftc iencv
One

bedroom

25;
110

50
20

Two
bedrooms

250
L@
85
35

Three
bedrooms

$ 90 and over
loo il tr

lio r rt

L25l'|.
135 il rr

145 H ''
L6O il rr

25
,:

25
15

al Gross rent is ehelter rent pluo the coat of utilitleg.

Note: (1) The above figures are cumulative and cannot be added ver-
tical[y. For example, demand for one-bedroom units at rents
from $Ilo Eo $125 ls 14o unlts (25o minus 11o).

Furnished apartments ere typlcal. in the Gainesville area be-
cause of the demand for this type of unit by college sEudents.
When furnishings are provlded, rentals are approximately $3O-
$40 a month hlgher.

(2)

The preceding distrlbution of average annual-demand for new aPartments
is based on projected Eenant-famlly incomee, the slz.e distrlbutlon of
tenant households, and rent-paylng propenslEles found to be typical ln
the areal consideratlon also 1s given to the recent absorption experience
of new rental housing. Thus, lt represents a paEEern for guidance in Ehe

productlon of rental housing predicated on foreseeable quantitative and
qualttatlve consideratlons. Specific market demand opportunities or re-
placement needs rnay permiE effective marketing of a single project dlffer-
tng frorn this demand distribution. Even Ehough a deviafion may experi-
ence market success, it should noE be regarded as establishing a change
in Ehe projected pattern of demand for continuing guidance unless thorough
analysis of all factors involved clearly confirms the change. In any case,
particular proJects must be evaluated in the light of actual market per-
formance in speclfic rent ranges and nelghborhoods or submarkets.
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Table I

Civillan UorK Eorce Copponents
Gainesville. Florlda Houslns Harket Area

March 1959-Harch 1966

C,OnpOnent

Total mrk foree

1959 1960 1961

27.71O 47.,,2? 2?,rfl

L962

30, qOO

1963

33.1I9

6sQ
2.@.

1 ,55O

30.950
25,65A

5r3OO

1964

34,.!OO

500
L.7L

i ,6oo

32.400
26,95A
5r450

1?65 1eq6

1st9@ 1?, sso

s@
L.4Z

rr600 1,55O

Unemploynent
Percent unenployed

Nonagricul tural emploYment
I'Iage and salary
Other

600 750
2.r7 2.67

700
2.57"

750
2.47, 37

500
I

Agricul turat employment I,5OO I,55O I,55O I,55O

25.55q
20,7OO
4,850

25.800
2Lr25O
4,550

26.850
21,950
4rgo0

?8.300
23,2O4
5r 1oO

33. 750
2&,350
5,40O

35.500
30, IOO

5,4O0

Source: Florida Industrial Comrntsslon.



Table I1

Nsnaoricultural I{Eqe and.SalarJ Emp.Io.vment
t AreaGa nesvi 1 le E d t.

Harch 1959-l.larch 19F-5

Industrv 1959 t960

Nonagricultural wage and salary emplo;rment 20.7OO 2!.25q

Hanufacturing 2r55A 2165A

1951

21 r95O

21600

L962

23-2oo

2r 8OO

Leq3 1e53 re6s 1966

25.5s0 26 -95O 28.3OO 30. rop

2rgoo 2,9o0 2r7oa 3,2O0

Nonnanuf ac tur lng
Construction
Transportation and utillties
Wholesale and retall trade
Ftnance, ins., and real est.
Service
Caverr.nent
Other nonuanuf acturlng

Source: Florlda Industrial Coumission.

18. 150
1r200

500
3 ,600

500
lr55O

10r 450
25A

18,.600
1rO5o

600
3,650

650
1r55O

lor 900
200

le.3s9
1r250

600
3 ,900

700
1,500

1I , :50
250

29.4qo
[, 25O

600
3,950

800
1r8OO

iLr750
250

22.750
1,550

700
4,3OO

950
l,9oo

13,050
300

24.O50
lr7OO

700
4,550

950
2r0oo

13,800
254

25.6,00
2, O5O

750
5r2Oo

950
2rtoo

L I'r 300
250

2,6.90_O
2,150

800
5,4oo

950
2r25O

L5,.LOl
250

t a I



Table III

a

Pe
Bv Annual

tribut o A l les Re Hous d
Income Af ter Deductln! Federal Income Tax

lnee I s.1

t

1966-rcfamlliee householdsAnnual lncome

-

Under $ 2,OOO
$ 2'OOO - 21999

3'OOO - 3,ggg
4rooo - 4,ggg

1968

t1
10
11
10

r.6
11
13

9

Ari
fasri I les

Renterg/
households

L4
11
L2
10

1I
9
9

1i

5
7
4
5

100

$6,25O $5,4OO

5'OOO -
5rooo -
TrOOO -
S,OOO -

51999
6 rggg
7,999
8,ggg

o
9
8
6

5
5
4
4

19
8
7
7

5
9
4
8

9
9
8
6

B

8
7
7

9'OOO - g,gg9
lo,ooo - t2r4gg
l2r5OO - L4,gg9
lsrCOO and ovei:

