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Forqrord

As e publlo aerrloe to aaslst local houslrrg actlvttrcs through
cleerer urrderstandlng of rocal houclng narkct condltlons, FIIA
lnltlated publlcatlon of lts corprehenslve houslng narket ana\rees
car\r ln 1965. Whlle eaeh report ts deslgned sprllflonlly for-
FH.a usc ln adnlrdaterlng tts nortgage lnsuranco oporatlons, lt1l axpected that the factual lnformatlon ard the iharngs ard
concluslons of these reports r*1rl- be generally useftrl arso to
bulldcrs, nortgagces, ard others concerncd nlth local houslng
problerns ard to othera havlng an lnterest in loeal econoulc con-
dttlons ard trends.

Slnce narket anclysla ls not an exact sclence, the Judgmentalfactor la lnportant ln the devolopncnt of flndlngs ard-conclustons.
there w1ll be dlffarences of oplnlon, of course, in the inter-
pretatlon of avalLable factual lnfornatlon ln deterrrrtnlng the
absorptlve capaclty of the narket ard the requlreraentc for naln-
tenance of a reasonable balance ln denard-supply relatlonshlps.

the factuel franework for each anarysls ls developed as thoroughly
as posslble on the bestc of lnformatlon avalleble from both loca1
end neti.onal sourcos. unless speclfically ldenttfl€d by source
r:aforenccr all estlnetes arad Judgments In che analysls are thoee
of thc authorlng analyst arul thc FIIA Harket Analysls arxl Researeh
Seotion.
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ANALYSIS OF THE
PITTSBURGH. PENNSYL VANIA. HOUSING MARKET

AS OF JULY l. L967

(A supplemenL ro Ehe July I, 1965 analysis)

S and Concl us 10ns

Employment growEh in the pittsburgh, pennsylvania, Housing Market
Area (HMA) has been very rapid. Total nonagrlculturar 

"*ploy*"r,tin the HMA averaged 900,300 in 1966, reflectlng an average increaseof 23,700 annually over the 1964 total. A ror,al of l3,0oo Sobs was
added in manufacturing employment, prlmarlly as a result of gains in
the primary metals indusrry (up 4,500 jobs) and the fabricated meralslndustry (,rP 4,300 jobs) . Employment, lncreases in the nonmanufacEuring
sector from 1964 to 1966 were led by wholeeale and retail trade, which
added 11,500 jobs; service industries, up ll,4oo jobs; and government,
up 9,100 workers. During the Ewo-year forecast period, total nonagri-cultural employment is expected to increase by aLout t6,ooo jobs annu-ally. Thls is subsranEially below rhe Lg64-1966 increase; much ofthar galn, however, is viewed as a recovery from a recession that
began tn 1958 and contlnued locally for several years.

The JuIy 1967 medlan annual income of all famllles ln the ptttsburgh
HMA, after deducElng federal income tax, is esEimated at $z,0oo. ByJury 1969, thls medlan is expecred Eo rerach $7,300. over Ehe two-year period, the medlan annual after-Eax lncome of renter householdsof two-or-more persons is expected to increaee from Ehe currenE $srlsoEo $5,600.

As of July 1, 1967, the population of the plttsburgh HMA
totaled about 2r5O9r600, reflectlng average annual gains of
21'100 persons since July l, L965. Based on continued stronggalns in employment, the total populatlon of the HM.A, is expectedto lncrea.9 by 17'7oo persons annuarly during the forecast period,to a JuIy 1, 1969 level of ZTS4STOOO.

There were about 750,800 households in the pittsburgh HMA as ofJuly 1, L967, representing an average annual galn of g,700 sinceJuly 1, 1965, the date of the last analysis. Based on the anticl-pated lncrease ln population, there are expected to be 765,0o0
households ln the HMA by July l, 1969, 

"r, arr.r"ge prospective
addttlon of 71100 households annually during the next two years.
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As of JuIy I, 1967, there urere an esttmated 784'000 houslng
unlts ln the HMA, lndlcatlng a net gatn of 7r7AO unlts annually
slnce July 1, 1965. Ihe lncrease resulted from the addttlon of
19,600 new unlte and the demolltlon of about 4r2OO houslng unlts.

It ls Judged that Ehere were about 17,000 untLs avatlable for sale
or renE ln the HI,IA ln July 1967, representlng about 2.2 percent of
t,tre avallable lnventory. Of thls total, 5,050 were avatlable for
eale onLy, represenLlng a homeowner vacancy rat,e of 1.0 percent;
the remalnlng 11,950 were for rent, lndlcatlng a rental vacancy
rate of 4.4 percenE.

The volume of new constructlon that wlll meet the needs of the
growlng populatlon of the Plttsburgh til'lA te proJected f or the
next two year6 at 8,700 unjts annually (excludtng low-rent public
houelng or rent-Bupplenrent accommodatlons). Of the annuaL total,
5r750 unlEs represent demand for slngle-famlly houses and 2r950
repreeent demand for mu1tlfalnlly units financed at market rates
of lnterest. An addltlonal 1'000 unlte of mult{fam1ly housing
probably can be absorbed annualty durlng the forecasE Pertod ln
the clty of Plttsburgh, I00 in suburban Allegheny County, and
only a modest number ln lhe rematnder of the HMA, at the lower
rents achlevable wlth sorne form of publlc beneflts or asslstance.
The table on page 12 surnmarizes the annual demand by type of
structure by submarket. The qualltative demand for new single-
famlly and multifamlly unlts is presented at the end of each
summary report for the individual submarket areas.

7



ANALYSIS OF THE
PITTSB URGiI. PENNSYLVANIA. HOUSING MARKET

AS OF JULY 1 L967

(A supplement to the July 1, 1965 analysis)

Housing Market Area

The Pirtsburgh, Pennsylvania, Housing llarket Area (mlA) is defined as
coextensiver with the Pirtsburgh Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area
(SMSA), which consists of Allegherry, Beaver, wishington, and westmore-
land cou*ries. r. I960, Ehe Hl4A had a population of about 2,400.000.r/
The city of Pittsburgh, with a current population of about 5g2,000, i;located in Allegheny cou.ty and is the urban trade and employment cen-ter of the area.

Located at the point where the Al tegheny and Ivlonongahela Rivers con-
vergc to form the Ohio River, tlie city of Pittsburgh is about 275 mileswcst of Pnilad.lphia and 475 nrilc,s east of chicago by turnpike, the
nta-! o1 highway irrtory in tl-re SMSA. Interstate 70, when compleL.ed (about19i0) wilt llr-rlt PitLsburg,lr with B,alIimore an<l Washington on the east and
Colurribus, Ohio, and other c:itiers on the west. The pittsburgh area is oneof thc na{- iotrts ma jor rail cente rs and is ser^ved by more than 20 railroads.
The 1960 cetrsus of Population reported that abou t LJ ,40o area residentscommuted dairy to w.rk.utside the HIulA and about 32,g00 residents ofother areas commrtted daily to work insicle the HMA, so that there vr'as netdaily in-commutation of 15r400 workers.

L/ Lnasnruclt as the rurnl farm population of
consti Lrrtecl clnly 0.8 1r<.:rcenL of the total
al 1 dentrgraphic and hor_rsi ng clata used in
to lhe tottrl of farm and nonIarnr c]atn.

rhe Pirrsburgh HMA
population in 1950,

this analysis refer
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Emplovmen t

Current Est imate

3

Economy of the Area

and Recent Trend. Total non agricultural emploYmen t
aged 9O0r300 in L966, reflecting a gain of
; the increase between 1964 and 1965 was

agricultural employment total includes
rkers and 79,400 self-employed persons,

in the Pittsburgh HMA aver
21,100 over the 1965 level
26,300 jobs. The 1966 non
820,900 wage and salarY wo

domestics, and unpald famlly workers.

Work Force Components
Pi t tsburgh, PennsyI van1a. HMA. 1964-L966

(Annual averages in thousands)

Total civilian work force

L964 1955

911. O 920 .7

1966

936. O

Unemployed
Percent

Agricultural emPloyment

Nonagricu 1 tural emPloYment
Wage and salarY
Other ernPloYmenta/

8.2 8.2 8.1

900.3

49.9
5 .57"

33.3
3.67.

879.2
795.4

83 .8

27 .6
2.q"

852.9
768.5
84.4

820.9
19.4

Includes self -emPloYed Persons,
fami ly workers.

domestics, and unPaid

source: conrmonwealth of Pennsylvania Bureau of Employment
Securi EY.

Ngnagrisrrtt,rral wa increased by 26 r9OO between
1964 and 1965 and by 25,5CO between 1965 and 1966" In L966, manfactur-
lng enrployment averaged 291r1OO, or 35.5 percent of wage and salary em-

ployment. Increases in manufacturing employment totaled 7'8OO in the
:1964-1965 period and 5,2OO in the 1965-1966 period. Virtually all of
the gain in the two-year period was in employment in durable goods, with
the largest increases occurring in fabricated metals (up 4r30O) and

pr:inrary rnetal s ( up 4, 5OO) . A1 I of the gains in the primary metal s

industry occurr:ecl beEween 11164 and L965; a slight decline occurred
fronr 1965 to 1-966. Smaller changes were reported in the other indus-
tries (see table I).

a/
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Npnmanufacturlng employment tncreased from lr9or400 tn 1964 to 529r800
ln 1966, a total gatn of 39,400 Jobsi 19r100 were added between 1964
and 1965 and 201300 between 1965 and 1966. Trade, S,overnmentr and
gervlces And mlocellaneoue made up almost three'fourths of nonmanu'
facturlng employment tn 1966, and these three Bectors accounted for
8I percent of the 1964.1966 lncreaee. Government employment lncreased
by 9r100, servlces and mlscellaneoue added 11r400r and trade galned
11r5OO workere tn the Past two years. SmaIIer galns ware recorded ln
all other lndustrleE, excePt mlntng, ln whlch employment decllned
eI lghtly.

Unemo lovment

The unemployment rate ln the tlMA has decllned sharply elnce L964, In
that yearr 491900 peraons, or 5.5 percent of the work forcer were un-
employed. In L966t the number of unemployed Persons totaled only
271600, and the unemployment rate wa8 only 2.9 percent. Thls ts the
lowest unemployment r6te elnce at leaet 1950.

Future Emolovment Proeoects

Durlng the two-year foreca6t pertod, from July 1, L967 to July 1r.1959'
total nonagrlcultural employment ts expected to lncrease by about 10r000

Jobs annually. Thls ls only about two-flfths the average galn that was

iecorded tn the Lg64-1966 perlod. Much of the 1964-1966 tncrease, how'
ever, ls vlewed as a recovery from the recesslon affectlng local ln'
dustrles between 1958 and 1963. Thls ts pointed up by the fact that,
although employment galns averaged 23r7OO over the past three years,
the annual gains decllned from 2613OO from L964 to 1965 to 21r1OO from
1965 ro t966.

IE ls antlclpated that about 4rOOO manufacturing jobs will be added

annually, abtut T'OOO jobs will be added in nonmanufacturing, andrrotherrl
employment will decllne by about I'OOO persons, as domestlcs and unpaid
family workers are atLracted to higher paying jobs ln the wage and salary
sector. Of the 4rOOO-job increase projected for manufacturlng industries,
most galns wllI occur ln the durable goods lndustries. Of the nonmanu-

factuiing lndustrfesr"most of"the empLoyment increase wlll be recorded
{n government,, trade, and services.

The proJecEed employment lncrease for t,he HI4A is predicated on continued
national pro"p".ity. Because of the highly lndustrial nature of the
Pittsburgh economy, a natlonal rec-ession would cause a similiar recession
in Ehe HI"IA. However, a sharp increase in t.he rat.e of national economic

expanslon mlght have no effect on Ehe HMA; because of the current tight
labor market and the historical trend of out-migraEion from the HMA, the
potentlal for locaI exPansion might not be realized'
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Incomes

The median annual lncome, after deducting federal income tax, was about
$7,000 for all familles ln the Pittsburgh IIMA as of July r, L967. The
medlan afEer-Eax lneome of rent.er households of Ewo-or-more persons was
about $5,350 annually. About t7 percent of all famllies and 35 percenE
of the renter houeeholds recelve afEer-Eax annual incorneg of Lees than
$4,000. At the upper end of the lncome discrlbutton, about 23 percent
of all famlllee and 11 percent of Ehe renter househotds of two-or-more
persons recelve after-t,ax annuel incomee of $10,000 or more. Bv Julv l.
1969, medlan after-tax tncomes are expect,ed to lncrease to $7,360 foi t[l
famlllee and $5,600 for renEer households.

The following table shows current and projected median annual incomes in
the component parts of the HI"IA. Detalled distrlbutions of families and
renEer households by annual afEer-tax lncomes by submarket are presented
ln Eables II and III.

Estlmated Medlan Faml v Lncome bv Submarket
After uctlne Federal I Tax

PiEtebursh. Pennsvl la. HMA. L967 and 1969

Area

HMA total

Clty of Plttsburgh
Suburban Allegheny County
Beaver County
Washlngton County
Westmoreland County

July
I967 Incomes

$7, ooo

6,625
7r550
6,775
6 ,350
6,575

July
195S rncomes

$z , soo

900
875
075
625
850

6
7
7
6
6

Source: Estlmated by Housing Market Analyst.
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Demographlc FacEors

Populat lon

CurrenE Estirnate and Recent Trend. Population growth in the Pittsburgh
to a rapidly growing economy. AsHl,lA has been very rapld in reeponse

of July 1, L967, the population of the HIIA totaled 2,509,600 persons.
Thls reflects an average tncrease of 2L,100 pereone since July 1, 1965
(gee table IV). The almost static economlc condit,lons that existed
Ehrough 1964 affected populatlon growEh correspondingly, wlth population
growth ln the 1960-1965 perlod substantlally below the gatn of the past
tvTo years.

