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Executive Summary

This study, conducted by Abt Associates for the City of Cambridge,

addresses two major questions:

. What are the characteristics of households in rent

controlled apartments in Cambridge?

. How do they compare with other households in the City?

Because no data are available containing all the necessary information,
answers to these questions were obtained using data from a survey of Cambridge
households conducted by Abt Associates during April and May, 1987. In order
to provide a broad array of information useful to Cambridge policy makers, the
survey asked about rent, housing characteristics, income, and household

descriptors.

Rent and income are lower for households in subsidized and rent
controlled units as compared with non-controlled units. Average contract rent
for non-controlled units was $622 per month but only $383 for rent-controlled
units and $298 for subsidized housing. Differences also exist in income
distribution for households in rent controlled and non-controlled units but
they are not as dramatic as the differences in rent. Incomes for households
in subsidized units are generally much lower than the other groups while

households in owner occupied units had higher incomes (see Exhibit 3-4),



Income Distribution and Average Monthly Contract Rents
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The result of these relationships are rather wide differences in the rent

to income ratios faced by these households.
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For example, for 32 percent of rent controlled households, rent exceeds

30 percent of income; this number jumps to 47 percent and 56 percent for non-

controlled and subsidized housing, respectively (see Exhibit 3-6).

Household composition also varied across housing type.

Nearly half the

rent controlled units were occupied by one person households as compared with

less than a third of other households (see Exhibit 3-8).

A total of 68

percent of the rent controlled units were occupied by single people or couples



without children. Only 50 percent of non-controlled units were, as were 52

percent of owner occupied units, and 42 percent of subsidized units.

Twenty-one percent of owner occupied households and 26 percent of
subsidized units had elderly members as compared with 7 percent of controlled
units and 8 percent of non-controlled units (see Exhibit 3-9). Twenty-three
percent of families in subsidized units had children under age six compared
with 8 percent in rent-controlled units, 14 percent in non-controlled units,

and 17 percent in owner occupied units (see Exhibit 3-10).

Minorities occupy 17 percent of rent controlled units, 22 percent of non-
controlled units, and 13 percent of owner occupied units. In contrast,

minorities comprise 45 percent of subsidized units (see Exhibit 3-11).

Finally, housing characteristics also differ by housing type. Rent
controlled units are smaller on average than other types of housing; Fifty-
five percent have 0-1 bedrooms compared with 37 percent of subsidized units,
33 percent of non-controlled units and 12 percent of owner occupied units (see

Owner occupied households are the least crowded, with 23 percent having &4
or more rooms per person. In contrast, only 3 percent of subsidized units are
this uncrowded, as are 18 percent of controlled, and 13 percent of non-

controlled units (see Exhibit 3-23). "~

The remaining chapters of this report review the background of this
study, describe the survey methodology, and report the detailed survey results
for household and housing characteristics. The findings presented are purely
descriptive. Appendices provide the survey questionnaire and supplementary

tabulations of the data.
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Household Characteristics Within Each Housing Category
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1.0 BACKGROUND

On May 5, 1986 the Cambridge City Council adopted an order that the City
Manager arrange to provide the City Council "with any available statistics as
{to} the kind of people (i.e., age, economic level, etc.) living in rent
controlled units, 2-3 family and larger buildings, etc., and if such informa-
tion is not presently available, to have the proper agency conduct such a

study and report back to the City Council as soon as possible."

In the search conducted by the Community Development Department for
available data, it became clear that direct answers to the question were not
already available. Such information is not kept as part of the records of the
Rent Control Board or any other agency. The Community Development Department
assembled some basic facts on the numbers of rent controlled units and their
distribution by size of building in the City as well as sohe basic data on

population and housing characteristics from the 1980 U.S. Census.

Because these data were not refined enough to address the original ques-
tion, the City solicited proposals for a further study of existing data and
consideration of a direct survey to obtain the information needed. The solic-
itation for the proposals (that were submitted October 24, 1986) called for an
analysis of 1980 U.S. Census data, combined with statistics from the Rent
Control Board and the Cambridge Housing Authority, '"to compare tenants in
rent-controlled units to (a) tenants in non-rent controlled private housing,
and (b) tenants in subsidized housing in Cambridge." Abt Associates, in a
contract effective December 22, 1986, performed the required study and the

results are summarized in the report, Cambridge Rent Control Study -- Phase 1

Status Report.1

In addition to the data sources named above, we also used the Valuation
File of the Assessor's Office for buildings classified in that file as subject
to rent control (to which we appended the Census Block Group identification as
a function of building address) and supplemented the data from the Cambridge
Housing Authority by telephone inquiries to the owners and managers of pri-

vately owned subsidized housing (using a listing and map provided by the

1. Cambridge Rent Control Study: Phase 1 -- Existing Data Status Report,
Abt Associates Inc., Cambridge, Massachusetts, March 1987.




Community Development Department). We made reference to a street listing

(City census) from the Cambridge Rent Control board.

The basic methodology used was to disaggregate statistics first to the 13
planning districts in the City, then to the level of the 95 Block Groups into
which the U.S. Census has divided the City. This did not permit exact identi-
fication of the characteristics of households in rent controlled units, but it
did permit a statistical analysis of the way in which aggregate household
characteristics at the Block Group level vary with the relative concentration

of rent controlled units at the Block Group level.

Across 95 Block Groups we found a negative correlation of -0.140 between
mean incomes of renter households and the proportion of rent controlled rental
units in the Block Group. For the 66 Block Groups with no subsidized housing
properties the cleaner analysis (one not requiring any correction for these
households) yields a correlation of -0.284. For the 66 Block Groups with no
subsidized properties we also found a negative correlation (-0.39) between the
percentage of renter households with 1979 incomes of $20,000 or more and the
percentage of rent controlled rental stock. These results indicate that, on
average, rent controlled units tend to be occupied by lower income households
and that very high income households tend to live in areas with low concentra-

tions of rent controlled households.

The Status Report provided the City with an analysis of available data by
using household characteristics from the 1980 U.S. Census and from owners of
subsidized housing properties to describe average household characteristics at
the Census Block Group level in relation to the fraction of rental units that
are rent controlled in that Block Group. These data do not answer the ques-
tion raised, however, in that they do not provide information on individual
households, classified by the rent control status of their unit. The original
Scope of Work in the Abt Associates contract with the City provided that, "If
the results of the data analysis are inconclusive or insufficient, the Consul-
tant shall provide sufficient evidence for recommending either a more in-depth
analysis of existing data or a sample survey among tenants in rent-controlled
and non rent-controlled buildings (excluding subsidized units) and'possibly

among homeowners."