TotaI

Median

6
10

5
9

100100

$5,9oo

100

$5, lOO

gl Excludes 6ns-person renter households.

Source: Est,imat.ed by Housing Market Analyst.

a



Table IV

Units futhoqtzed bv BulLdinc .Permltq
Oalncsvil [c. f Iorlqg, . ttgtlptng Hartet Area

1960-1966

Ycar

1960
196 1
L962
1963
1964
1965

Nlne moe.

Gatne vtlle

166
2L7
561
945
s66bl

Ir281

Alachua Co.
unlnc. ( oart )

630
539
197
2L5
324
296

2L7
2L6

Other permlt
leeulng placesE/

45
27

8
33
49
4s

NA
NA

HMA

total

841
783
766

1r193
1 r339
L1622

1955
1965

1r158
828

gt Includee Alachua, Hawthorn, Hlgh Sprlnge, Micanopy, and

Newberry Totms.
hl Includee 208 unlte of apartnents for narrled students constructed

by the UnlvereltY of Florlda.

sourcee: Bureau of the ceneue, c-40 Conet-ructlon Reports.
BulldlnglnepectoreofGalneBvllreandAlachuaCounty.

L,375
1,044

a



Table V

Trend of Tenure Cheryil2

GatncsvllE Floitqa. Housllg-t'tarket Area

c
I

Tenure

Totel occuPled
Owner-occuPlcd

Percent of totat
Renter- occuPted

Sourccs:

Aprl1 1'
1950

14.811
7 1827

52.87.
6 r984

Aprtl 1,
1960

j 9 .888
L2,3L2

6L.97
7,576

Nov. It
1966

27.904
17, loo

6L.37.
lo,800

1950 and 1960 Censuses of lieuetng'
1955 esttmated by Houeing l{arket Analyst'

)



Table VI

Aprll 1, APrll 1, Nov. lt
1950 1960 1956

Total houelng units 15.9fU 2L'913 29'800

TotaL vacent 1'177 2'045 1'900

Avatlabl: vacant gu 1.007 ru_

For sale 96 357 325

Homeowner vacancy ratlo L.27 2'8A 1'92

For rcnt 327 550 425

Rtnter vacancY ratlo 4,57 7i97 3'87

Seaeonal vaoant 146 301 350

orhcr vacantg/ 606 737 8oo

gt Includes dllapldated unlte, unlts rented or aold awalttng
occupancy, ei untts hetd off the narkot for absentee owners

or for other re83on8.

Sourcee: 1950 and 1950 Cengua of Houslng'
[,965 eattnated by Houetng ]tarket Analyat'

a

a



aaDa.l

_1ll i LEd ii.r
Ucdcr

Table VII

Galta.yltl!. Tlorlda. ArGa pott.l y.cracv Survev

Grob.r 25. 1966

flcrkbaccr

Tod po*iLlc f*Tt oit" t-,od..
oclircria Al! E U*d I.r .oosr.

l*eot reirs
dcri'rcricr All ! t rrd \c.

Ur&r posrlblc

Ted ci&arcr ad oaeorr

Pea! rca
Tcd porciLlc

dclit;*

20.008

t8,lol

L,N7

r-o- 7

G!ltr.rvllle

X.tn Offtc.

Ualverrltt Strtioo

1.9

447

t2

u
2.1

0.6

15- r70

L4,*'

927

393 lO5 218

3* 103 215

931

359 2-3 296 63

y7 2.t 287 60

t2 l,t 9 l

a
50

4-23A

3,258

9EO

54
362

262

3.7

6.4

o.o

lto 3.3 91

140 4- I 97

- 0.0

23

2)

43

43

158

165

3

domiroriesl oor rhcr il covct boudc+up rcsidcoccs o. apdmnts tLet re oa iaca<lcd fc occopency.

ooo pooriblc dclivcry.

Socc: FHA portel v.r.ncy o.v./ coaductcd by collabaaio6 posrmacter(e)-



Federal Housing Administration
Library
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