EeEimated Futurg Populat:lon_Growt,h. By July 1, L969, the populatlon of
the PiEtsburgh HUA ls expected to total 21545,000 persons, representing
an average increase of L7,700 annualLy. The projected level Is somewhaE
below the growEh of the two prior years and suggests that whlLe economic
growth during the nexE tl^ro years ls expected to be only slightly more
than one-half of the 1964-1966 lncrease, the impact of Che emplolrment
galn w111 be stronger. Increases in employment wtll not subsEantially
reduce the current Level of unemployment but out-migraEion will continue
to be lower than levels experienced prlor to 1963.

Households

Current Estimate. There were about 750,8^00 households (occupied housing
units) ln the Pittsburgh HMA as of JuIy I, L967 , Lndicating an average
annual galn of 8,700 since July 1, 1965 (see table V) . Household growth
trends have paralleled population gains, with growth in the two previous
years substantlally above Ehe 1960-1965 average.

Household Size Trends. As of July 1, L967, the average size of all house-
holds ln t.he HI'IA is estimated at 3.28 persons, a continuat ion of t.he
declining trend ln household slze evldent since at least 1950.

Future Household Growth. Based on the antlcipated increases in
populatlon in response to new job opportunities, and on Ehe assumption
that the average slze of all households will continue to decline slowly'
1t 1s estlmated that the number of households in the Pittsburgh HMA will
increase by about 7r100 annually, to a July 1, 1969 total of 765'000.
The projected lncrease is somewhat below the gains of the Past tr^ro years
(8,700 annually), but is substantially above the 1960-1965 experience.



7

Housine M et Factors

Houstng SuppIv

Current Es timate and Past Trend As of JuIy 1, 1967, there were

approximately 784,000 housing units in
galn of 151400, ot 7 1700 units annuall
table VI). The JulY I, 1965 analYsis

the Pittsburgh H!14, a net
y since JuIy 1, 1965 (see
reported a housing supply

of 7681600 units, indicating an average annual net addition of
5,300 over the 1960 total.

Residential Buildine Activitv

Recent Trend. Resldential building acEivity ln 1965 'and t966 was sub-
stantially above that for the 1960-1964 perlod, when an average of
7,100 prlvaEely-flnanced unlEs were authorized annua1ly. In 1965, the
number of prlvately-flnanced unlts authorlzed by building permits was
almosE 9,390; |n 1966, abouE 7,820 unit.s were authorized. Based on
incomplete first quarEer data, the rate of constructlon in 1967 thus
far exceeds the 1966 level.

Housins Units Authori bv Buildine Permits
Pittsbursh. Pennsylvania, HMA

1965 and 1965

Uni ts 19 !5

9.622

9_.390

L966

TotaL: I .025

Private 1y-financed
Sing 1e -f ami ly
llu I tif ami ly

5,933
3,457

7.820
5, 017
2, 803

Publtc 232 205

Sources: Bureau of the Census, C-40 and C'42 reports;, local
butlding inspectors; and estimates by Housing Market
Analyst,

The trend of stngl.e-family construction, as measured by building
permits, has been fairly stable since 1961, although high and low
years for the period were established in 1965 and 1966. The total
of 5r933 single-family units authorized in 1965 was the highest
number recorded since 1960, and the 51017 units in 1966 represented
the lowest number authorized in the post-1960 period.
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The volume of multtfamtly constructton, on the other hand, lncreased
annually from 760 prtvately-flnanced unlEs tn 1950 to 3,457 tn 1965,

then decllned to 2,803 tn 1966. Prlvarely-flnanced multlfamtly untts
accounted for onLy 10 percent of the 1960 permit volume, but for 37

percent of the 1.965 total and 36 percent of Ehe 1966 total. About one-
half of the unlte authorlzed by bullding permlts ln 1967 have been
untte ln multlfamlly sErucEures.

Delnolltlgne. Slnce July 1, 1965, an average of about 2,100 resldentlal
houatng unlts have been removed from the lnventory annually Ehrough
demolltlon, flre, fIood, or other cauees. Durlng the 1960-1965 perlod
losses to the lnvenEory of the HI'IA averaged 11550 unlts annually. The
upward trend of demolltlon ls expected to contlnue durlng the forecaet
perlod, averaglng 2r300 houslng unlts annually.

Tenure of Occupancv

As of the date of this analysis, about 65.4 percent of all occupled

housing unlts ln the PltEsburgh HMA lrere olirner-occupied and 34.6 percent

were renter-occupied. there has been a slight shift from owner-occuPancy
to renter-o""up.rr"y in the last two years because of recent hlgh levels
of multifamily conltruction. This trend is expected to continue durlng
the two-year forecast Period.

Vacancv

Postat, Yacancv Survev. A postal vacancy survey was conducted by 55 post
ffirtng i{arch and Aprll of L967 (see table vrr). The

survey wag conducted on a sample of letter carrler routes selected from

poet Ltffce listings and covered approxlmately 82 percent of the total
posslble dellverles to restdences and apartments by the post offices
conductlng the survey (81 percent of all residences and 9O percent of
all apartments).

On the basls of fulI coverage of the total posslble delivertes (about

four-flfths of the total HMA lnventory), it is estimated that 2-2 per'
cent of all resldences and apartments were vacant. Anong the egtimated

546rlOO total possible detlveries to residences, 1.5 percent were vaeant'
About 5.7 percent of the estlmated 96,000 total' possible deliverles to
aPertments were vacant.

A postal vacancy survey conducted in the Pittsburgh area in June 1965

revealed vacancy levels somewhat higher than those in Ehe current
survey. At that ttme, the area had an over-411 vacancy rate of 2'7
percent, compared wlth the 2.2 percent vacancy rate as reported ln the

current survey. The vacancy rate ln resldences I^Ias 1.8 percent and tn
apartmente 6. L Percent.
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It is important to note that the postal vacancy survey data are not
entirely comparable with data published by the Bureau of the Census
because of differences in definltion, area delineatlons, and methods
of enumeration. Ttre census reports units and vacancies by tenure'
whereas the postal survey reports units and vacancies by type of
structure. The Post Offlce Department defines a rrresidencerr as a
unit representing one stop for one delivery of mail (one mailbox).
These are princlpally single-family homes, but include some roh,
houses, duplexes, and structures with additlonaL units created by
converslon. An I'apartmentrrls a unlt on a stop where more than one
dellvery of mal1 ls possible. Postal surveys omit vacancies ln
limtted areas served by post offlce boxes and tend to omit units
and subdivlsions under constructlon. Although the postal vacancy
survey hae obvlous 1lmlEatlons, when used in conjunctlon wlth other
vacancy indlcators, the survey Eerves a valuable function ln the
derlvatlon of estimates of local market conditlons.

Other Vac Indicators . A survey of 69 recently-completed rental
projects was made by the Plttsburgh FHA Insuring Offtce in May 19 67.
The survey covered about 6,500 apartments, of which 6.5 percent were
vacant. Only nlne of the proJects (contalnlng 11450 units) had
vacancy rates tn excess of 10 percent, whiLe 44 of the Projectsl coo-
talnlng 31375 unlts, were completely occupled. Most of the proJects
wlth slgniflcant vacancies were less than a year old.

CurrenE Est,lmate. Based on the postal vacancy survey, on oEher va-
1 observatlon, lE is judged that there were
g units available for sale or rent as of
5,050 units were available for sale only,

f 1.0 percent, and the remalning 11,950
cancy raLe of 4.4 percent. Approximately
vacanctes and about 22 percent of the rental
plumblng facll.ities.

The July 1967 vacancy Levets \^rere somewhaE below the 1965 levels' The

homeowner vacancy r"t" r"" 1.2 percent ln July 1965, comPared to the

July 1967 level "f f.0 percent. The rental vacancy rate declined from

5.2 percent in 1965 to 4.4 percent. Both the homeowner and rental
vacancy rates are at reasonable levels for the HI'IA as a whole.

cancy data, and on Persona
abouE 17,000 vacant housin
July 1967. 0f thts total-,
a .homeowner vacancy rate o

were for rent,, a rental va
four percenE of Ehe sales
vacancles lack eome or all
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Salee Market

GeneraL Market Condltlons. Itre market for sales housln g ln the
Pltteburgh HMA has strengthened ln the last two yeara; the home-
owner vacancy rate has decllned from the 1965 level of 1.2 percant
to the current level of 1.0 percent' a level whlch represents a
reaeonable demand-supply balanee ln the market. New unlter ae
meaeured by elngle-famlly authorlzattone, have averaged 5r475
annually, and market receptlon of the unltB has been good. The

median prtce of new eales houslng, whlch hae been steadlly tn-
creaelng ln the last few years, ls now about $221000. Moet new
homes have three-bedroomsr although four-bedroom houses are growlng
ln popularlty, as are two-story homes.

Unsold Inventory Survey. In January L967, the Plttsburgh FHA

Insurlng Offlce conducted the annual unso[d lnventory of new salee
houses in subdlvlslone with flve or more compLetlone tn 1966. The
survey covered 133 subdivlsions wlth 2,011 completed houses, repf,€'
senting about 40 percent of slngle-famlly constructlon authorlzed
ln 1966. Of the total surveyed, Lr495 of the unlte (74 percent)
were pre-sold and 516 (25 percent) were bullt on a speculatlve basle.
At the tlme of the survey, 138 (27 percent) of the Bpeculatlvely-butlt
homes were unsold. the unsold ratlos d{splayed ltttLe variation among

dlfferent prlce ranges.

Of the total comptetlone, about 13 percent were prlced to sell for
lees than $17,500, about 23 percent were tn the $17,500 to $20'000
class, 25 percent were ln the $201000 to $251000 range, and 19 per-
cent were ln the $251000 to $30,000 price class. Itre remalnlng 20

percent were prtced to sell for $30,000 or more. Results of the
survey are presented in greater detall in table VIII.

Rental Market

The rental market in the Pittsburgh HMA has tightened somewhat ln the
past two years; the rental vacancy rate has declined from 5.2 percent
in July 1965 to 4.4 percent ln July 1967,despite record levels of
multlfamlly construction. At the present time, rental vacancies are
concentrated ln o1d, less-competitlve units in the central city and
in old single-family houses which have transferred to the rental
inventory. Most of the new apartment projects in the area have very
1ow vacancy levels, and local- sources report that a high percentage of
the units ln projects built in the past three years have been rented
before the comptetlon of construction.
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Although most units are being absorbed ln a reasonable time, r^ralk-up
units and units ln tow-rise elevator proJects (less than six stories)
are doing markedly beEter Ehan the medium and hlgh-rise unit,s wlth
high rent levels. Accordlng Eo the latest market absorptlon survey
(May 1967) conducred by the Pittsburgh F}IA Insuring Office, walk-up
units and low-riee elevaLor units are about,99 percent occupied at'
the present ttme, compared wlth 85 percenE ln the high-rise projects.

Urban Renewal

There are 62 urban renewal projects in the Pittsburgh HMA; 51 are

federally-aided and 11 are privately-financed. of the total. l0
are in various stetes of planning, 35 are in execution, 13 have

been completed, and four are completed planning or study projects.
Characterlstics of the various projects are presented in the sub-

sequenE sections of thls analysis which relate to submarket areas'
Table IX lists the projects by name and location'

Publlc Housing

In the Pittsburgh HMA, there are 15r136 public housing units at
the present time. An addltionat I,665 units are in various stages
of planning or construction. Of the completed units, most are in
Pitisburgh aud the rest of Allegheny County' Occupancy in the
projects is generally quite gclod and urany of the projects have

waiting lists.
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Demand for Housins

Based on the expected increase in households over the next two years
and on the anticlpated levels of demolitlon, demand for new houslng
is expected to total 8,700 units annually over the two-year forecast
period, including 5r750 single-family houses and 2,gSO unlts in
multlfamily structures flnanced at market rates of interest. These
demand estimates do not include public low-rent housing or rent-
euppl.emen t accommodatlons .

The proJected annual demand for new housing over the next tlro yearsls ellghtly above the average ol g,600 priiarely-finaneed houeingunits auEhorized over the lisr two yeari, althorlgr,-it," ,"ti'"ip'it"ahousehold growr,h is subsEantially uilow tn" rgos-1967 experlence.
Many of the households formed ln the past two years, however, havebeen houeed in the ampr.e supply of vatant unlts avallable over Ehepertod. vacancy ratee have decllned. rn addltlon, demoLitlons areexpected to lncrease over t,he two-year forecast per10d. The projected
1:":1: of singte-familv demand (s,7so unirs) ana-murtrfamily iemand(2,950 unlts) are both sllghtIy above the 1965-1967 construction averege,but both are below the 1965 rotal.

The followlng table summarizes the projected annual demand for new
houslng by type of structure and by submarket area. The qualltative
demand f,or new single-family and multifamily units is presented at
the end of each summ&ry report for the indlvidual submarket areas.

Projected Annual Demand for New Houslng
Pittsburqh, Pennsylvania. HMA
Julv 1. 1957 to Julv 1. 1969

Number of units
SingIe- Mu1 ti -
familv fami Iv TotalArea

llMA total

Clty of Pittsburgh
Suburban l'1legheny County
Beaver County
Washington County
Westmoreland County

5 r 750 2,950 8,700

100
3,900

500
375
875

900
l, goo

75
50

t25

I ,000
5,700

57s
425

I ,000

In addltion to the demand for multifamily units stated above, about
1,000 addltional units probably can be absorbed annually in the ctty
of Pittsburgh, 100 ln suburban Allegheny County, and only a modest
number in the remainder of the HMA, at the lower rents possible with
some form of public benefits or assistance.
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the marketablllty of the untte now under constructlon or planned should
be watched very carefully, however. If normal occupancy ls not attal,ed
over a reasonatrle pertod of tlme, dorypry61.d adJustments must be macle tn
tltrr prolretr.rrl lavcl f or: thJ n addlttonat demand. The market for below-
ntarkat-Lnferanl.-rote L lnnnced lroualng should bo re-exurn{necl ln ruld-tq6g
1n order tn dr:termlne demand durlng the second year of the forecast
perlod.
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Housins et Summarv
Ptttsbureh Citv Submarket

Plttsburqh. Pennsylvania. HMA

Demoqraphlc Factors

Populatlon

As of the date of this analysls, the populatlon of the clty of
Plttsburgh totaled about 582r2OO perEons (see table IV). Thls
total represents an average annuaL decline of 2r900 persons stnce
JuIy 1965. The clty reached a populatlon peak ln the 1940's; the
populatlon has been decllnlng for about 20 years, although the
rate of decllne has slowed since 1960. Durlng the two-year fore-
cast period, annual population losses of 21500 are forecast; a
577,2OO population is projected for July 1, 1969.