Because existing data were inadequate to answer the question posed, the

City modified our study contract as of February 12, 1987 to include the design



of a household survey to gather the needed information. The resulting report2

reviewed the data requirements, indicated the items to be included in a house-
hold survey and provided alternative approaches to the sampling design for
reaching the households whose responses can be used to answer the objectives
of the study. A sample questionnaire was submitted to the City as a separate

item.

On April 2, 1987 the Cambridge City Council commissioned Abt Associates
to conduct a survey of households in Cambridge to compare tenants in rent-
controlled units to tenants in three other types of housing units; a) owner
occupants (including condominiums), b) tenants in non-rent controlled units
and c) tenants in subsidized units. This report summarizes the survey meth-
odology and results. Section 2 reviews the survey methodology. Section 3
presents the survey results in the form of tabulations of household socio-
economic and housing characteristics permitting comparisons between households

in rent controlled and other types of housing.

2. Cambridge Rent Control Study: Phase II -- Household Survey Design
Report, Abt Associates Inc., Cambridge, Massachusetts, March, 1987.




2.0 SURVEY METHODOLOGY

The purpose of this study was to gather socioeconomic and housing char-
acteristics data from households in Cambridge. A phone survey was determined
to be the most effective way to gather this data, both in terms of providing
anonymity with respect to sensitive rent and income questions and in terms of
cost of obtaining data from a large random sample of households. The survey
methodology is described in detail in the Phase II report of the Cambridge
Rent Control Study.

2.1 Sample Design

~ As indicated in the design report, target samples of households were
established for each of four types of housing--rent controlled, subsidized,
neither rent controlled nor subsidized rentals and owner-occupied. The

original target samples were

Rent Control 500
Non-Controlled 333
Subsidized 333
Owner-Occupied 333

~

These samples provide adequate statistical reliability for detecting differ-
ences between households in rent controlled units and each of the other

categories.

In order to estimate the size of the telephone sample needed to generate
these target samples we first made estimates of the incidencé of the types of

housing in the city as shown in Exhibit 2-1,

The technique used to sample households was random digit dialing, where
banks of 100 telephone numbers with few residential numbers are eliminated
thus increasing the probability that any sampled telephone number will be
usable. The actual sample of telephone numbers used was selected by Survey
Sampling Inc., of Fairfield, Connecticut, comprising a total sample of 8,340

numbers divided into 30 random subsamples, or replicates. This provided for



flexibility in terms of the sample committed and according to the estimated
distribution of Exhibit 2-1, should have provided for a surplus of approxi-

mately 30 percent, assuming a 70 percent response rate.

Exhibit 2-1

Approximate Housing Stock in Cambridge

Total Households in Cambridge (1980) 38,836

Owner Occupants 8,857 (22.8%)
Rent controlled units (1987) 17,116 (44.1%)
Number of Subsidized units (1987)% 5,463 (14.1%)
Number of non rent controlled, non subsidized 7,400 (19.1%)

rental units (residual)

*  Includes approximately 4663 units in subsidized properties and another
800 other subsidized units. Of the 1,017 Section 8 certificates,
approximately 210 are used in subsidized properties.

2.2 Survey Summary

Exhibit 2-2 summarizes the disposition of the sample of telephone numbers
drawn. Completion rates and response rates have no singular definitions.3
Several measures of success rates of surveys are used. Of the 7,952 telephone
numbers attempted, 1,483 provided usable responses (a completion rate of 18.6
percent). Of the 2,165 non-screened out, working, rent-paying Cambridge

numbers reached, 1,483 usable responses were obtained representing 68.5

3. See "On Definition of Response Rates," a Special Report of the CASRO Task
Force on Completion Rates (Council of American Survey Research
Organizationsj Port Jefferson, New York, June 1982).
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Exhibit 2-2

Survey Summary

Initial sample of telephone numbers: 8,340
Not attempted 388
Total attempted 7,952
Refused 595
Breakoff 61
No contact after five attempts - 1,400
Language barrier * 54
111 : 11
Unavailable during study 15
Occupy without payment of rent 26
Terminated - not subsidized 662
Non working numbers/changed numbers 2,575
Not a Cambridge household 1,070
Complete , 1,483
Unclassifiable 50
Classifiable 1,433
Rent control 545
Non-controlled 361
Subsidized 180
Owner occupied 347

Foreign languages identified less than ten times each included Japanese,
Chinese, Haitian Creole, and French. Households identified as having only
Spanish- or Portugese-speaking respondents (60 households) were referred
to bilingual interviewers to complete the interviews and are not included:
here as language barriers.



percent of 2,165. One way to estimate a response rate is completions/

(eligible sample) = 59 percent.4

Exhibit 2-2 summarizes the survey results in the housing classifica-
tions. As the survey was conducted, subsidized households were encountered
less frequently than expected and the response rate was 67 percent, with the
result that practically all of the phone number sample was used and the last
several replicates were devoted entirely fo locating subsidized households--
all other household types were terminated. Because the incidence of subsi-
dized households was lower than anticipated, the survey yielded a smaller
number of these households (180) than targeted in the design (333). Larger
samples of completed interviews than targeted were obtained for all of the

other household categories.

Five attempts were made to reach each phone number. Portugese and
Spanish speaking interviewers were hired to interview respondents who only
spoke either of those languages. Approximately 30 interviews were conducted

in each of the two languages.
2.3 Determining Household Classification

Because this survey was intended to make comparisons across household"
groups according to type of housing, several data items were used to determine
the type of housing for each respondent. Items from the survey itself,
including the respondents' addresses, were combined with listings of addresses

of rent controlled units and subsidized housing provided by the City. The

4. The number of completes is known (1,483), whereas the number of eligibles
(rent paying households in Cambridge) must be estimated, since it is not
clear whether those not reached would have been eligible. We can assume
that the proportion of eligibles among those not reached is the same for
those reached;

46.8 % = 1483 + 61 = eligibles
1,483 + 61 + 26 + 662 + 1,070 eligibles + ineligibles

Thus, we assume that for those not reached (no contact made, ill, lan-
guage barrier, refused), the eligibility rate would have been 46.8 per-
cent, Thus, total eligibles = 1,483 + 61 + 0.468 x (595 + 1,400 + 54 +
11 + 51) = 2,515, giving a response rate of 1,483/2,515 = 59 percent.



survey is included as Appendix A. The following three sources were used for

classification.

1.

2.