Hous eho 1ds

As of July 1 , L967, there were about 1891000 households ln the clty
of Plttsburgh, an average galn of 400 annually slnce July 1, 1965.
It should be noted that whlle the population has decllned since 1955'
the number of households has been increasing as a result of a declin-
lng household slze. Durlng the JuIy 1, 1967-July I' 1969 forecast
perlod, lt ts expected that the number of househclds wlll lncrease
to 189,400, a gain of 200 annually over the present level (see table
v).

Househotd Slzes. The average sLze of households in the clt y of Pltts-
burgh has been declining since 1950 and,as of July 1, L967, was about
2.98 persons, compared wlth 3.02 persons in July 1965. The downward
trend ls expecEed to continue durlng the Ewo-year forecast period wlth
the average size of households projected to 2,96 persons by July 1969.

Incomes

The est,imated currenE median annual j.ncome of all families in Ehe clty
of Pittsburgh, after deducting federal income tax, was $6,525 and the
current median annual after-tax income of renter households of Ewo-or-
more persons was $4,950 as of July 1, L967. By L969, these medians are
expecEed to increase to $6"900 and $5,175, respectively.

Abou! 22 percent of a1l famllies and 39 percent of the renter households
had after-Eax incomes of Iess than $4,000 annually in July 1967. At the
Lrpper end of Ehe income dlstributlon, about 20 percent of all families
and only nlne percenE of Ehe renter households had after-t,ax lncomee ln
excess of $10,000 annualty" Derailed distributlons of all famlLies and
rencer households by income are shown in Eables II and III, respecEively.
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Houslne MarkeE Factors

Houelng Supply

As of July 1, L967 r there were about L97 1000 housing unlEs ln the clty
of Ptttsburgh, a net galn of 50 unlts annually since July 1, 1965. The

net lncrease has reeulted from the additlon of 2,750 unlLs and Ehe re-
movaL from the lnvenEory of 2,650 units by demolltlon.

Residential Bullding ActlvlEY

The annual average volume of privately-financed residenEial construct.j-on
in Ehe city of Plttsburgh during the last two years has been substantially
above Ehe 1960-1964 average; the yearly total volume since L964, however,
has been below the 1960-1964 average because of the large nqmber of public
houstng unit,s built durlng thaE period. In 1965, L,246 privately-financed
unlts were aut.horlzed, and in 1966 the level was 1,078 units. Based on
data for the flrsf three monEhs of. L967, the rate of construction may sur-
pass the 1966 total.

Horrsins Uni ts Authorized bv BuiId inp Permits
Cltv of Pittsbursh. Penn sv lvania

1965 and 1966

19 65.

L.246 1 .078

Unlts

Total

Prlvate 1y -f inanced
Sing 1e -f ami ly
Multifami ly

1.246
r86

1 ,060

t966

1 ,078
182
896

Public 0 0

sources: Bureau of the census, c-40 and c-42 reports; Local
Building InsPectors.

Multlfamily constructlon dominates residential building activity in
the clty of Pittsburgh. Of the total number of units authorized in
1965 and 1966, about 84 percent were in structures with two or more

unlts. About 1,060 multifamily units were auLhorized for construc-
tton ln 1965, followed by 896 multifamily units in L966. Single-
family activlty totaled less than 200 annually during the sarne period'

DeuroLltions. As a result of urban renewal programs, highway construc-
ti".; .*t" enforcement, and other causes, approximately 21650 residen-
tial houslng units have been removed from the inventory of the city of
Pittsburgh since July 1, tg65. During the next two years, the number

of demolltions is expected to i.ncrease somewhat, to an average of about
1,425 annually.



L6-

Tenure of Occupancv

The city of Plttsburgh has the lowesE rate of owner occupancy of all
of the submarket areas ln the Hl{A. In July L967, 47.4 percent of the
occupied lnvenEory was or"rner-occupied, a continuat,ion of the decllne
Ln owner-occupancy; ln 1965, the owner-occupancy rate \das 48.1 percent.

Vacancv

Postal Vacancy Survey. A posEal vecancy survey was conducted ln April
1967 In Ehe clty of Pltrsburgh (see table VII). The survey was con-
ducted on a sample of postal carrler routes eelected from posE office
llsttngs. Interpretatlon of the results should t,ake lnto consideratlon
the consequent effect of sampLlng vartabllity and the difficulEy in
dellneatlng post offlce area coverage to conform wlth Ehe cit,y boundaries.
On the basis of full coverage of the total possible dellverles, it is
estimated t.hat, about 2.7 percent of all residences and apartments were
vacant,. Resldences had a vacancy rate of 2.0 percent whlle the vacancy
rate ln apartment,s was 4.4 petcent.l/

Current Est,imate. There were abouE 5r100 vacant housing units available
for eale or renE ln the city of Plttsburgh ln July L967. Of the roEal,
about 11000 were for sale, representing a homeowner vacancy rate of 1.1
percent. The remainlng 4,100 were for rent, indicating a rental vacancy
rate of 4.0 percent. The homeowner vacancy rate is somewhat above the
1965 Level and reflecEs, primarily, the migratlon of famllles from the
clty rather than an increased constructlon leve1. The renter vacancy
rate, on the other hand, ls down substantially from Ehe 1965 level and
lndlcat,es a strong demand for rent.al acconunodatlons ln the clty.

Sales Market

There ts a llmited market for sales houslng in the city of Pittsburgh.
Since 1950, the declinlng number of owner-occupants in the city paralleled
the decline of stngle-family units. The number of slngle-famlly units
authortzed by bullding permits decllned from about 560 in 196O to only
180 ln 1966. New sales housing built in the city generally has been
conflned to scattered lots. I.t is expected that future residential
development ln the clty wlll tend to result in more intensive utiliza-
tlon of avallable land and that the constructlon of ne$, sales housing
w111 rematn at low levels.

the llmltatlons of
page 10.

LI the po6ta1 vacancy survey are dlscussed on
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Rental Market

i['he rentnI nrarket ln the ctty of PlELeburgh ie generally strong, as
evldenced by the July 1967 renbal vscancy rate of 4.0 percent. Rela-
tlvely hlgh levels of muLtlfamlly construcElon have, with a few excep-
tions, been absorbed in only a few months. The market for tow-denslty
projecEs has been partlcularly good. AbsorpELon of these new tour-
densiEy unit,s does noE exceed 60 days ln most cases, and a number of
proJects were fu1ly rented before constructlon was completed. Rents
for an efflctency usually fa1L in Ehe $100 to $115 range (plus elec-
crlclty). Typlcal one-bedroom uniEs in new projects rent for about
$125 to $tSO a month, whlle most two-bedroom unit,s rent for bet.ween
$150 and $I90 monthLy. The few three-bedroom unlts that are on the
market rent. for $200 a month and more.

Luxury hlgh-rlse aparEments ln the HI"IA represent. a recent development
of Ehe rent,al markeL. Effictency units ln these projects usually start
at $150 a month, one-bedroom unlts at $200 a monEh, and two-bedroom
units at abouL $260 a month, A recenE survey of luxury aparEmenEs re-
vealed an over-all vacancy raEe of over 16 percenE, and it ls obvious
that thls segmenE of Ehe market is slighL1y over-built. Many of the
vacancies, however, are ln one project which has been open about a year.
The remainlng luxury projects have a combined vacancy rate of slightly
over 11 percent..

Multtfamily construction has been a signlflcant, porEion of total con-
structlon only ln recenE years. According to the 1960 Census, about
80 percent of the mrrlEifamily unlts in the HMA had been built prior
to 1940. The sharp increase in the number of renEal unics in t.he past
few years has served to provide a wider choice of acceptable rental
acconunodations to persons residing in Ehe HMA. As new apartmenEs
continue to come on the market in the fut.ure, however, qualitative
facEors and conveniences will become more important. I,iiEh a growing
number of units from which to choose, prospective tenanEs will become
increastngly selecttve

I{rbaIL_Bengwal

There are 24, urban renet$7a1 projects in the city of Pittsburgh; 13 are
federally-aided and 1l are privately-financed. A total of about 4,500
families have been relocated to date, and an addiE,ional 900 families
w111 be rehoused in the near future.
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Prlvate Iv-Fin ed Proiects . Eight of the eleven privately-f lnanced
AI leghenvproject6 are either completed or are nearing completlon

South, encompasslng fivc areae, ls currently in executlon. The

prfn-tpat re-uge of Allegheny South wl1.1 be a central heatlng and

alr-condttloning plant whlch wlll occuPy 1.7 acrea and wiII serve the
commerclal and resldentlal Etructures in Allegheny Center. Reedsdale
Rldee is a 55-acre site that witl be used primarily for highway rlghts-
of-way and for industrial development. The Chartiers Vallev project
contains 326 acres and witl be the maln warehouse center for the clty
upon its completion.

Federally-aided Proiects. Of the 13 federally-alded projects, two are
general neighborhood renewal plans, two are demonstraEton projects, and
nlne are renewal proJecEs, Two of t.he renewal projects are tn plannlng,
and seven are ln executLon. The Lower H111 Projecr (7-1) ls a 95-acre
area lytng adJacent Lo the downtown bueiness dlstrict, the Bluff StreeE
renewal area, and the proposed Upper H111 renewal area. A toral of
abouE 1,550 famllles have been moved and 1,325 structures have been de-
moltshed. The proJecL, which ls nearlng completion, conEad-ns aparEment
houses, a hotel, offlces, and a conventlon center. The Chateau St.reet
West Proiect (R-19), located on the lower North Side, ls ln Ehe execu-
tlon stage. Almost, all of the 730 familles have been relocated and al-
most. all the structures have been demolished. Re-use will be predomi.
nately lndustrlal.

East Llberty, SecElons A, B, and C (R-84), comprises a 254-acre area
located about three mlles northeast of the center of Pittsburgh. The
project area already contalns a large multlfamily project, and t\,ro pro-
Jects for familles of moderate income are p lanned. The Allesheny Cen-
ter Prolect (R-4L) ls a 79-acre area locaLed in the business core of
North Slde Pittsburgh. Acquisicion and demolition of the structures
is complete. The area wlll eventually contain shopplng centers, of-
flces, and apartments. The Bluff. Street Project (R-59) ls in the gen-
eraL vlcintty of Duquesne UnlversiEy and will be ueed predominately by
the unlverslty. Almost all of the 230 famllies who llved in the area
have been re-housed and most of Ehe structures have been removed.

Tkre Stadium Pro'iect (R-202) is an 84-acre site located in the lower
northside. The area ls prlmarily industrial and few families have
required relocatlon. Most of the site will be used for a 55r0o0-seat
stadlum.

Publlc Houslnq

There are 13 public housing proJects in the city of Pittsburgh con-
talnlng a total of 9,160 unlts. Another 854 units are in various stages
of development. Local authorities report that occupancy tn most of the
proJects is very high and a few of the projects have waiting lists.



19-

Demand for Hclusln

Ouanl- lEa t tve Demand

tlrc {ernand for uddl[lonal rrew houelng ln the clEy of Plttsburgh between
July 1, 1967 and July 1, 1969 ls based prlmarlly upon Ehe number of
Iroustng unlts expecl.ed Eo be demollshed ln the next Ewo years and on
Ehe projected modest growEh ln the number of households. Conslderation
also has been glvell to chanBes exPected ln the tenure of occupancy ln
the lnventory. Based on these consideratlons, a demand for 1,000 new
residentlal housing units l-s forecast for each of Ehe next, two years,
lncluding 100 r"rnits of single-family housing and 900 units of multifamily
houslng financed at market raEes of interesE. The estimaEe excludes de-
mand for pub1lc low-rent houslng and rent-supplemenE accormodations.

An addttionaL 1,000 unlts of multifamily houslng probably can be absorbed
annually during Ehe forecast period wlth the lower rents achlevable wlth
below-market-interest-rate financing or assistance in land 4cquisitions
and cosc. As Ehis potenLtal market has noE yet been tested, it is
suggested that thls market be watched closely. The projected level of
demand for single-family houses is somewhat below construction of the
past, two years, buE conEinues Eire downward trend evident in the last
several years. The projecced level of multifamily demand financed at
market raEes of lnteresE is roughly comparable with the 1966 construc-
tlon level. Inclusion of Ehe 1,000 additional uniEs annually at rents
below these levels, however, represents a peak of multifamily demand
l-n Ehe post-1960 period. The hlgh level of demolitlons that are fore-
cast durlng ttre nexE two years suggesE ample justification for a higher
levet of buildlug acLivlty. However, the r,'lte of demolitlon activity
and of employment growth should be observed carefully and, 1f future
volume varles frorn expected levels, mult,ifamily construction should be
adJusted accordlngly.

Qua11-E+lve-9emand

Single-famtlv Housing. Based on prevailing land acquisition, develop-
ment, and construction costs, the annual demand for 100 new single-family
houses ln Ehe clLy of Pittsburgh will be primarlly in the $25,000 to
$35,000 price class. l'loet of rhe const,ruction can be expeeted to occur
on scatEered lost,s and mosE of the units w111 be pre-sold.

MultifarnllJ Housing. The monEhly rentals at whlch 900 new multifamily
units financed at market raEes of interest mlght best be absorbed by che
renEal market are shown for various stze unlts ln the following table.
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Annual Demand for Multlfamtlv Houslns

Bv Gross Monthlv Rent and UnlE Stze
Plttsburch Cltv

Plttsbureh, Pennsylvanla. HMA

July 1, L967 to Juty 1, L969

Slze of unlt
Gross

monthly rent s4/ Effictengl
0ne

bedroom
Two

bedroom

10;
80
55
C+O

25
10

310

Three
bedroom

oo$t
120
140
160
180
200
220
240

40
20
10

5

:

- $rts
- 139
- 159
- L79
- 199
- 2t9
- 239
6nd over
Total 80

3;
2A
15
LO

5
80

Lt0
90
75
65
50
25
L5

430

al Gross rent ls shelter rent plus the cost of utllitles.

The precedlng distributron of average annual demand for new aparE-
ment.s are based on projected tenant-family lnccrme, the size distri-
bution of Eenant household, and rent.-paylng propensities found to
be typtcal in Ehe area; considerat,ion also is glven to the recent
absclrpti<.rn expe.-rlernce of new renLal houslng. Thus, Ehey repre6ent.
a p6,ttern for gtrldance ln the productlon of rental houslng predi-
catecl on f oresi:eatrle quantltatlve and qua1 ltatlve considerations.
speclf 1c nrarket demand opl,ort.unlLies or replacemenE needs may pcr-
mlt effective marketing of a slngle project dlfferlng from Ehese
deman<i dlstributions. Even though a devlation may experience mar-
ket success, lt should not be regarded as establishiprg a change in
the projected pattern of demand for continuing guidance unless a
thorough analysls of all factors involved clearly confirms the change.
rn any case, particular projects must be evaluated in the light of
actual market performance in spccific rent ranges and neighborhoods.

The demand for L,ooo multifamlly units annually at rents below these
levels can be satisfled only through the use of below-market-interest-
rate financlng or assisLance in land acquisition and cost. This
addltional demand should be distributed as follows: 5O efflciencies,
35o one-bedroom uniEs. 45o two-bedroom units, and 15o three-bedroom
units. They may be supplled elther ln new or rehabiliEaEed structures.



As of July 1, L967, there were abouE L,122,500 persons residing in
suburban Allegheny county,l/ equal to almost 4! percent of the HMAtot.al, contrasting with less than 43 percent of the Hl,lA population
in 1960. The current total represents an average annual gain of
17,550 persons since July 1, Lg65 when the popuiation tot;led 1,0g7,400.over t.he t\iio-year forecast period, population increases are expect.edto average 14,800 annually,. resulting in a total population of
L,L52,100 by JuIy 1, L969 (see rable IV).

Populat ion

Househo 1ds

llouseho ld S l ze .

to snral ler house

to 3.37 persons by July 1,

Incomes

2l

Hous i Market Summarv
Suburban Alleg,henv Countv

bur tl Ivania

Deuro rap hic Factors

The trend ln suburban Alleeheny Coun
holds. As of July L961, the average

There were about 326,6o0 households in suburban Allegheny county
as of July 1,1967, representing an average annual g"in of 6rfobsince July 1, L965. Household growth trends have paralleled popu-lation gains, with 6irowth in the past two years substantially.tor.
the 1950-1965 average. By July 1, 1969, househords in suburban
Allegheny county wilI total about 336,900, ar.r a.ticipated average
annual gain of 5,150 during the next two years (see table v).

size is estimated at 3.3[3 persorrs, conrparecl with 3.40
1965. rt is anticipated that ttre dov,rnward trend wirl
during the forecast period, with avera€le household si

ty has been
household
persons in
continue

ze falling
L969.

The July 1967 median annual incc,mes in suburban Allegheny Coulty, afterdeducting federal inc.me taxes, are $7,550 for: all families and $5r7rSfor re.ter households of two-or-more persons. These are the highestmedians of any of the submarket areas. Ahout 13 percent. of all familiesarrd 28 percernt of the renter households received lcss th;rn $4,000 alnu-ally, while 29 percent or all families and i3 percen[ of the renterhcluseholds had after-tax irlcomes in excess to 
"c1.g,000 

annualIy.--r"ai"r",afLer-fax incomes are expected to increase to $z,az5 for all familiesarrd $6,025 for the renter households by July 1, L96g. Detaired distri-butions of families by incorne are shown in table II and of renter lrouse-holds In table lII.

L/ r-nclucles all of Allegherry county except the city of pittsburgh.
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Houe tng tlarket Fectors

Houslng Supplv

Approximately 338,500 housing units comprlsed the Current houslng
invenEory in suburban Allegheny County ln July 1967 (see table VI).
This is about 10,950 unlts, or 5,475 a year'above the July 1, 1965
Eoral of 327,550.

Reslden t{al Bulldlnc Ac tlvl tv

suburban Allegheny county accounts for the largest single portlon
of the total constructlon volume in the HMA. The area accounted
tor 62 per,cent of the prlvately-financed constructlon actlvlty in
1g65 and 61 percent ln 1966. In 1965, about 5,834 residential
houstng unlts were authorlzed for constructlon by building Permlts'
The level of activity dropped substantlally in 1966 to a level of
41773 unlts. The reduction is vlewed as a tlghtening of the mort-
gage market, however, rather than a reduced demand for new housing.

Houel ns Units Ar:thori zed by Bui ldins ts
Suburban Allegbenv Countv

Uni ts 1965 t966

To taL 5.834 4.773

Prlvate 1y -flnanced
Slngle-famt IY
Mu ltlf ami IY

5.834
3,92L
1 ,913

4.773
3,O37
L,736

Public 0 0

Sources:BureauoftheCensusrC-4OandC-42reports'
locaI butlding lnspectors; and estimates by

Housing Market AnalYst'

Singte-famlly actlvlty has accounted for about two-thirds of the
total construction volume in the area in the past two years, but
the predominance of the single-family market is decllning. Be-
tween 1950 and 1964, single-family houses made up 85 percent of
all prtvately-flnanced constructton; during that period, the number

of single-famlly units authorized averaged 41025 annually. In 1955,

31921 unlts were authorized and ln L966, the number hras 31037.
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Mul.tlfamlly unlte have gained in importance ln suburban Allegheny
County in recent years. Prlor to.1964, there hlere relatively few

multiJ aurily unlts constructed ln the area. Since that ttme, how-

ever, this submarket has dominated the multtfamily market of the
HI',IA. In 1965, 1,913 multlfamily units were authorized, and tn 1965'

about 1,736 units in multiple-unit projects were permitted.

DS!Lq-11*8o".g.. A total of approxlmately 11000 units have been removed

fr"*-th" h.uslng inventory-tf suburban Allegheny County since July l,
1965, Based on antlcipatla demolltlone for urban renewal and highway

constructions, and on estlmates for other lossee, about 500 unlts wl11

be razed during each of the next t$ro years.

Tenure of Occupancy

Of the 326,600 occupled houstng units ln suburban ALLegheny County,
235,200 (72,0 percent) were owner-occupled ln JuLy L967, a sllght
lncrease from the 71.9 percenf reported ln JuLy 1965 and a continu-
atlon of the Erend Eoward owner occupancy.

Vacancv

PostaI Vacancv SurveJ. The postal vacancy survey conducEed ln Aprll
1%7a11vacancyrateof1.8percent(seetab1eVII);
1.3 percent of Ehe resldences and 5.6 percent of the aPartments were
vacant. A comparable survey conducted ln June 1965 reporEed a vacancy
rate of 1.7 percent ln resldences and 5.7 percenE ln apartrents.l/

CJ[rent Esrltra$e. It ls Judged on the basle of avallable data thaL, ae

,f J"Iy 196?Jhere lrere about 6,600 vacant houalng unlt,s avalLable for
sale oi rent ln suburban Allegheny County, lndlcaElng an over-a11 vacancy
ratlo of 2.0 percent. ApproxtmateLy 2,500 vacanE uniEs were avallable
for sale, I homeowner vacancy raEe of 1.1 percenE, and 41100 vacant
units were avatlable for renE, a rental vacancy raEe of 4.3 percent.
Both of these raEes lndlcate substant,lal improvement, slnce July 1965,
when the homeowner vacancy rate was reported to be 1.4 percent and Ehe

rental vacancy rate was 5.3 percent.

Sales Market,

The market for sales housing ln suburban Allegheny County was in a

balanced condition in July L967. The declinlng rate of consEruction
for new single-family housing during the last Ewo years and the in-
creaslng rate of househotd growth have decreased the number of sales
vacancie-s by 650 units and have lowered the homeo$rner vacancy rate
from 1.4 percenr to 1.1 percent.

The llmltattons of
page 10.

L/ the postal vacancY survey are dtscuesed on
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AIEhough single-family constructlon is occurring throughout the area,
lt tends to be concentrated on the northern edge of Ehe clty of PitEs-
burgh. Areas of major subdivision actlvity lnclude McCandless, Penn
H111s, Ross, and Shaler Townships, and che borough of Plum. Specula-
tlve constructlon ln these areas account,s for a relatively small
share of total constructlon, ranglng generally beEween 15 percent and
25 percent,.

The trend tn suburban Allegheny County has been to larger and more expensive
homes. Buyers are lnterested prlmarily tn two-story homes containlng four
bedrooms. Ttrls has resulted ln a correBpondlng lncrease ln prlce. Most of
the new homes now being congtructed are priced to seIl for over $201000 and
there are a large number wtth sales prices in excess of $251000. The de-
creasing supply of lower-priced unlts (partlcularly under $15r000) hae made
the market for these homes extremely good. Although gales are generally
good ln a1l price ranges, sales are not qutte as strong for homes prlced
above $30,000.

Rental Market

Ttre rental market ln suburban Allegheny County has lmproved considerably
since 1965, desplte unprecedented high levels of multifamlLy construction.
In mld-1965, the rental vacancy rate stood at 5.3 percent; the high level
of construction since that time has been more than offset by lncreased
demand--the number of renter vacancies has declined by 800, and the vacancy
rate dropped to 4.3 percent by July L967.

Typical monthly rentals for new garden apartments are about $90 to $110 a
month for efficlencies, $115 to $150 a month for one-bedroom units, and

$I4O to $1ZS for two-bedroom units. These rents generally exclude the cost
of electricity. Monthly rents in the high-rise projecEs are about $SO to
$75 above these levels. Occupancy is generally good ln all rent classes,
but somewhat slower in the high-rent, high-rise units. These rePresenE a
new development in the area, however, and many of these units have been on
the market for only a few months.

The Pittsburgh FHA Insuring Office recently conducted a survey of 50

newly-g6rnpleted apartment projects in suburban Allegheny Countyl most
of whlch were built ln the lasE three years. Of the nearly 31600 units
that were surveyed, only 5.2 percent were vacant. In addition, most of
the vacancies were ln projects that had been open for six months or less'
ProJects completed longer-than six months had a vacancy rate of only 2'5
perient. Of the projeits which had achteved l0O percent occupancy, (39

of the 50 ",rtr"y.d), 
most were ful1y occupied within slx months, and many

were absorbed within 30 days.
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Urban Renewel

There are 1.9 f ederal Iy-*icted trrL,an renewal are&s in subr-trban AIlegheny
County, of whi-cir two s.re in pi.anrring, 15 are in executlon, and two are
completed. Fcur of the projects are located ln l"lcKeesport and the rest
are scattered throughor"rt {:he rest of the county. The charabteristlcs of
the larger projects are outlined below.

The General Braddock Plaza Proiect (25-1), located in Braddock is now
nearing completion. The project area encompasses 29 acres and origi-
nally coirtained about 50Cl f anrilles. Re-use of t.he area wlIl be pri-
marily lndustrial.

The East Pli:tsbtirgh Fro iecL (R-56) contained abour 550 housing units,
most of whlch were subsEandard" The 29 acres will be used for a mix
of resldenEial, commercial. and pr.rbllc facilities.

The Flrsr -WgIs!_EIo.isgL (2-t) and the Mon-Yoush Proigs! (R-I01), both
l"cated |n McKeesport, are in execution. The First Ward area contalns
about 30 acres, mo6t of which wj-11 be developed for industrial use. The

Mon-yough project area originally contained about 523 housing units and

a large portion of the area wlll be redeveloped for residential PurPoses

Public llousinR

There are 28 liublic houSi.ng projects containirrg a total of
in suburban Al ]-egtieny County. ,4n additlonal t00 units are
$tages of develoPment.

3 1671 units
in various
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Demand f Houatnq

Auqn"tllg3lvs-- Pirlud

Demand for new houslng in euburban Allegheny County during the two-
year perlod from July 1, L967 to JuIy 1, f959 is primarlly a functlon
of the projected level of household growth, estimated at 51150 annually.
Consideration also is given to expected losses from the inventory through
demolitton and to changes expeeted in the tenure of occupancy ln the in-
ventory. Based on these factors, demand for additional housing during
the next tr^ro years ls estlmated at 51700 unlts annually. Thls additlonal
houslng wlll be best absorbed by the provlslon of 31900 slngle-famlly
houeee and 11800 multlfamlly unlts flnanced at market rates of lnterest.
An additlonal 100 units of multlfamlly houslng probably can be absorbed
annuatly at the lower rents echlevable wlth some form of publlc benefits
or asststance ln ftnanclng or land acquisltion ahd cost. Ihls demand

estlmate does not lnclude publlc low-rent housing or rent-supplement
accommodations.

The proJected level of dernand, while somewhat above the 41775 units
authorized ln 1966, ls roughly comparable to the 1965 experience. In
that year, 31925 slngle-famtly units and 11925 multifamtly units were
authortzed. A contlnuous high rate of household forrnatlon and an in-
creased level of demolltlon activity warrant sustalned htgh leveIs of
constructlon actlvtty ln this submarket.

fualttatlve Demand

Sine 1e -f am lv Houslnq The expected dlstribution of the annual demand
untts in the following table is based on abilityfor 3r900 slngle-famtly

to pay, as determined by current family lncome Levels, and the ratlo of
eales prlce to lncome typlcal of the area. The mlnimum sales prlce at
whlch acceptable sales housing can be produc,ed ln suburban Allegheny
County is esttmated to be $t2r500, but lt ts expected Ehat f,ew unlts
will be provlded to sell for less than $ts'tlOO.
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Annual Demand for New Singl"e-Family Housing, by Price C1ass

Suburban Alleghenv Countv
Plttsburgh. Pennsylvania. HMA

July 1, L967 to JuLy 1. 1969

Prlce class

Under $ 17,500
$17,500 - 191999
20,ooo - 241999
25rooo - 29,999
3o,o0o - 341999
351000 and over

To ta1

Number
of unlts

Percentage
d i s tributlon

r5
22
25
L7

9
11

t00

600
850

1r000
550
350
450

3 ,900

Mu 1 tlf ami v Housins. The monthly rentals at whlch Ir800 new multi-
famtly units flnanced at market rates of lnterest might best be absorbed
annually by the rental market are shoriln for varlous size units in the
followlng table.