Address information provided by the respondents (asked only of
renters). These addresses were crosschecked with lists of rent
controlled and subsidized housing projects. The results were as

follows:

Owner occupied - not asked address 347

Address listed as rent controlled 444

Address listed as subsidized 129
Address not on either list 313 (can be non
controlled or
Section 8 subsidized)
Refused / Don't Know 248

Respondent's own classification of housing: owner occupied, rent
controlled, housing owned by the housing authority, and government

assistance in payment of rent. These results were

Owner occupied 347

Renters - 1,136 (could answer yes/no
to any/all of the
following:)

Yes No Don't know/refused

Rent controlled . 643 439 63

Housing authority 165 928 43

Section 8 17 1047 12

Questions on number of units in the building, building age, and on
owner's residence in the building. Buildings built after 1969 and
1-3 family owner-occupied buildings are exempt from rent control.
Survey responses on these items could be used to classify households

as exempt, independent of the address list matches and of the



respondent's own indication of their classification. In addition,
if a building or a unit in a building has undergone considerable

rehabilitation, it may have qualified technically as new construc-—
tion and be exempt from rent control. This is particularly likely

for small buildings.

With these sources available, the following rules were imposed to clas-

sify households according to type of housing.

Owner Occupied. Households were classified by respondents' answer

(address not requested)

Subsidized. Households were classified as subsidized:

Rent

If the respondent said s/he lives in a subsidized property and the

address was on the list of public housing or private developments.

If the respondent said yes to government assistance, and the addresé
was consistent. (Several respondents said they lived in housing
owned by the "Housing Authority" or received government assistance
in paying rent, yet gave addreéses in Harvard Housing. These were
apparently cases where the question was misunderstood; they were not

classified as subsidized.)

If the respondent said yes to living in subsidized housing or to
receiving government assistance and no address was given and other
responses were consistent (i.e., not single young people, not house-

holds of all students, not very high income).

controlled. Households were classified as rent controlled:

If address was on the rent control list and respondent said "yes" to

rent control and "no" to receiving government assistance.

If address was not on the rent control list or no address was pro-

vided, respondent said "yes" to rent control, and "no" to receiving



government assistance, and the units satisfied the rent control

criteria, that is were not definitionally exempt.

If the address was on the rent control list or no address was pro-
vided, and none of the rent control exemptions applied, and the
respondent says s/he receive& no government assistgnce, and that the
unit is not rent controlled the observation was nevertheless classi-
fied as rent controlled; even though the respondent may not know
that the unit is legally under rent control. These cases are
flagged in the data base provided to the City should further anal-

‘ysis be desired.

Non-controlled. Households were classified as non-controlled:

If the respondent said "no" to rent control, housing authority and
P g y

subsidies, and the unit was not on any list.

If the respondent said "no" to rent control, housing authority and
subsidies, and the unit was on the rent control list or the address

was unknown, but any of the rent control exemption criteria held.

If the respondent said "no" to rent control and subsidies, and the
unit was on the private development list--because these buildings

can have unsubsidized or market rate housing units.

Of the 1433 classifiable responses to the survey the distribution of

households was as follows:

Rent control 545
Non-controlled 361
Subsidized 180
Owner occupied 347

This distribution was obtained by screening out all but subsidized households

for the last replicates of phone numbers.

10



These numbers do not represent City averages. Since owner occupants were
screened out early and non-subsidized renters were screened out at a later
stage, the sample distribution is not intended to represent the City-wide
distribution. The sample design was intended to obtain representative samples

within each of the housing type classifications.

Appendix B provides selected estimates of housing type distribution
patterns within selected population groups of presumed policy concern
including: race, households with elderly members, households with young
children, and single parent households. These estimates wére ‘obtained by
weighting the sample by the expected frequency of housing type classifications

(from Exhibit 2-1) as detailed in Appendix B.

2.4 Multiple Residential Telephone Numbers

The random digit dialing method used has the advantages of pfoviding
anonymity for respondents, as well as enabling reaching unlisted phone
numbers--neither of which would be satisfied using directories of listed
numbers. The drawbacks of random digit dialing are that all households are
not reached with equal probability. Households with no telephones cannot be
reached at all and households with multiple telephone numbers have a higher

probability of being reached.

Ninety-six percent of all households in Cambridge and 95 percent of
renter households were reported as having phones in the 1980 Census. While
this number is high, it is likely that those without telephones are generally
in the lower income categories. A previous simulation of random digit dialing
for a telephone ownership rate of only 87 percent found the random digit
dialing results to differ only slightly from the Census population. For
example, households with incomes under $10,000 were 71.8 percent of the random
digit dialing simulation compared with 74.8 percent of the population.5 Since
the phone ownership rate in Cambridge is higher, the potential bias from

households with no phones is probably even lower.

5. Tull, Donald S. and Gerald S. Albaum, "Bias in Random Digit Dialed
Surveys," Public Opinion Quarterly, Vol. 41, 1977, pp. 389-398.




One hundred thirty-one of the survey respondents (8.8 percent) reported
having more than one phone number. As the table below shows, multiple phone
numbers were more common in the higher income households surveyed.

Incidence of Multiple Phones in Surveyed Households

Percent of Households

Income Percent of Households With Multigle Phones

<=20,00 43.9% 5.6%
20,000-40,000 41.2 6.8
40,000+ 15.0 15.1

In order to correct for the oversampling of high income homes due to the
presence of multiple phones, each observation is weighted by 1/(number of
phones). Since the distribution of phone-less households is unknown, no

ad justment has been made for this.

The final sample sizes in each of the housing categories determine the
statistical precision of the estimates which can be made from the data. For
estimates of proportions, such as the proportion of households having incomes
above some reference amount, the 95 percent confidence interval around an

estimated proportion of 0.5 is as follows:

95 Percent
(Confidence Interval
Housing Classification Sample Around Estimate of 0.5
Rent Controlled 545 +0.04
Non Controlled 361 *0.05
Subsidized 180 +0.07
Owner Occupied 344 $0.05

12



This means, for example, that for rent controlled households if the data
indicate 50 percent of the households have a certain characteristic, in 95 out

of 100 samples the true proportion is in the range 46 to 54 percent.



3.0 RESULTS

The following tables summarize the findings of the Cambridge Housing

" Survey. The tables present characteristics of households classified by
housing status (rent control, non-controlled, subsidized, and owner

occupied). As noted above, since different categories were screened out
starting at different points in the survey, the distribution of characteris-
tics across housing types is not equal to the distribution in the city. These
tables reflect distributions of characteristics within each type of housing.
Appendix B provides projected distributions of several population groups

across housing types.
3.1 Socioeconomic Characteristics

Income

Household income was asked in brackets according to household size. The
brackets represent the 1987 percentages of Boston area median income estimated
by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development for the Boston area,
adjusted for household size.® The median income for a family of four in the
Boston metropolitan area for fiscal year 1987, beginning in October 1986, is
estimated at $37,400. (The HUD estimate for median income for a family of
four the whole nation is $30,400). HUD estimates current figures by updating
the 1979 median family income obtained from the 1980 Census. All figures were
rounded to the nearest $1,000 for the survey. The Boston income estimates are
used, rather than Cambridge incomes (which are lower) because this is the

reference used for federal housing subsidy programs in Cambridge.

For example, for a family of four the incomes are: -

6. "Estimated Median Family Incomes for Fiscal Year 1987," Memorandum from
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Assistant Secretary for
Policy Development and Research, February 6, 1987.

14



Under 25% percent of median income $9,000 or less

25 to 50 percent of median income 9,001 to 19,000
50 to 80 percent of median income 19,001 to 30,000
80 to 100 percent of median income 30,001 to 37,000.
100 to 120 percent of median income 37,001 to 45,000
120 to 150 percent of median income 45,001 to 56,000
150 to 200 percent of median income 56,001 to 75,000
over 200 percent of median income over $75,000

HUD provides family size adjustment for households from 1l to 8 persons to
adjust the income limits used in federal programs at 80 percent of median and
at 50 percent of median income for a family of four. Our table of income
brackets by household size matches these HUD-adjusted figures and interpolates
or extrapolates for the other bracket intervals used in the survey question-

naire. Exhibit 3-1 shows the form in which the question was asked.

Income distributions for households in each of the four housing classi-
fications are graphically displayed in Exhibit 3-2. The graph shows the

percentage of households in each income group for all four housing categories.

Exhibit 3-3 shows the cumulative income distribution for each housing
category. Subsidized households are more concentrated at the lower income
ranges, while owner occupants are much more likely to have higher incomes.
Comparing rent controlled and non rent controlled households, higher per-
centages of rent controlled households are in the lower income ranges while
the converse is true in the highest income ranges. The distributions are not
wiaely separated, however, and show both low income non controlled households

and high income rent controlled households.

Exhibit 3-4 tabulates the distributions of incomes for the different
housing categories. Seventy percent of the households in rent controlled
units who provided income data had incomes of less than the median income.

For non-controlled units the number is 58 percent. In contrast, 97 percent of
respondent households in subsidized units had incomes less than the median

income for their household size, while only 37 percent of owner'occupants

15



Exhibit 3-1

"In 1986 was your total household income, from all sources, before taxes

[Question read according to number of persons in the household]:"

Number
in HH

1

$6,000 or less'otolcccoc'oooool

$6,001 up to $11,000¢c0ceecsss2
$11,001 up to $19,000.cc000ese3
$19,001 up to $23,000.cc00ecest
$23,001 up to $28,000.ccess. 5
$28,001 up to $35,000.ccec0e.sb
$35,001 up to $47,000. 0000007
over $47,000....
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED:suseassssssB

oooo.nl.o-ooccg

$7,000 Oor leSSesesassssscnnsnal
$7,001 up to $15,000.0000000es2
$15,001 up to $24,0004c00000es3
$24,001 up to 30,000cc0cescessts
$30,001 up to $36,000.cceeesesdd
$36,001 up to $45,000.0ceesseeb
$45,001 up to $60,000cceeeesss?
over $60,000¢cc0eceeescccvesssd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED¢seesecseeee8

$8,000 Or lesSeeesecescesanesal
$8,001 up to $17,000.cccc0esss2
$17,001 up to $27,000.cceeeses3
$27,001 up to $34,000....... A
$34,001 up to $40,000.cc00eessd
$40,001 up to $50,000.ccc0esssb
$50,001 up to $67,000..cceecs.’
over $67,000cc0000eeeesnscneessd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDeesecoesosssd

$9,000 O0r leSSeceseossancs
$9,001 up to $19,000..c00ieess2
$19,001 up to $30,000.cce00ses.3
$30,001 up to $37,000.cc0cc...b
$37,001 up to $45,000....... .5
$45,001 up to $56,000.cc.ce...6
$56,001 up to $75,000¢ccceecs.?
over $75,000c0000ce0cccccccccdd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED.eeeseseeesed

‘.Qll.

Number
in HH

16

5

8+

$10,000 Or less eececesascesns

$10,001 up to $20,000.00000ess2
$20,001 up to $32,000¢.cc000ees3
$32,001 up to $40,000.cc000cedt
$40,001 up to $48,00000cc0esssd
$48,001 up to $60,000..cccc...6

$60,001 up to $80,000cccecenss’
over $80’000l.."...I....C...Qg
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDeuevvsoaas .o 8
$11,000 Or leSSeseseoccsenss oal

$11,001 up to $22,000.c0000ess2
$22,001 up to $34,000 . 00000043
$34,001 up to $42,000.c.c..0..4
$42,001 up to $50,000..ce0000esd
$50,001 up to $63,000.c00sssse 6
$63,001 up to $84,000.c00000sa?
over $84,000 0000 eessssscnsedd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDecseeaaseeesd

$12,000 Or lesSeessessseessaasl
$12,001 up to $23,000..0000002

$23,001 up to $36,000......... 3
$36,001 up to $44,000.........4
$44,001 up to $53,000......... 5

$53,001 up to $67,000.cc000...6
$67,001 up to $89,000-co'coooo7

over $89,000..000000s cieeeanas 9
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED:esecesesses8
$12,000 or lesSseseesess ceeseal
$12,001 up to $25,000..000000.2
$25,001 up to $37,000..0c0000s3
$37,001 up to $47,000...... eoodt
$47,001 up to $56,000..000ssss 5
$56,001 up to $70,000...... veeb
$70,001 up to $94,000.¢00000se 7
over $94,000.c00000000s ceeesssl
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDuusssaas eees8
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Exhibit 3-

4

Income Expressed as Percent of Median

by Type of Housing

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED| TOTAL
----------------- R R L LEEs TEEE TR
< 25% MED INCOME |47.8333 23.5 68.5 |15.6667 155.5
10.75 8.20 | 46.86 | 6.16
----------------- decccccccdeccccncadoccccccadencnanand
25-50% M. INCOME |79.3333 |47.3333 |52.8333 21 200.5
17.82 16.51 36.15 8.26
----------------- deccccccdecccaccdecaccncadoncccencd
50-80% M. INCOME |116.833 60 20 33.5 |230.333
26.24 20.93 13.68 13.18
----------------- deccccccedencccccadecccncacdeccnnaccd
80-100% M. INCOM 66.5 35 |.333333 26 |125.833
14.94 12.21 0.23 9.44
----------------- $ecccccccdecccccccpocccccacdencccaned
100-120% M. INCO |47.8333 40 0 24 1111.833
10.75 13.95 0.00 9.44
----------------- $eccccccedoccacacadaccaccacdencacacnd
120-150% M. INCO |48.8333 32 3.5 25 |109.333
10.97 11.16 2.39 9.83
----------------- decccccaadeccnccacpacnccccndonncccncd
150-200% M. INCO | 23.5 23 1 [46.6667 |94.1667
5.28 8.02 0.68 18.35
----------------- $eccccecadecacacacdecacacachencccnand
> 200% M. INCOME 14.5 |25.8333 0 |64.4167 | 104.75
3.26 9.01 0.00 25.34
----------------- decccccacdrcccnccadenccccachacccccced

TOTAL

445.167 286.667

FREQUENCY MISSING = 284

146.167 254.25 1132.25



77

surveyed had household incomes less than the median for their household

size.