Annual Demand for New Multlfamllv Houslns
bv Gross Monthlv Rent and Unit Size

Suburban Alleeheny County
Plttsburgh, Pennsvlvanla, HMA

Julv l. 1967 JuIv 1- 1959

Number of rrn{ ts
Groes

monthl v rent al Efflciencv
0ne

bedroom
Two

bedroom
Three

bedroom

$1oo - $119
120 - 139
140 - 159
r50 - L79
180 - 199
200 - 2L9
220 - 239
2lr0 and over

Total

50
30
20
IO

5

:

t20

25;
225

90
50
40

25
10

700

300
190
130
90
50
30

790

80
50
30
20
10

i90

al Gross monthly rent ls shelter rent plus the cost of utilities.

These demand estimates are based on a number of qualifications, which are
stated on page 22 of the ctty of Pittsburgh submarket summary.

The annual demand for renEals below these levels, which can be satisfied
only through the use of below-market-interesc-rate financlng or other
publlc asslstance in land acquisltion or cost, is modest and will be
primarily for two-bedroom units. A.y projects proposed should be of mlni'
mum size and should be examined carefully:with respect, to locatlon and
facillcies to serve properl"y Ehe market intended,
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Housine Market Srrmmarv

Beaver. Washlnpton. and Westmore land rrnties
PlttsburAh. Pennsvlvanla. HMA

Demogr+Ihic Factors

Popu I at lon

Ttre populatlon of the remalnder of the Pittsburgh HMA, which encompasses

neavir, Washlngton, and Westmoreland Countles, tot'aled 804'900 persons as

of July 1, 1961, equal to 32 percent of the HMA total. Thls total rePre-
sents average annual lncreases of 6,450 slnce July 1, L965. Westmoreland
County, wlth a current populatlon of 3661250 has accounted for most of
thls growth wlth average gains of 31425 annually tn the past two years'
The populatlon of Beaver County increased by 1r825 annually during the
1955-1i52 perfod to a July 1, 1967 total of 215,950, while average gains
of 1r200 annually ln Washlngton County resulted ln a July 1967 population
of 222,7OO (see table IV).

During the two-year forecast period, the population of the three'county
area is expected to increase by about 51400 annually, to a July 1, 1969

total of 8151700. Average gains of 11650 annually in Beaver County will
result ln a July 1, 1959 population of about 2Lgr25O. The population of
westmoreland county 1s projected to 371r850, reflecting average annual
gatns of 2,800; Washington County will have a population of about 2241600

in July 1969, uP 950 annually over the current total'

Househo lds

As of Juty I , Lg67, there rvere about 2351200 households in the remainder
of the I{MA, including 106,80O in westmoreland county, 66,400 in }iashington
County, and 62,000 ln Beaver County. One-half (1,100) of the 21200 annual

net addltions to households in the last two years were in westmoreland
County; annual galns in Washlngton County averaged 525, and in Beaver County,

575.

During the two-year forecast period, the number of households in the

three-county area is expected to increase by an average of 11750 annually
to a total of 238r70O uy.iuty t, L969. Westmoreland county will have

about 108,600 by the end of the period, indicating annual additions of 900'
while net additions of 350 annually in Washington County will result in a

tr:tal of 67,100. Beaver County is expected to add 500 annually, to a July
i969 ro tar of 63 , ooo.
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Household Size

Ln each of the three counties there has been a slighu trend to smaller
households. The average size of households ln Westmoreland CounEy has
deellned from 3.38 persons ln July 1965 Eo 3.37 persons ln July L967,
and the average of 3.32 persons per household in Washlngton County was

down slightly from the 1965 average of 3.33 persons. Beaver County
had an average household size of 3.45 persons in July 1967, compared
wlth 3.46 in July 1965.

Lncomes

The current, medlan famity Lncomes in Beaver County in JuLy L967, after
deductlng federal lncome Laxes, kere $6,775 for all families and $5r200
for renter households of two or more persons" About 15 percenE of al-l
famllies and 34 percent of the renter households received less than
$4r000 annualty, after-tax. An annual income of $10,000 or more was

earned by 2O percent of all faurllies and seven Percent of the rent,er
househol-ds.

Ln t{egtmoreland County, the July 1967 medlan annual after-Eax incomes
were $6,575 for all famllles and $5,025 for the rencer households.
Twenty-ene percent of al"1 families and 37 percent of the renter house-
holds had incomes under $41000 a year. At the upper end of the income
dlstrlbuElon, 18 percenE of all familles and five percenE of the renter
households recelved after-tax annual incomes of $10,000 or more.

The July 1967 median incomes in Washington County were $6,350 and $4,850
for all famllies and renter households, respectively" Earning less than
$4,000 annually were 23 pelcent of all families and 39 percent of Ehe

renter househotds. Approxlmately 17 percent. of all families and five
percent of t,he rerrter househotds of two or more persons had after-tax
lncomes of $I0,000 or more annually. Detailed distributions of all
families and renter households in the three counties by annual after-
lax incomes are presenEed in tables II and III"

EstLmated Median Famll Income bv Countv
After Deductins Federal Income Tax

Pi r tsbureh. vlvania- HMA

L967 and L969

C-guntv

Beaver
Washingt,on
Westmore land

All
faml lies

Renter
household*/

July 1967 ilrcoqes Julv f969 incomes
All Renter

familles householdsg/

$5,42s
5,O75
5, 250

$6,775 $5,ZOO
6,350 4,850
6 ,515 5,025

$7,
6,
6,

075
625

0

a/ Excludes one-person renrer households

Source: Estlmated by Houslng Market Analyst.

85
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Housing Market Fqctors

HouslnE SuppIv

Average annual net addltlons of 21175 unlts durlng the past two
year6 resulted ln a July 1, 1967 housing inventory of 248r5OO units
in the three-county area. There were 651000 houslng unito in Beaver
County, 591800 tn i,Iashington County, and 113r7OO unlts in Westmorelurd
County, reflectlng average annual increases of 550, 425, and lr2O0'
respective ly.

Residentlal Bu ldlne Actlvltv

Housine Unl ts Authorlzed bv Buildlne Permi ts
Beave Washins ton- and Wes land Corrn ties

Pit tsburgh. Pennsvlvania. -HMA
1965 and 1969

Private lv -f in d

Constructton actlvlty was at a hlgh level ln each of Ehe three coun-

tles tn 1965, and each recorded reductlons ln 1966 as a reeult of the
Llght morEgage market. The largest porElon of consEructlon acElvlty
occurred ln Westmoreland County, whlch accounted for 40 Percent of the
prlvately-flnanced constructlon ln the HMA outelde Altegheny county ln
tsos ana 52 percent tn 1965' Privately-f1p"nced constructlon volume in
Westmoreland County totaled about 920 unlts tn 1965 and 11025 units in
1966. Beaver County had 740 unlts authorlzed in 1965 and 440 (excluding
public) the following year. Constructlon actlvlty In Washington County

totaled 510 units ln 1966, donn from Ehe 1965 level of 650 units.

Year

Beaver Cr:un ty
19 65
I966

Itlashlne ton Co.

Westmore I and Co

Single-
f amllv

525
415

MuIti-
f ami lv

2t6
24

Total Public !g-te!

1965
1966

54r
478

lII
34

652
5r2

74t
439

0
107

232
50

74L
546

652
s50

1r149
1 ,068

0
48

19 65
t966

760
905

Bureau of the Census, C-40 and C-42 Reports; local
building inspectors; and estimates by Houslng Market
Analys t.

L57 9r7
II3 I,oI8

Sources:
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Slngle- f amily urrlts represorlt Lht' hutk oi btri ldlrrg nct ivit) trr t hr.

,Ehree-county areo: 79 percent of the total in 1965 and 9I pet'crerlt
in 1966, In Ehe lasE Ewo years, Ehe smallest number of stngle-
famlly unlts was authorized in the Beaver County (525 in 1965 and
415 in 1966) while t,he largest number was tn WesEmoreland County
(760 in 1965 and 905 ln 1966). Washlngton County registered annual
Eotals of 541 ln 1965 and 478 in 1966.

l'lu1tifamily construction has noE been concentraE.ed in any one county.
There were 484 multifamlly units authorized in Ehe Ehree-county area
in 1965--216 in Beaver County, 111 in Washlngton County, and 157 in
Westmoreland County. Volume was down sharply in 1966, however, when
only 171 multifamily units were authorized, most of which (113) \i,ere
in Inlestmoreland County.

Demol 1ti ons Slnce July 1965, approxlmately 550 uniLs were lost
through demolltions in the three-county area, 150 in Beaver Count.y,
I50 ln trrlashington County, and 250 ln Westmoretand County. A similar
volume i-s expected to be demolished during Ehe two-year forecasE period.

Tenure of Occupancv

Owner-occupied units represent a substantial portion of the total
occupied inventory, buE their predominance has been declining. The
l'righest rate of owner occupancy is in Beaver: County where 72.1percent
of the occupted units l^rere owner-occupied in July L967, down from the
72.4 percenE ln July 1965. In Westmoreland County, Ehe owner-occ..upancy
rate wss 71.4 percent., compared with 72 percent, in 1965. About 68 per-
cenE of Etre occupied housing inventory in Washingt.on Count.y \rras ou/ner-
occupied, the same ratio as ln July 1965.

Va_cagcv

Pos al Vaca Surve The results of the postal vacanc.y surveys that
were conducted in the three-counEy area in June 1965 and April 1967 are
summarized in the following table; a more detailed presentation of the
current survey is shown in table VII.
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Postal Vacancv Survev Ratios
Beaver. Washinston. and We stmoreland Counties

Pittsbursh. Penn svlvania. HMA
1965 and 1957

Date

Jurre 1965:
To tal

Residences
Apar tmen ts

Aprll L967 z

Total
Resldences
Apartments

Beaver
Countv

Washington
Coun ty

Westmore land

- Countv

2.3

2.L2.L

1.6
6.2

L.2
7.7

Ll.
L.;l
7.7

1.5
6.7

2.6
1.8

11.9

2.4
1.7

13. 1

Source: Postal Vacancy Surveys conducted by local postmasters.

A comparison of the two surveys reveals that over-al1 vacancy rates
have declined ln all parts of the submarket area. Increases ln apart-
ment vacancy rates in Beaver and i'Iestmoreland Counttes ran counter to
the over-aL1 trend.l/

Current EstlmaEe. As of July L967, there were about 5,3OO vacant avallable
housing unlts In the three countles, of which 1r55O were for sale and
3,750 were for rent. The homeowner vacancy r:at.e ln each of the three count,les
represents a sllght decline from Ehe 1955 level; as of July L967, Ehe home-
osrner vacancy rale was 0.8 percent in Beaver County, O.9 percent in
Washington County, and 1.O pcrcent in Westrnoreland County. 'Rental vacancy
rates have declined slnce 1965 t,o 5.2 percent ln Beaver County and 4.5 percent
ln Washington County, but the rate has lncreased slightly ln Westmoreland
County t.o 5.5 percent. A large number of the unlts lack some or all plumbtng
facilities. Where these unlts are excluded, the vacancy rates are red.rced
to reasonable leve1s.

lales Market

The general condition of the sales market of the three counties continues
to be strong. Rather constant levels of single-famlly construction have
been maEched by high levels of demand so that the number of sates vacancles
has declined somewhat. Between 1960 and 1965, the homeowner vacancy rate
ln each of the three counties increased sllghtly. The strong demand for
sales units since that time, however, has brought vacancy back to or below
the 1960 levels.

Ll ilhe limitations of the postal vacancy survey are discussed on page 10



t]3 -

Most of the subdivi sions i.n these .rutlving llreils rlr'. srnrrl I t rIs'(litl IY

contAinirrg Iess than 20 ttrri ts. A targe port ton ()1- Llte ltomt's nre s\\1(i

f ronr 1rprlelS, with Spectlltrt jtre c()nStrtlCtlOtl ScCOurrtirrg for onIY a srllrl I

prop()rtion (usua1 1y 20 percent ol: Iess ) . [{otnes ilre gc]ner&l ly avnl'l rrbltt

f .r as little as $12,50i1 arrtl range as hlgh &s $-10,0O0 or tnore ' The

predominant price range, however, is between $17,500 and $20r0o0' tln-

sold ratios in all price ranges are quite low'

RerrEal I'larket

The rental rnarket in the three-county area is in generally good condition.
In Beaver and Washingt,on Counties, the rental vacancy rates have declined
somewhaE slnce I965; the rate increased slightly in Westmoreland County.
Altfior.rgh the vacancy raEes app3ar moderately htgh for slow growEh areas,r
many of Lhe units ar(: substandard, and the few uew multlfamily units that
have beerr plac<rd on the market. ln recent yeal s have been satisfactorlly
absr:rbed, l'here has been c'nly llmited multifamily constructlon activity
in the three cc'runties in the last f ew years; Ehe rental properties ln each
of the countles are primarily old single-family homes of only marginal
quality that have been transferred from owner to renter sEatus.

Urban Renewal

There are 19 urban renewal projects in the three counties, four in Beaver

Courrty, seven in Washington County, and eight in Westmoreland County' Six
of the projects are in var:ious Stages of planning, ten are in executir:n, and

three have been completed. The larger,projects are discussed below.

The F i rst lJard Pro iect ( -i?) -

County). I'he area or lglnal ly
which wcrre tubstandard. , Ahout
for re:sldenLial PurPoses with

is located in New Kensington (Westrnoreland

contained about 35O housing units, most of
one-half of the project land will be used

the remainder being comilrercial ancl lndustrlal'

The
75
in
and

Cen t a1 Ci. tv Proiect ( R-98)
acres of land. Clearance of
the project area will Permit
industrial areas.