Of households in rent controlled units 9 percent had incomes over 150
percent of median compared with 17 percent of households in non-controlled

units and 44 percent of owner occupants.

Exhibits C-1 to C-3 in Appendix C present the income distributions for
rent control households contrasted, in turn, with non control households
(Exhibit C-1), subsidized households (Exhibit C-2) and owner occupants
(Exhibit C=3) along with x2 tests of these distributions. The tests indicate
that the differences in distributions are significant in the sense that the

association with household classification is not random.

Two particular observations about incomes of homeowners are noteworthy.
Of the 16 homeowners in the sample with incomes under 25 percent of median, 10
have lived in their present homes twenty years or more (see Exhibit D-l).
Incomes for homeowners in buildings with at least four units (condos) are of
interest because they may represent the type of household likely to occupy
rent controlled units should those in larger buildings be decontrolled.
Forty-eight percent had incomes over 150 percent of median for their household
sizes. Sixty-seven percent had above median incomes (see Exhibit D-2). The
mean income for condominium owners who have owned their units five years or
less was $42,044, (This figure is an underestimate of the true mean because

of the truncation of income at 200 percent of median.)

Rent Income Ratio

The rent income ratio is defined as the fraction of household income
devoted to rent. Because the survey obtained incomes as ranges, the mid-point
for each range was used. The end points were used for the upper and lower
brackets. That is, 25 percent of median was used for those reporting less
than or equal to 25 percent of median, while 200 percent of median was used
for those reporting over 200 percent of median. The effect of the truncation
used is felt primarily in the subsidized and owner occupant housing classes.
Since 47 percent of subsidized households had incomes less than or equal to
25 percent of median for their household sizes, using 25 percent of median

causes an overestimate of incomes of subsidized households. Twenty-five

percent of owner occupants had incomes over 200 percent of median. Therefore
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using 200 percent of median causes an underestimate of mean income for owner

occupied households. For the other two categories of renters the tails of the

distribution are smaller so the misestimation is less severe.

Exhibit 3-5 graphically displays the distribution of contract rent to
income ratios for the different types of renters. Rent control households
tend to have the lowest rent ratios, followed by non control renters and
subsidized renters. Rent income ratio can be defined both in terms of gross
rent and contract rent, where gross rent includes the household's estimate of
utility payments, while contract rent simply uses the rent reported as paid to
the landlord. Exhibits 3-6 and 3-7 tabulate the contract (Exhibit 3-6) and
gross (Exhibit 3-7) rent income ratios of the rent control households compared
with non control and with subsidized households. The X2 tests of association
show (in Exhibits C-4 through C-7) statistically significant differences in
the distributions compared. Sixty-seven percent of households in rent con-
trolled units have gross rent income ratios of less than 30 percent of income,
compared with 53 percent of households in non-controlled units and 38 percent
of households in subsidized units. Contract rent accounts for less than 30
percent of income for 71 percent of households in rent controlled units, for
57 percent of households in non-controlled units and for 42 percent of house-
holds in subsidized units. Nine to ten percent of each group pay over 80
peréent of their income for gross rent. Seven to eight percent pay over 80

percent of their income for contract rent.’

7. The survey responses indicate that 7.05 percent of the respondents pay
over 100 percent of income for gross rent. This is not unusual in such
surveys and may reflect either errors in reporting income or rent, or
cases where families have temporarily low incomes, and are one paying
rent from savings or with help from families, for example. Of the 57
such cases 55 (96.5 percent) report income as being less than 25 percent
of median. The other two cases had income of between 25-50 percent of
median for their household size.

As can be seen in Exhibit 3-6 over half the households in subsidized
units have rent income ratios over 30 percent. The 30 percent rent to
income cap is required only in federal programs. In addition, mid-range
incomes were used (as described above) which could cause mis-estimates of
the true ratio.
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Percent of
Households

Exhibit 3-5
Contract Rent to Income Ratio

I Rent Control
Ed Non-Control
Subsidized

0-.1 .101- .201- .301- .401- .501- .601- .701- .801- .901- - 1.01+
2 3 4 ) .6 7 .8 9 1.0

Contract Rent to Income Ratio



Exhibit 3-6

Contract Rent to Income Ratio

by Type of Renter

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT | NON- suB-
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
--------------- L Er TR ekt
0-.1 |45.8333 13 5 |63.8333
10.96 | 5.00 | 3.83
--------------- R R LEE TR TR PR RPP
.101-.2 [164.333 |  61.5 20 |245.833
39.30 | 23.64 | 15.31
--------------- R SR
.201-.3 |86.3333 |73.3333 |30.3333 190
20.65 | 28.19 | 23.21
--------------- R Ll REEEE TR PP
.301-.4 |41.8333 41 22 |104.833
10.00 | 15.76 | 16.84
--------------- D R L r s ]
.401-.5 27| 23.5 21| 7.5
6.46 | 9.03 | 16.07
--------------- doccccceadocccccacdacaccanad
.501-.6 6 14 [15.3333 |35.3333
1.43 | 5.38 | 11.73
--------------- R R Eh ST TPPP S
.601-.7 10 6.5 2| 18.5
2.39 | 2.50 | 1.53
--------------- L h LR T T T Sy
.701-.8 7 7 5 19
1.67 | 2.69 | 3.83
--------------- el REEEE T TR TP Py
.801-.9 4 3.5 2 9.5
0.96 | 1.35| 1.53
--------------- deccccacadenccacaadacccnanat
901-1.0 0 1 1 2
0.00 | 0.38| 0.7
--------------- D R ET TR R R R P Y
1.01 + GREATER |25.8333 [15.8333 7 |48.6667
6.18 | 6.09 | 5.36
--------------- R T R TR TR
TOTAL 418.167 260.167 130.667 809

FREQUENCY MISSING = 607
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Exhibit 3-7

Gross Rent to Income Ratio

by Type of Renter

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT | NON- suB-
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
----------------------- R RLE R TEER PR
0-.1| 28.5 7 1] 365
6.98 | 2.8 | 0.78
----------------------- focememeagecananacd
101-.2 |148.333 | 59.5 18 |225.833
36.33 | 23.98 | 14.10
----------------------- T R -
.201-.3 100 65 |28.3333 |193.333
.49 | 26.19 | 22.19
----------------------- LT TR TEPR PP
.301-.4 |45.3333 |39.8333 24 109.167
11.10 | 16.05 | 18.80
....................... doccccanedeccccncnt
.401-.5 |31.3333 |  24.5 21 |76.8333
7.67 | 9.87 | 16.45
----------------------- R
.501-.6 5| 15.5 |14.3333 |34.8333
1.22| 6.25| 11.23
------------------------ $eccccacedenacncand
.601-.7 10 7.5 5] 22.5
2.45 | 3.02| 3.92
....................... 4eccccccadpeccccenad
.701-.8 5 6 5 16
1.22 | 2.42 | 3.92
----------------------- TR TER PR PR
.801-.9 5 6.5 1] 125
.22 | 2.62| 0.78
----------------------- decemnccadenanaaaad
901-1.0 1 1 1 3
0.24 | 0.40 | 0.78
----------------------- $ececcacapencnacacd
1.01 + GREATER |28.8333 |15.8333 9 |53.6667
7.06 | 6.38 | 7.05
--------------- decececnedacanccncdocacaaoat

TOTAL

408.333 248.167

FREQUENCY MISSING = 632

2

127.667 784.167



Household Composition

Exhibit 3-8 shows that nearly half the rent controlled apartments are
occupied by single people. This is in contrast to 24-31 percent for the other
housing categories. Nearly 28 percent of subsidized units are occupied by
single mothers. In contrast, single mothers account for under 6 percent of
any other type of housing. Roommates'acéount for almost 24 percent of non
controlled units, 14 percent of controlled units, and under 7 percent of the

other types of units.

Rent controlled units also tend to be smaller than bther types of housing
units. Fifty-four percent of rent controlled apartments had 0-1 bedrooms,
compared with 31 percent of non—contiolled and 37 percent of subsidized
units. In contrast, only 44 percent of rent controlled units had 2-3 bed-
rooms, while 63 percent of non-controlled units, and 58 percent of subsidized

units did. (This is detailed further in Exhibit 3-21.)

Age

Exhibit 3-9 shows the distribution by housing type of households having
any members over the age of 65. Households with elderly members are con-
centrated in the subsidized and owner-occupied sectors--over 20 percent of
households in these categories have elderly members compared with under 10
percent for the other categories. Appendix Exhibits_D-3 through D-6 show the
household size distribution of households with elderly members across housing
types. People over 65 account for over half the one-person households in
subsidized units, a third of the one person owner occupied units, 15 percent

of non-controlled and 8 percent of controlled units occupied by one person.

These results are similar to the situation for households with children
under the age of six. As Exhibit 3-10 shows, 92 percent of rent controlled

units have no children under age six.

Race

As Exhibit 3-11 shows, whites account for 83 percent of households in
rent controlled units, 78 percent of non-controlled units, and 87 percent of
owner occupied households, while they represent only 55 percent of subsidized

households. Blacks account for 31 percent of households in subsidized units
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Household Composition by

Exhibit 3-8

Housing Classification

TOTAL

264.75

283.833

183

18.8333

485.167

27.4167

102.5

FREQUENCY .
CoL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED
------------------------- LR T R
COUPLE W/ CHILDR |63.3333 64 |38.3333 |99.0833
12.04 18.55 21.76 31.1
------------------------- O e LR R
COUPLE W/OUT CHI |97.1667 |78.1667 18 90.5
18.48 22.66 10.22 28.41
------------------------- L R
ROOMMATES 73 |82.1667 |6.33333 21.5
13.88 23.82 3.60 6.75
------------------------- #ecmrecacdecccccacdeccncans
2+ FAMILIES SHAR 6 4.5 2 |6.33333
1.14 1.30 1.14 1.99
......................... $ececccccdrccnncccdonncasan
ONE PERSON |259.333 |93.3333 56 76.5
49.32 27.05 31.79 24.02
......................... fecccccncdocsccccccdoccacece
MALE PARENT-SING 9 |3.33333 7 |8.08333
1.7 0.97 3.97 2.54
R L L R TP PR PPP) $ecenee-- #ececaon- dececanes
FEMALE PARENT-SI 18 19.5 48.5 16.5
3.42 5.65 27.53 5.18
----------------- #eccececodecanccecpeccncacapacecccccd
TOTAL 525.833 345 176.167 318.5

FREQUENCY MISSING = 50

26

1365.5



Exhibit 3-9

Households with a Member Over

65 Years by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
coL pPCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED| TOTAL

AGE < 65 |492.833 316 |130.167 |250.333 |1189.33
93.19 91.59 | 73.89 78.60

---------- D T R s

AGE >= 65 - 36 29 46 |68.1667 |179.167
6.81 8.41 26.11 21.40

---------- D R TR T L Y

TOTAL 528.833 345 176.167 318.5 1368.5

FREQUENCY MISSING = 47

27



Exhibit 3-10

Households with a Child

Under 6 Years by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY OF CHILDREN UNDER AGE 6 BY TYPE OF HOUSING

TABLE OF CHILD BY HOUSING

CHILD HOUSING
FREQUENCY
CcoL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED| TOTAL
----------------- R T S E T T TP S

NO CHILDREN < 6 |485.833 297.5 |135.333 |263.167 |1181.83
91.87 | 86.23 76.82 | 82.63

----------------- R EL DL R D PR e

CHILDREN UNDER 6 43 47.5 |40.8333 |55.3333 |186.667
8.13 13.77 23.18 17.37

----------------- L SACEEEEEY TR PP

TOTAL 528.833 345 176.167  318.5 1368.5

FREQUENCY MISSING = 47
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Exhibit 3-11

Race by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY OF RACE BY TYPE OF HOUSING

TABLE OF RACE BY HOUSING

RACE

FREQUENCY
coL PCT

HOUSING
RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED
tececen-- $oeecnann R s TR TR
433.167 |260.667 |95.3333 |272.583
83.30 77.81 54.74 86.67
4ececennn dececneen B R TR Y TR
29.3333 37.5 |53.8333 |22.9167
5.64 11.19 30.91 7.29
4oceconnn doeeeennn 4oceecnan 4occecann
24 14 19 9
4.62 4.18 10.91 2.86
decenanen 4ececnaan D L LET SRR
26.5 |18.8333 5 9
5.10 5.62 2.87 2.86
deceneonn eecanann L IEER PP 4oceccnnn
7 4 1 1
1.35 1.19 0.57 0.32
----------------- L R LR R L LT
520 335 174.167 314.5

TOTAL

FREQUENCY MISSING = 72

29

TOTAL

1061.75

143.583

66

59.3333

13

1343.67



and only 7 percent of owner occupants. Hispanic households are 11 percent of
subsidized households and constitute smaller percentages (3 to 4%) among other

classifications.