Pub 1ic }iouslng

, in the city of I'iashington, encornpasses about

the 400 housing units originally contained
development of new residentiaL, commercial,

There a.re 35 public housing proje<:ts containing a total of 2,305 units in

the three counti"es; an additional 711 unlts are in various stages of develop-

ment..Iherearer,ostunitsunder:managementinBeaverCountyandan
additio.al 221 i' development. lJashington County has 6o6 public housing

units and 282 more progranrmed, while westmoreland county has 608 units com-

pleted and 208 in development'
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Demand for Housing

Qtrantitative Demand

Based on the projected tncrease in the number of households in the
three countles (1,750 annually), on the number of housing units
expected to be removed from the inventory through demolition, and on
changes expected in the tenure of occupancy ln the inventory, there
will be a demand for about 2r00O units annually during each of the
next two years. The units w111 be best abosrbed if 11750 single-
famlly units and 250 nrultifamlly units financed at market rates of
interest are provlded. A modest nurnber of units of multifamlly
housing probabLy can be absorbed annualLy at the lower rents achiev-
abLe with below-market-lnterest-rate financlng or asslstance in land
acquisltion or cost. The esti.mate excludes demand for low-rent publlc
houslng and rent-supplement accommodat{ons.

Proiected Annuql Demand for New HouslnA
Beaver. Wastrlnpton. and trlestmore land Coun ties

Pittsbureh. Pennsvlvania. HMA

Julv l- 1967 to Julv 1^ 1969

To ta1
Stngle-
f arnl lv

MuItl-
f aml lv9

75
50

t25
250

/County

Beaver
Washington
lJe s tmore land

To tal

s75
425

I .000
2,0o0

500
375
875

1,750

_g! I.ncludes only unlts at markeL rates of interest,

In adclition to the multifamlly demand stated above, a smalL number of unlts
at the lower renEs achievable with publlc asslstance can be absorbed. Any
proJects proposed should be of mlnimum slze and should be carefutly
examined with respect to locaEion and faciLities to serve properly Lhe
markeE iritended.

In generat, Ene proJected levels of demand in the three counties are
below ttre 1965 rate-of constructiorr but slightly above the 1966 levels.
The demand for single-farnily units in Washington County is below both
the 1965 and 1966 construction volume because of a reduced rate of house-
hold formation.



Qualitative Demand

Sine Ie -f lv HousinB.
price to lncome ratlos
experlence, demand for
the patterns presented
acceptable housing can
and ltttle w111 be Pri

35

Based on current famlly lncomes, on sales
typical ln the arear and on recent market
new sates housing is expected to approximate
tn the following table. It is judged that

not be produced to se1l for less than $10'000'
ced below $12,500.

e ClassAnnuat Demand for New Slnol e -familv H sirrll ns- bv Prlc
Beaver. Washlnoton- an hI e tmoreland Count les

Pitts ph. Pennsvlv ia^ HMA

I I 67 I L91

Sales price

Under $15,000
$15,ooo - L7,499
17,500 - 19 ,999
20,ooo - 24,999
25,000 - 29,999
30,000 and over

Total

Beaver
Countv

55
95

100
130

65
55

500

Washington
Coun tv

50
65
85

105
40
30

375

We s tmo re I and
tv

tr5
160
180
230
100
90

875

To ta1

220
320
365
465
205
r75

1,750

Multifamilv lemqnd. Ihe demand for multifamily units in the three counties

ffiorone.andtwo-bedroomun1tsatminimumrent1eve1s.
Most of the demand for efficiencles w111 be ln the $100 to $125 range, most

of the one-bedroom units should be provided at rents of $120 to $150, and

demand for two-bedroom units will arise in the $140 to $165 range' Units of

three or more bedrooms should be provided at monthly rents of $f90 or less'

t



Non aur I c

Table I

rrl trrral Wase and Snlarv Emo nt bv Tvpe of Indust rv
Plrr b Eh. Pe 1a, l{oustng M arket Area. L9 64-1966

( Annual averages tn thousands )

Iqdustrv

Total wage and salary emPloYment

Manuf ac turing

Durable goods
Stone, clay, & glass Products
Prlmary metals
Fabricated metal products
None lec trical machlnerY
Electrical machlnerY
Transportatlon equiPmen t
Other durable goods

Nondurable goods
Food products
Printing & publlshtng
Chemical products
Other nondureble goods

Nonmanuf ac tur lng
Mlning
Contract eonstructlon
Transportation
Public utilities
i{holesale and retai1 trade
Finance, insurance, & real estate
Service and miscellaneous
Governmen t

233.5
18.9

L25.4
24,6
18.3
29.7
6.3

10" 3

re.64

768s5

278,!

8.
7,

11.

20.
151,
32.

t24.
83.

241.5
19.1

130. 1

26.4
18.3
29,5
7.3

10.8

246,.4
20.3

L29,9
28.9
19 .3
29.3
7.9

10 .8

529,8
8.9

39 .5
35.1
2t.5

L62.5
33 .9

r-35 .6
92.8

1965 t966

795 .4 820.9

285 ,9 291.t

44..6 44 "4 44.7
]-7.

499,4

I
1

3
4

1

1

r7"
8.
7.

11.

6

1
4
3

.7

.8

.6

.6

7
7

7

1

o

34
34.

5
7
o
9

o
4
2

7

509 .5
9"5

37 .3
34.s
2L.l

156 .5
33.3

t29.2
88 "O

Note: Detail may not add to totals because of rounding.

source: commonwealth of Pennsylvania Bureau of Employment
Securi ty .



Table II

Estimated Percentaqe Distribut ion of A11 Families by Income
Aftpr l)edrrc ri n0 Federal Income Taxes

Pittsbursh- Pen sv1 vania. Housine Market Area
L967 and L969

Julv 1967 Distribution
Annual

after- tax income

$4,000
4,ggg
5,999
6,ggg

City of
Pittsburgh

Suburban
A1 lesireny

Washington
Countv

Westrnoreland
County

I*14
totai

Beaver
County

i
der
000
000
000
000
000
00c
000
500

Un
4
5
6

7

B

9

0
2

,999
,999
,999

L7
9

L2
L2
11

9
1

l1
L2

100

22
10
11
11
10

9
7

10
10

100

13
8

11
13
10

8
8

t4
15

100

15
10
15
13
11

9
7

11
9

23
l0
13
l2
11

9

5
10

7
100

2l
9

13
'13
L2,

8
6

11
7'

100

$5,575

7

8

9

t21

1

499
verand

,
o

LdTo I 100

Iledian $7,000 $6,625 $2,550 $6,775 $6,350

Julv 1959 Distribution

U

$4
$4, ooo

- 4,ggg
- 5,999
- 6,ggg
- 7 ,999
- 8,999
- 9,999

a<ie r
,000
,000
,000
,000
,0oo
,000
,000
,500

i6
8

11

L2
10

9
a

13
13

2L
9

1L

10
10

9
7

11
L2

13
7

8

L4
10

9
7

r4
1B

100

L4
9

L4
13
11

9
7

L2
1L

100

$7,075

2L
9

13

L2
11

a

7

10
9

100

$6,625

20
8

L2

L2
L2

9

7
11

9
100

5
6
7

8
9

10
t2

- L2,4gg
and over

Toral- i00 100

Median $7,300 $6,900

Estimated by Housing Market Analyst.Source:

$7, 875 $ 6,850



a

Table III

Estimated Percentase- Distribut
a/

of Renter Householdsav Income
After Deducting Federal Income Taxes

Pittsbur:oh - Pennsvlwan a- Housine ldarket Area
L967 L969

.ftriv 1967 Distribution
Annual

after-tax income

Under $4r000
$4,000 - 4,ggg
5,000 - 5,999
61000 - 6,999
7,000 - 7,ggg
8,000 - g,ggg
9,000 - g ,ggg

10,000 - l2,4gg
121500 and over

Total

Median

City of
Pittsbureh

-

5
1_00

$4,950

Suburban
Allgt "ny

28
L4
11
L2

9
8
5
7
6

Washlngton

39
13
L4
L2

8
4
5
2
3

L00

$4,850

Westmoreland
County

37
13
L4

100

$s, ozs

HMA
total

Beaver
County

35
11
13
L2

8
6
4
7

4
100

$5,350

13
I
5
5
2

3

34
L4
L4
L2

9
5
5
4
3

39
L2
11
10

8
6
5
4

37
L2
12
1_3

9
6
4
4
3

100

100 100

$5,775 $s,zoo

Julv 1969 Distribution

Under
$4,ooo -
5,000 -
6,000 -
7,000 -
81000 -
9,000 -

$4, ooo
4,ggg
5,ggg
6rggg
7 ,999
g,ggg
9 1999

31
L4
L2
L4

9
7
4
6
3

33
10
L2
12

9

7

4
B

37
11
L2

9
8
7
5
5

26
L4
10
10
11

8
6
8
7

100

35
L2
13
L4

8
6
5
4
3

100

$5,250

10,000 - l2,4gg
121500 and over 5 6

Total 100 100

Median $S, OOO $S, tZS

al ExcLudes one-person renter households.

Source: Estimated by Housing Market Analyst.

100

$5,025 $s,4zs $s,o7s



Tabte IV

bur

April 1,
19 60

2,405,435

1. 628.587

604,332

va

July 1,
19 65

2.467 .400

1 . 675.400

589,000

1 .087.400
27,600
44,500
36, 950
59, g5o

30, 350
888,950

792.000

2t2.300
26,300

186,000

220.300
23,600

Lg6,7O0

359.400
L7 ,600
1g, 300
2 3,000

300,500

July 1,
L967

2 .509. 600

1 . 704. 700

582,200

1. 122.500
29,400
44,400
39,000
63,40o
32,200

915, 100

804. 900

2L5.950
26,350

199, 600

222.700
24,000

198, 700

366.250
17,750
19, 500
23,500

306, 500

e

Area

HMA total

Average annual change
1960-1965 t965-L967

11.800 21. 1oO

8.925 14.6s0

-3, 100 -2,goo

Allegheny County

Pitt sburgh

Suburban ALlegheny Co.
Bethel
McKee spor t
Mt. Lebanon Twp.
Penn Hi1ls Twp.
Ross Twp.
Rest of County

Remainder of HI'IA

Beaver County
A1 lqulppa
Rest of County

Washlngton County
WashingEon
Rest of County

Westmoreland County
Greensbury
Mone s ge n
New Kenslngton
Rest of County

t.024.255
23 ,650
45,499
35, 361
51,512
25,952

842,29t

t2.025
750

- 170
300

t,425
840

8,990

1. 300
40

-20
-90

L,375

17.550
900

- 100
525

2,225
925

13, 100

776.848

206.948
26,369

180,579

2L7.27L
23,545

t93,726

352.629
17,393
18,424
23,495

293,337

2.925 6.450

1 .025
-10

1,025

580
10

570

L;825

-s1,900

r,200
200

1-,000

3.425
75

100
250

3, 000

a/ Detail may not add to totals because of rounding.

Sources: 1960 Census of populatlon.
1965 and 1967 esrimated by Housing Market Analyst.



Area

Hl,lA to tal

Allegheny County

Pi r Lsburgh

Suburban Allegheny Co.
Be the 1

McKeesport
Mt. Lebanon Twp.
Penn Hl1ls T$rp.
Rose Twp.
Rest of County

Remainder of HI"IA

Beaver County
AL lqulppa
Rest of County

Washington County
LIa sh lng ton
Rest of County

WesEmoreland County
Greensbury
Mone ssen
New Kensington
Rest of County

Table V

Household Trends

July 1,
t965

733.400

502.600

188, 200

Plttebursh. Pennsvlvanla. HI"IA
1960. 1965. and 1967

a

Aprll 1,
1 960

JuLy 1,
L967

750. 800

515. 600

199.000

Avera e annual cha nc",g/

295,557

709.94L

483. qe3

188, 336

6,299
L4,446
L0, ggg
13,780

7 ,296
242,959

59.099
7,403

51,696

64.364
7 ,493

56,871

102.595
5,740
5,744
7 ,555

83,546

3 14 .400
7 ,40O

14, 300
11,500
15,900
9, 600

256,70O

326.600
8,000

14, 300
11,950
16,700

9 r2o0
266,550

3. 600
2L0
-30
L20
400
250

2 ,625

1960-1965

4.475

3.575

-25

L965-1967

8. 700

6.500

400

6.100
300

175
400
300

4,925

2.200

575
25

550

525
25

500

226.048 230.800 235.200 905

5
330

50.850
7 ,400

53,450

65. 3s0.
7 ,600

57 ,750

104. 600
5,825
5,725
7,400

85, 650

62.000
7 ,450

54, 550

66.400
7 ,650

59, 750

105.800 1. 100
50
50

t25
875

330

190
20

L70

9255
5
7

87

,825
,650
,400

380
20

-5
-30
/+00

-a/ ComponenEs may not add to totals because of roundinq.

Sources: 1960 Census of IIousing.
1965 and 1967 esttmated by Housing Marker Analyst.