Tenure in Unit & Length of Residency in Cambridge

Exhibit 3-12 shows that half of the non-controlled units have been
occupied by any member of the current household less than two years. In
contrast only 33 percent of the rent controlled units have been occupied by
any member of the current household less than two years. Over 28 percent of
owner occupied units have been occupied by a member of the current household
for more than 20 years. This is in contrast to less than 7 percent for any
rental category. Appendix Exhibit D-7 shows a similar distribution for length

of residence in Cambridge for the different housing categories.
3.2 Housing Characteristics

Rent p

Exhibits 3-13 and 3-14 provide information on rent characteristics of the
different housing categories. Household contract rent (rent paid by the
household) for rent controlled units, non-rent\control units, and subsidized
units are presented (graphically in Exhibit 3-13 and as a table in
Exhibit 3-14). A table comparing gross rents (the rent households pay plus

adjustments for utilities) is presented as Exhibit 3-15.

Contract rents below $400 are paid for 68 percent of rent controlled
units and 71 percent of subsidized units, while only 26 percent of the non-
controlled units have such rents. When gross household rent is used, 61
percent of rent control households, 70 percent of subsidized units, and 16.38

percent of non controlled units have rents below $400.

In order to control for different household sizes, per capita rent is
calculated. Exhibit 3-16 shows per capita rent, using household contract
rent. Thirty-four percent of households in rent controlled units and 27

percent of households in non-controlled units pay under $200 per person while
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Exhibit 3-12

Number of Years in Current Unit

by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
coL PcT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED
............... deccccccndecncaccadocccnncadocaccnna
1 YEAR |100.833 m 26 28.5
19.07 | 32.46 | 14.76 | 8.98
............... dreccccccdeccccccadocncacaadonacanan
2 YEARS |73.8333 61.5 25.5 22.75
13.96 17.98 14.47 7.17
--------------- #eccccccadeccccetipucccccccdeccnacnns
3-4 YEARS [109.833 61.5 |33.6667 |48.8333
20.77 | 17.98 | 19.11 | 15.38
--------------- D R S S R
5 TO 9 YEARS |146.833 54.5 43.5 67.5
27.77 | 15.94 | 24.69 | 21.26
............... $occcccccdecaccaccdocccacaadanacanne
10 TO 14 YEARS |45.3333 22 36 38
8.57 6.43 20.44 11.97
............... doccccccedecanccccdecaccccadacccacee
15 TO 19 YEARS |19.8333 8.5 8 21.25
3.75 2.49 4.54 6.69
............... Preccccccdeccnccccdeccccccadocancenn
20+ YEARS |[32.3333 23 3.5 [90.6667
o 6.1 6.73 1.99 28.56
--------------- L L L TR ET TT T Su
TOTAL 528.833 342 176.167 317.5
FREQUENCY MISSING = 51
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266.333
183.583
253.833
312.333
141.333
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Exhibit 3- 13

Distribution of Contract Rent by Housing Classification
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Exhibit 3-14

Contract Rent by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON- SuB-
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
--------------- T SRR Y TR PP PR
RENT <= $200 |59.6667 15 62 |136.667
12.63 5.13 41.29
--------------- B T TR T
RENT=201-300 |114.333 29.5 30 |173.833
24.21 10.08 19.98
--------------- R LT TR PR
RENT=301-400 |146.333" 32.5 15 |193.833
30.98 11.10 9.99
--------------- deccccecadecncaacdanacaaaat
RENT=401-600 |112.667 98 |37.3333 248
23.85 33.49 24.86
--------------- LR R LE Rt SRR

RENT=601-800 |31.8333 60.5 |5.83333 |98.1667
6.74 | 20.67 3.88

--------------- L LR EREY TP PPrY
RENT=801-1000 4.5 37.5 0 42
0.95 12.81 0.00
--------------- R s TETT PP PP
RENT=1001-1200 0 |8.83333 0 |8.83333
0.00 3.02 0.00
--------------- D R LY
RENT > 1200 3 |10.8333 0 |13.8333
0.64 3.70 0.00
--------------- R R LR
TOTAL 472.333 292.667 150.167 915.167

FREQUENCY MISSING = 501
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Exhibit 3-15

Gross Rent by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT | NON- suB-
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
--------------- LR TR PR TR RS
RENT 1- $200 26 8| 52.5| 86.5
5.67 | 2.88 | 35.92
--------------- D s AL LR SRR RRY
RENT=201-300 |113.667 18 | 31.5 |163.167
2.81 | 6.48 | 21.55
--------------- doceccacadoancacaaadoacaccaat
RENT=301-400 |141.333 | 19.5 19 |179.833
30.85 | 7.02 | 13.00
--------------- R LLEr LT EE

RENT=401-600 |122.333 99.5 |37.3333 |259.167
26.70 | 35.83 25.54

RENT=601-800 |42.3333 |61.1667 |4.83333 |108.333
9.24 22.03 3.31

--------------- R LR Rt TR PR TR PR PP
RENT=801-1000 7.5 |41.8333 1 150.3333
1.64 15.07 0.68
--------------- B R Rt s
RENT=1001-1200 1 16 0 17
0.22 5.76 0.00
--------------- Rt SRLEEEERY TEEP PR
RENT > 1200 4 |13.6667 0 |17.6667
0.87 4.92 0.00
--------------- $ecccencodeccaccaadancacaand
TOTAL 458.167 277.667 146.167 882

FREQUENCY MISSING = 534
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Exhibit 3-16

Per Capita Contract Rent

By Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
CoL PCT

--------------------- docecncccdeccoccnnd
RENT=301-400 |95.8333 |54.1667 4
20.96 19.51 2.74

------------- L SRR R T -
RENT > 401 61.5 82.5 3
13.45 29.71 2.05

------------- LR LEEE TP PP
TOTAL 457.167 277.667 146.167

RENT NON- SuB-
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED
-------- R LR EET TR PRPPP

3.33333 5 20

0.73 1.80 13.68

11.05 | 9.36 | 37.8

15.79 | 9.18 | 14.60

141.833 67 13.5
31.02 24.13 9.24

FREQUENCY MISSING = 535

35

TOTAL

28.3333

78.5

131.833

119

222.333

154

147
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76 percent of households in subsidized units have such rents. In the high per
capita rents (over $400 per person) we find 13.5 percent of rent control
households, thirty percent of non-controlled households, and only 13 percent

of rent control and 2 percent of subsidized units.