Table VI

lhe Ilousins Inven torY by Oc cuDancv and Ten
Ptr ns an H}4A

1950 . 195s . and I- 967

Aprll 1,
1960

t Area

ure

JuLy 1,
1965

768.600
733 -400*
480, 500

65. 5
252,900

34,5
35 .2 00
19. s00
5, 600

L,2
13,900

5.2
15, 7oo

195.900

-

188.200

-

90, 600
49.1

97,600
51.9

8. 700
5. 800

-
700
0.9
100
5.0
900

13. 1s0
8.0s0
3, 1.50

L,4
4 rgoo

5.3
5, 100

July 1,
t967

784.000
750.800
490,850

65.4
259,950

34,6
33.200
17.000

-

5, 050

197.000
189.000

-

89,500
47.4

99,5oo
52,6

8 .000
5. 100

-
1r000

1.1
4,100

4.0
2,900

338.500
326.600

-

235,200
72,0

9 1 ,400
29.0

11. 900

-

6.500

I

Houelne

Total housing lnventory
Total occupled

Owncr
Perce n t

Renter
Percent

Total vacant
Avallable

For sale
Homeowner vacancy rate

For rent
Renter vacancy rate

Other vacant

Citv of Plttsbureh
Total houslng lnventory

Total occupled
Owner

Percent
Renter

Percen t
Total vacanc

Avallab1e
For sale

Homeowner vacency rate
For rent

Renter vacancy rate
Other vacant

SulufbgnJllgehenv Countv
toEal nouBlng lnventory

Total occupted
Owner

percent
Renter

Percent
Total vacant

Avallable
For sale

llomeownor vacaney rate
I'ttr 

"on.,Renter vacaney rate
other vaeent

o, B3g74

7os.s4r
464,249

65.4
245 ,692

34.6
30. 897
17.193

1e6.168
IBr35r

-

g1, g3L

1.0
11, 950

4,4
16r 200

7L5
1.0
478
4.b
704

4

L2

13,

49. g

96r 505
5t.2

7.832
5.22s

655
0,7

41570
4,5

2,607

306.838

-

2e5.s5L
zLL,420

71.5
84,137

29.5
11.281
6.864
2,595

5

2,

327.550
3 14. 400

-

226,000
71.9

88,4oo

5

L,2
4 1279

2,3
4r4ll

2g,l

2,500
1.L

4,100
4,3

r!)(me

300

a



Table VI
(continued)

Ttre Housl ns Inventory bv Occupancy and Tenure
Pirr sbursh. Pennsvlv ania. HMA

Beaver Countv
Totatr houslng i-nventory

Total. occupled
Oruner

Percent
Ren Eer

' Percent
Tota1 vacant

Avallable
For sate

I-lomeowner vacancy rate
For renL

Renter vacancy rate
Other vacant

Washlngton County
Total houslng inventory

Total occupied
Owner

Perce nt
Renter

Percent
Total vacant

r$a11ab1e
For sal-e

Ilomeowner vacancy rate
For rent

Renter vacant rate
Other vacant

We s tmore l.and Cotrnty
Tora'l houstng Inventory

Total occupled
Owner

Percent
Renter

Percent
Tofal vacant

Aval1-able
For sale

Ilomeowrrer vacancy rate
For rent

Renter vacancy rate
Other vacant

Aprll 1,
19 60

6LJs5
59.099
43,218

73.L
15,881

26.9
L656
1.281_

67 ,447
6t+.364
43,966

58. 3
20,398

3L.7
3.083
L.436

108. 6.30
l_02 .585
73,814

72.0
28,77L

28.0
6.045
.2,J37

July 1,
1965

July 1,
t967

63. 900
60. 850
44,050

72.4
1_ 6,800

27 .6
3.050
1.400

4so
1.0
950
5.4

1, 650

6s.090
62.000
44,700

72.L
17, 300

27.9
3.000
1.300

350
0.8
950
5.2

l-,700

375
0.9
906
5.4

1,37 5

450
l_.0

1,200
5.4

1,9507

385
0.9

1, 051
4.9
641

58. 950
65. 350
44,450

58. 0
20,900

32.0
3. 600
1. 650

6e.8W
66.400
45, l-50

68.0
21,250

32.0
3 .400
1 .400

400
0.9

L,000
4.s

2 ,000

-LU-Zgq,
10 6. 800

7 6,300
7L.4

3o,5oo
28 .6

L 9oo
2 " qOi,

800
1.0

1,800
5.6

lr, 300

711+

1.0
L,673

5.s

1L1 1 300
104.60_0

75, 350
72.0

29,250
28.0

6.7Q9
2.60!

900
1.2

1, 700
5.5

4, l-00B653

1960 Census of Housing;
1965 and L967 estimated by Housing Market Analyscs'

Source s :



Tabte VII

Pittsburgh. Pennsvlvania. Area PostaI !.racaGy Survee

April 4-21. 1957

Tda[ rcsrdtnr es &d npl:I@Db Rcsidcncer

Total possibie \ etaot toits Lltdcr
dclrvaies flt "i Lscd \e* const.

Iacrnt unir+

delirries {ll ! t s€d \a c.-*-

546.100 8.425 1.5 7.625 8q) r..r25 96.Ofi)

\a.enI unirr
I olal DosErDlc I q.t"r

,leliiaics \li 'i I sed \er rnosr.
Total p.--.Li-

Posral aea

The Survey Area Total
(e s t iuted)

Allegh€ny CouDty
Pi tt sburgh
Reoainder of Allegheny

Couoty

642 -LOO

459.700
153, !00

306, 500

13.850

9.775
4,L7 5

5,600

528.959

346.549

L94.7 30

r04.994

3,632
4,t17
3,252
2,a93

490
14,336

4,4O5
2,383
9,554
3,076

l1,646
1 r,003

5, 101
5,@E
7,858

t0,823
4,S 15

1r.792

7.7r4

4.245

2.882

442.774

277.t17

t42.702

66.591

3,837
951

6,A22
3,053
8,339
i,447

1,569
I,865
5,O72
4,633
),147

6.935

4.388

2-278

1.371

t-2*

7@

3@

55

86. 185

69.372

52.028

38.403

162
1,538

t27
297
400

4,940

56E
1,432
2,732

2t
3,3O7
7,156

t,534
3;743
2,7E6
6,19(}
I, 068

I .550

I .200
@0

600

1.4?9

I .075

776

527

, !47

76r

255

l5

2.2 t2-275

2.1 8.600
2-7 3,67'

L.8 4,925

2.2 LO.3a2 1,410 2.693

2.2 6-706 1.008 1.E35

2,2 3.620 626 1.136

2.7 2.5L6 166 576.

1.575 2-975

1.175 2. 100
500 700

380.500 5.875 r.5 5.350
r08,800 2,225 2.O 2,175

675 1,40O 271.700 3,650 1.3 3,175

525
50

4tt

79-2@
44,1@

34,9fl'

900
loo

8(x)

^ 5-425 5.7 4.650

1.900 4.9 3.250
1,950 4.4 1,500

1,950 5.6 I.750

775

650
450

200

45
8E

2;

2.500 :19 4.4

3.8
o.0

6-O30

300
50

754

The Survey Area Total
(surveyed sapte)

Allegheny County

' Pittsburgh !

Inside Ci.ty

Stati.otr6:
Arseoal
BlooEfteld
Brookline
CarsoD
DomtoE
East Liberty

t.6 6-202 73'

1.6 3.917 L7r

1.6 2.OE9 189

2.1 t.349 22

4.857 5.6 4.180 6'11

3-326 4.8 2.7A9 537

1.968 3.8 1.53r 437

1.511 3.9 1.167 34t

io6

30

20

I

t.,

_1-9

7.E

o.o

68
58
23

109
131
4r0 25f

44
28
23
74
11

151

41
28
2t
't4
L1

t51

190
47
99
90

2r0
101

24
27

35
7t

t7l

1.9
L-4
o.7
3.8

26.7
2.9

1.3
1.1
0.7
2.9

12.2
1.6

470
579
125
595

90
396

190
47

loo
91

2tL
101

.o 351
-o 48
.2 288 2t
.3 101 1.

.3 3E8 I
-4 157

8

65
55
2t

109
85

322

3

3
2

46
88

1
5

;
3

2

3
2

3
2

5

,

2259

24 t4.E
N 2.O
: 0.0

35 11.8
120 30.0
259 5.2

Haze lrcod
Ktlhuck
Mouot Oliver
lbuat Eashlngton
North Stde
'Oakland

Obseratcy
Shadyside
Squirrel fll11
gptom
gabash

351
48

309
102
389
L57

r36
68
30

336
157

o
9
5
o
5
9

73 2.O 70
L9 1.0 t6
I O.2 8

t22 2.6 LZz
78 2.1 70

133 3 tt
27 41 20
17 13 13

226 110 I
123 v 220

r61 2E.3
I 0.1

209 7.7
It 47.E

176 5.4
56 0,7

l6l
I

189
1t

178
55

35 o.o

4
v
4

16

I
I
]
3

l
8

32

t5

2;
12

216

63
1t

9
104
53

,7
.2
.4
.1
.3

2
I
0
3
3

63
49
22

2t4
79

3E
13

1to
26

4.1
t.3
0.8
3.5
7.4

! See fotnote on pag€ 5

{,LdaL}t,Jl,'kriPn'-{d6l
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Table VII (cont'd)
Pirtsbureh, PenEsrlvania. Area PostaI'jacapcv Survey (continued)

Aprii 4-21. 1967

Toral resrde,r,,e' an,l R e:;i den c es llossc trailcts

.Iutai 
possible

deliveries ltl i sEd 'iex cons!.
t'nJ..

191

. . \ atantl6ril Dr5srllr
,lei^etic. \o. I

Tr,t;l pc"s ble
delireries .{li 1 t 'ed \"*

tlnder Total oossible
ll ', r sed \ew

t nder

Outside Citv

Ettra
NcKdigh t
ltillvale
Nouflt LebaEoo
Newille ls1aod
Pem Ui1ls

Pleasaot Hi-I1s
Sha!psbu!g
South iliils
Srls 6vaie
tlest VieE
Wilkio sburg

89-736 
'.3& 

lJ 1.r.04 zeo 560 76.111 901 t.2 740 167 305 13.625

t,373
I

1,510
612

5
608

1,3 60
215

t,255
158

95
r,862

1,203

L7.344

457 3.4 3& 93 255 220 20 9.1

tt2 4 3.6

0.0

B!anche s :
Be llewe
B iamox
B!entDooC
Castle Sha.scn
Cedarhurst
Crafton

5 ,949
t,379
6,960
3,772
2,18i
1,839

to2

59
37
11

91

119

69
29
92
53
20

1,20

83
272

0.'t
0.8
1,0

3.6
4.5

4
1

5
3

L

5,O92

4,922
3,055
2,@6
8, 895

2.
1.
1.
2.
,
0.

2

I
1

4
2

1

52
9

52
17

9
68

16
1l
18
44

77

50

7

;
25

I5
24

:

42

11
3

8

1

6

t:

382

57
u:

38
55

LLA

L4

9

10
10

20
6

576
37L
450
160
r78
231

22
8

29
31
9

49

5.8
12.5
r.5
1.0
0.0
5.4

30
1

23
6

11

56
23

't4
63

83
153

2.110 1.6 1.828 2a2 400

22
8

36
31
11
50

0.6
o.7
1.0
0.5

1.1
L.4
1.1
1.0
0.0
L.2

725068
12
23
t4

9

20

,:

;

t5
47 24 52
1882
32-4

69 34 81

15

4

10
10
4
4
6
4

5
11

211
8

38

L2.2
6.1
0,0

19.2
6.7
5.1

72
50

5
1

57
7 9949

33 51
64 61
20

160
83 38
406

7

2

1

24

t2

;
2

3

31
29

5
51

80
I

11

:
,13

15

L;

16

2

5
3r
29

5
55

119

0.5
1.9 19 14

Stat ions:
corli ss
Eouewood

t,435
5, 618
2,288
4,645

528
9,458

31
95
26
44

6,452
2,4L2
6,1,77
3,813
2,7OL

l0 ,7 57

7 ,335
r,67 6
8 ,004
5,862
8,034

95
138

20
377
t29
133

1,327
5,O77
2 t2A6
3, 340

296
8,885

2,3t4
4,853

L34,475

9-9 119

2
7
1

9
0
3

1
)
5
4
7

1

8
52

2

108
54r

2
r, 305

232
573

14.8
4.4
0.0
0.9
0.0
2.8

15
7l
26
32

103

67
24
5t
24
15
65

58
26
84
53
19

114

0.1
2.3
2.5
3.8
5.3
3.0

1.3
1.1
t.2
0.8
0.6
0.7

11
1

8

1
2

58

1.3s8 7.8 1.258 100

41

506 l0 2.o

1lo

16

49

:

299

31.9

2-4

2,3t4
6,056

151.819 3.468 3.086

Z)
72

2 25
153

Other P.st Offlces

Allisoq Park (3-30-67)
Bethel Park (3-27-67)
Brackenridge (3-31-67)
Braddock
Bridgevi I 1e
Carnegie (3-28-67)

4,438
7,122
L,487
6,87 4
5,743
6,596

90
t25

20
160
121
46

4,r.7 9 38
75
20

377
91
78

699

50
5
1

106

4L
2t1
189
130
119
438

5
1l

2t7
8

87

Jors not rorer sr,,res. oftices. c,,nrmcrcial hotl- anrl rr,r. l.. 'r
drrmirorie.. n,,r jt,.s r1 L ,., r i,i,,rrtr:d-up rrsidenres or dprrrments tlrdt ,re not intenderl for ,)Li upnilr\ .

,,ne pus-rl,lc dcirrcrr.

s,uae: lll\post.rl rar.rnrr.,,r,,! ron4u,lrrlLr Loiiah'xaringlr(ritrnaslerls)



Table VII (conyd)

Pittsburdr. Penosvlvauia. Area postal lracanc" Sorev (cortinued)

April 4-21. 1957

Tqai residccces and

irostal rca
Td.l possible

delivcries

2,647
7, OO0
9,O29

688
t,263
4,352

3,29t
2,380
3,392
2,153
4,266
9,920

676

10,388

53. 761

t2,226
6,339
2,59r
5,177

l0,80o

lll i ls.d \.-
t-qda

flcsid.nccr

Toul po.srhlc Veceat urirs
1 -)-.oclrrerr.s tll % l scd ]cr coBt.

Che srlck
CL airtoo
Coraopolls
Cre ithtoo
Dravosburg (3-2E-67)
Duquesne (3-28-67)

East UcKeesport
(3- 30- 67 )

Easr Pittsburg,h
E1 izaberh
Glassporr (3-31-67)
cl e n shau
Horestead

Leet sdale 17
35-l
127

t7
319
t22

26
166
?!o

31
2l
75

26
154
196
3l
2t
67

2,478
4,5&
8,503

688
t,247
3,887

24
83

1-19
31

t7
48

l.o
1-a
1.6
4.5
1.4
1.2

24
7l

r16
31

t7
47

1.0
2.4

4.5
t.7
7.7

1

t3
67

I
7

29
l7
44
49

98

351o3
303-
6066

10173
32 6 r,s

l9E 8 to3

I
6

or_

1
I

3

5
3

45
6

;
al

;

E
2
5
5
6
8

5

;
t7,:

96

15
4

l0
12
24

8
65
52
33
44

559 1.2 538 31

r14 1.0 99 1519 0.4 18 I
10 0.4 10
51 1.6 58 3

157 1.6 tSr 4

29
26
45

I
69
65
42
44

876
796
811
676
337

46.6L4

67 l6
45340
A2216

9-2
L271E
71 13 t7
35 t4 26
62

t2
,?

9

45
32
66

108
38

206

68
48
84

4,672
2,228
1,82 6

L. !1

1.3
1.9
4.6
0.9
2-1

2,966
t,51't
3,O40
t,8&
4,2N
8, 186

576

9,811

4,t14
t,997
I,418

l,317
4,3a6
2,531
3,776
9,984

l.o
1.1
t.4
2.6
o.8
t.2

2t
15
39
44
28
90

Y.{?espcy: (?-j0-87)
2.5

1.2 5

t7
500

90

2.5 t7
z.c q5b
0.9 85

o.7
1.3
3.2

!{cKees Rocks
liatroDa f,eLghts

(4-28_67)
Oal@Dt
Pi tcairD

Sprlngdale(4-3-6tt 1,906
Iurtle Creek 4,043
Verona 6,507
west ltifflln (3-30-67) 7,7t3
wiloerding (3-28-67) 1,693

t7
13

r'.5
a)
4.6

2E
23
44

3
I
I

9 0.5
l3t 3.2
84 1.3
49 0.6
62 3-7

1,
3,
5,
7,
I,

o.4
1.8
1.1
0.5
3.3

4
l3
9

Beaver County

Aligulppa (3-28-67)
Aobrldge
Badeo
Beave r
Beaver Falls

l.l17

t6
ll7
t4

L23
300

2.1 t-O21 stl

1.3 t47 t7
1.8 t16 I
0.5 l4
2.4 r19 4
2.8 237 63

245

158
4

10
t2
24

l h,, suevev r."vers
rlnrcrrt.,rics: n,,r

drcllin3 units rn rrsidences, apdrrmcnti. rnd hoose trailcis, iocludiog milirau. insiitltiohal public bousing units. aad units used onlr *r*nallv. Tleco'cr &rodedep rcsidenccs o. apartments lf,o. r. 14 iilendcd for occopancv-

\,,ur.,.e: l'lll fD(tal vrrrocr *rver conrloctr:rl hr tollubcarinr p,rsrnrastcr(s)

hilds

o.,
o.o
3.{

fotalTqeI posrible \ tcul tlits I ^)--de!,u6c. {ll i t sed \" 
'.;;:,-

1 2.9
! !_6
| 4.6

.:
- 0-o

l09
63,:

22

54
I

5t

4t

97

4

;
z4

3
39
15

2
83
80

4
20

333
37

t9
22
38

I
52
t9
2

l8

465

48
98
4

6l
M

2

E3
80

t,
28

l6
l5
22
59

4
108

363
37

39
22
39

I
62
l9

7
l8

548

1_2
3-4

15.2

19- o
6-0

r69
436
526

2l
465

2

8

o-o

2

2

;
2

325
8C3
352
489

56
1,7t4

:, 568
577

4.9
l-9
6.3

t2.L
6.1
6-2

9.6
6-4

7.7

t4
15
2l
57
4

r08

63 r49

I 25.O

c.0
0.o

ti 2-:-

30

4

2

I

55

7.O
9.5
9-6

3.3
25.L
2.7

18,9
5.1

558
231
t@

a,
247
696

37
355

7 -147

5.5
5.O
6.7
4.4

17.5

3-6
5.5
o.o
4.5
l-o

6
2

;
t

2;
a:

5&

r68
37
ll
2?

r02

143:
I

59

50
98
4

62
t4l

909
953

50
401
416

surrer dors nor cor.r sl{rcs. offrccs. conmerrirl lrorels and m*cls. ,w
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Table VII (cont'd)
Pi!tsburqh. ?ennsy1va6ia. Ar.a Jos:a1 Vacancv Survey (continued)

Aprll 4-21. l96i

Totai possiSle
dci i v:r: es

Tcrr. p:*Lle

20. o

-!"ra! rts ier. e. an,i aprrments

1 tisad \cw
[-'odcr Total possible Under \,acanr unir,

toral possrble t nder
delii,eries AII ^i I sed \c* casl.Postal area deliveries Ali

Freedoo
!.lid land
l{onaca
N€u BrighLon
Roche s ter

I{ashingtoo County

Burgeftstom
(3-29- 57 )

Cellfcrnia
Canonsburg (3-30-67)
Char ieroi
finleyvi.lLe (3-30-67)

Hous ton
I'teDonaId (3-29-67)
Moooogahe 1a
l.Iashington

l,lestrcreland County

Dery
Gr een sburg
Ileminie
Irwln
Jeaonette
Latrobe

Llgon ier
Monessen
lloun! Pleasant
lturrysvil l e

Neu Kenslngton
(4- 7- 67 )

43.31i 902 2.L

1 0, ?

i,E06

4,807
3,653

L3
!1i

:,46
11

7'

6,3

L.2

L9
22

L7i
Li4

44
20

L54
167

50

39.379 601 1.5

4t
114
49

L44
42

830

6
1

2

;
,
1

2
1
3

i

4
1
7
1
1

r72

3
1

10
t4

9

L49

5
2

40
7

t2

4
9
4

66

464

I1
94

5
77
20
13

18
5

64
18

Lr2

l8
30
t2
56
25

53
66
li

lo
11

r.4
26

t,107
L,371

4,300
3,018

1t
101

61
28

240

2,O36
4,472
4, 680
1,955

25 1.5 23
34 2.5 )1,
41 1.O 37

90 2.L 88
18 0.6 t8

3
1

10
8
9

272LL
206 50 78
t7-5

119 32 43
t23 6 20
89 13 13

0.9
1.4

2.1

2

;
2

IE
80
t2
56
24

277

29
3

35
44
I

4.433 295 6.7

2t5
435
2tL
507
640

113
24

803
725

64

601
101
737

,265

8.4
18.4
5.7

11. 0
3.9

21
16.
4.
6.

t4.

32.1
8.6
0.0

18.3
9.1

10.8

t8 2

;
I

2.6

1.5
0.0

0.0
9,1
0.0
2.3

2 lo,5
- 0.0
I 7.1

lo 3.5
7 21.2
4 3.8

1

1
6
4
2

1
2

4
14

72

5
2

IL

?
1

6
15

5

236

2
56

4l
8

19

553 54 115

1535
t7L2

119 i8 36
t2315
426t2

r444
3069
,844

145 5 39

18
18

L37
r,3o
48

18
36

150

958
246
846
458
257

ot2
484
903

31
4

38
44

9

18 33

11

A;5 20 t .?

o.o
2,O71
L,27O
7,649
5, 18-?

1,816
2,tL3
5,22L

16,1 68

84.837

14,853

51
37

10s
202

77
350

17
L42
L57
t43

2.4
t.1
2.3
3.4
2.5

55 3.0
t+3 2.O

1?0 2.3
?07 1.3

4.2
2.9
1.8

2.1
1.9

3.9
4.6
1.3
1.7

81
243

63
33

325

:
1
8

I

;

7.1
30.8

1.8
t,2
1.0

2.3

1.4

1

17
7

68
57

6.2 37
6.9 7
9.2 51
4.5 57

4
11
52

*7

6572.059 2.4 1.823

'19

406
t1

183
165
L62

?9,604 1.371 1.7 1.194 r77 292 5 .231 688 13. I

150

32
36
@

629

50
144

23
34
54

10
142

2
2

6

'3

53

59

6

;
2
6

;
31

4l 6.2

r ,859
L4,2t2

942
10,341

't ,134
I,426

1,703
12,41t

918
10, 165

1 ,337
7,871

29
256

151
L29
to2

t.1
2.1
L.9
1.5
1.8
1.3

156
!,741

24
175
397
555

l9
9

t4
2E3
3l

r06

50
16

74

2,091
5,254
4,7L0
L,992

76
242

54
16

5
1
9

t7

665L2
10015
529L4
t4 14 18

206 34 49

10
L42

2
5

55
782

30
37

476

18. 2
L8.2
6.7

13. 5

67

5

11.9

20.0

8

2-2 258 67 14,377 85 17.9 52 23 4.1



Table VII (cont'd)

PiitsburEi. P€iosvlvania. Area Pcsta'l lacarcy Suryey

A"ril a-21. 1967

T,Iai resrdence- .rcri uartnents Rcsideor e<

i.;ral pcssrble
leii! r.ies

t ndcr
,ieli, rr::s \il i I sei \r. corst.

. \,.aor un;r
lot.l Dossrbl. I xi<r

dclricrics {ll - l.ed \c* coosr. =;----r
l rtal rrss:bic I odcr

P,rsra, trt: .: I:scd \c

Scoccdale

Uaoderg:1t.
Uest Ne?tc. (3-28-57)
Youcgrcod

12

57
135
t1

2.6

0.8
1q

'tL

52
L34

13

2,158
L,2C1
2.CO3
1-109

9
I

I
4

I
5
1

4

5+2
256
83?
911
055

45
)2
80
14
15

1.8

o.7
!.4

44
21
79
l0
15

3

9
8
2
1
4

I
5
1

:

2to
100
369

12
54

27 L2 _9
25 25-O
55 lt .9
1 4.2
6 11.1

2'l
25
55

3

6

iz

l4

3 LA.3
- o.0

Z tt.3
- o.0

ll' the sa*gliog iL the areas served
incl.uried ai1 routes estlEaie.i to
tf, apartre.ts ana about one-half
Io the ar"-". s.rvei 5y all cther
rdutEg reae srrveced-

br- the Pittsburgh Post Office
hrte substantlal deliveries
of the refralnlng postal routes.
post cfflces 100 percent of all

'i. .- .t,r:.r; car r:es it r ":r b.,r,ied-up resrCencts ''r rn?rrtn.nts tirat drF not inttnded i"r of'uPrnfv'

,,nc p,:.srri, dtiiren

\.,u . !ll\i,,,sr:i.rranl 'ur',.-r,,'nrlu,r"rlbr.oil,b"ral,nep,rs!tr!rst.!{s)

a
f



Table VIII

Status of New House Completions Dur lne I-966 in Selected Subdivisions
Ptttsbureh. PennsvLvania- Hl,lA

as of January L. L967

Sales price
Total

completlons Pre-soLd Total
Speculative con struction

a $12,500 -
15,0oo -
17,500 -

$14,999
L7 ,499
t9,999
24 r9gg
29 1999
34,999

35
226
464
501
382
2ot
202

2 |OLL

31
158
350
399
290
150

4
68

Lt4
LOz

92
51

Unsold

1

22
24
27
15

Percent

25.0
29.4
19. 3
23,5
29.3
29.4
34.L
26.7

20

00
00
00
00

20 ro
25 ro
30r0
35r0 and over

Total
LL7

L,495
85 29

516 138

sl Includes 133 subdivisions, each with five or more comptetlons during
L9 66.

Source: Unsol-d Inventory Survey conducted by the Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania,
FHA Insuring Offlce.

I

t



Table IX

Urban Renewal Pro'iect,s
Plttg.bureh. Pennevlvanla. FMA

burban A e en nt

Palisades Plaza (26-l )

Wilklnsburg Center (R-2-65)

Wilkinsburg Project (R-96)

Beaver Countv

Southend ( 3-1 )
Center (R-118)
Rochester Hospital (R-297)
The Hub (R-114)

Washl nston - Countv

California State College (R-133)
Canonsburg Area (GN) (R-132)
Curry Fi.eId (R-i65)
Central CitY (R -211)
McKean Avenue (R-267)
Community Renewal Prog. (R-190)
Central Ci ty (R -98 )

Wes reland Co

Central (R-294)
Eastgate (R-27)
Westgate (R-221)
First Inlard (R"32)
Ninth Street (R-2t0)
Parnassu Triangle (R-78)
Plaza (R-l8c))
Downtown (R -259 )

)Ci ty of Pi t tsbursh

Private [y-f inanced Projects :

Gateway Center
Jones & Laughlin (3 Projects)
DeSo ta-Thackeray
Cen tre -Morgan
Allegheny,General HosPital

- Sherleden Park
Al.legheny South
Reedsdal e -R idge
Chartiers Val LeY

Federal I y -ai ded Pro jec t s :

Lower tlill (7-1)
Chateau Street West (R-t9)
East Li bertv ( A, B, ancl C) (R-84)
Allegheny Center (R-41 )

Blrrf f Street (R-59)
Stadiurn (R-2O2)
Homewood North (R-199)
Woods Run (R-285)
Federal -Anderson
Communi ty Renewal Program (R- t lll )

East Liberty GN) (R-t8)
Demons tration Projec t (D-6 )

Demonstration Project (D-U)

a

Sr.rburban 41 leeherrv Coun tY

Brackenridge (R -203 )
General Bracldock Pla'za (25-l)
Carnegie Pr<> ject (R-65 )

Blair Redevelopnrent ( 15-l )

0liver Plaza (31-1)
[ast Pittsburgh (R-56)
Downtown (R-125)
First Ward (2-1)
Mon-Yough (R-101)
GNRR (GN) (R-66)
PLaza (23-l)
Project No. 2 (R-205)
hlayman Way (R-67)
Valley Center (R-57)
Wi lmerding (GN ) (R-209 )

CoILier Tt^rp. Area (FS) (R-70)

G

Stlurces:lgfr6UrbanRenewalDirectoryandPittsburghRedevelopmentAutlrorities
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