As Exhibit 3-17 shows, 54 percent of rent control households pay contract
rents of $100 per room or less as do 67 percent of households in subsidized
units. . Only 28 percent of non-controlled units have such contract rents.
Seven percent of rent controlled units have contract rents over $200 per room
compared with 24 percent of non-controlled units. Appendix Exhibits D-8 and

D-9 show similar results for per capita and per room gross rent.

Housing Quality

Tenants were asked to rate the condition of their building. As shown in
Exhibit 3-18, of the three categories of rental housing, tenants rate non-
controlled buildings as being in excellent condition 25 percent of the time,
compared with only 12 percent for rent controlled buildings and 21 percent for
subsidized buildings. Forty-four percent of occupants of rent controlled
units rate their buildings ‘as being in only fair or poor condition compared

with only 29 percent of those in non controlled buildings.

Tenants also were asked to rate their building condition as getting
better, worse, or staying the same. As Exhibit 3-19 shows, there is little

difference in the change in condition between the three groups of renters.

Finally, respondents indicated whether there was run down housing in
their neighborhood. Exhibit 3-20 shows that similar percentages of respon-
dents in all three groups of renters say there is rundown housing in their
neighborhoods (24 percent to 29 percent). In contrast 35 percent of owner

occupants claim there is housing in rundown condition in their neighborhoods.

As mentioned above, rent controlled units were generally smaller than
other types of units, with over half the units having 0-1 bedrooms (see
Exhibit 3-21). Exhibit 3-22 shows that 44 percent of rent controlled units
had 3 rooms or less as did 41 percent of subsidized units. Appendix Exhibits
D-10 to D-13 detail household size by number of bedrooms for each housing
category. Seventy-eight percent of single people in rent controlled units and

91 percent of single people in subsidized units occupied studio or one bedroom
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Exhibit

3-17

Per Room Contract Rent

by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY

coL PCT RENT | NON- SuB-
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL

------------- L Rl DEEE TR P
RENT 1- $50 |44.8333 16 51 |111.833

9.49 | 5.47 | 33.9%

------------- L ERR DEEE TR
RENT=51-100 | 212.5 | 65.5 49 327

46.99 | 22.38 | 32.63

-------------  EERT TEEE PR TR

RENT=101-150 | 136.5 |75.1667 |33.1667 |244.833

28.90 | 25.68 | 22.09

------------- L SRR R R TP
RENT=151-200 |  46.5 |66.1667 11 |123.667

9.84 | 22.61 | 7.33

------------- L T SR T L TR PR P
RENT=201-300 23 |48.8333 6 |77.8333

4.87 | 16.69 | 4.00

------------- L R R
RENT=301-400 5 13 0 18

1.06 | 4.44 | 0.00

------------- R TR T U
RENT > 401 4 8 0 12

0.85 | 2.73| 0.00

------------- R R R TR LR Py

TOTAL 472.333 292.667 150.167 915.167

FREQUENCY MISSING = 501
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Exhibit 3-18

Tenant Rating of Building Condition

by Type of Renter

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON- suB-
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL

EXECELLENT |63.6667 |85.1667 36 |184.833
GOOD |230.667 |158.167 |75.8333 |464.667

FAIR 183 |86.3333 |52.8333 |322.167
34.64 | 25.10 | 30.42

----------- L LR Y TP PP
POOR 51 |14.3333 9 |74.3333
. 9.65 4.17 5.18
----------- LR LR EET LTy
TOTAL 528.333 346 173.667 1046

FREQUENCY MISSING = 370
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Exhibit 3-19

Tenant Rating of Building Condition Changes

by Type of Renter

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON- suB-
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL

CONDITION IMPROV |151.167 106 |56.8333 314
28.75 30.81 33.01

CONDITION DECLIN |64.3333 |35.3333 22.5 |122.167
12.23 10.27 | 13.07

STAYED SAME |310.333 |202.667 |92.8333 |605.833
59.02 | 58.91 53.92

----------------- R R R LR
TOTAL 525.833 344 172.167 1042
FREQUENCY MISSING = 374
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Exhibit 3-20

Rundown Housing in the Neighborhood

by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED| TOTAL
----------------- bt SR R R TR PR R ey
RUNDOWN CONDITIO 119 87 42 107.5 355.5
‘ 23.97 27.13 28.73 35.13
------------ ERE R IR EE R SRR TR PP P PP
NOT RUNDOWN 377.5 |233.667 |104.167 198.5 |913.833
. 76.03 72.87 71.27 64.87

TOTAL 496.5 320.667 146.167 306 1269.33
FREQUENCY MISSING = 146
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Exhibit 3-21

Bedrooms by Type of Housing

TOTAL

491.167

520.333

236.917

80.1667

20.5

19.4167

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED
----------------- T E T T
STUDIO-1 BEDROOM |283.167 105.5 65 37.5
53.55 30.58 36.90 n.7m7
----------------- B Rt TR T TR Sy
2 BEDROOMS |184.333 [155.833 |65.8333 [114.333
34.86 45.17 37.37 35.90
----------------- B Rttt SR DR R R S s
3 BEDROOMS 46.5 |59.3333 35 |96.0833
8.79 17.20 19.87 30.17
----------------- T T LR R R T TRy
4 BEDROOMS 11.5 ]19.3333 [9.33333 40
2.17 5.60 5.30 12.56
----------------- T R LT TR T
5 BEDROOMS 2 3 1 14.5
0.38 0.87 0.57 4.55
----------------- TR D LT
6+ BEDROOMS |1.33333 2 0 |16.0833
0.25 0.58 0.00 5.05
----------------- R L LEEET TEET PP PPy
TOTAL 528.833 345 176.167 318.5

FREQUENCY MISSING = 47

4

1368.5



Exhibit 3-22

Rooms by Type of Housing

FREQUENCY
COL PCT | RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED| TOTAL
--------- T T R T T rrT
1 ROOM 28 14.5 16 0 58.5
5.29 4.20 9.08 0.00
--------- R R LE: SEEETRRTE TR
2 ROOMS |51.3333 38 19 6 |114.333
9.7 11.01 10.79 1.88
--------- R R T R PRP PR R |
3 ROOMS 155.5 55.5 38 26 T 275
29.40 16.09 21.57 8.16
--------- L S T T Ty

4 ROOMS |154.667 |80.1667 |46.8333 41.5 |323.167
29.25 23.24 26.58 13.03

--------- L s SR L TR PR PP S T

5 ROOMS |92.6667 |  90.5 34 |68.8333 286
17.52 | 26.23 | 19.30 | 21.61

--------- T L LR r T 3

6 ROOMS |27.3333 |  37.5 |15.3333 |68.8333 149
5.17 | 10.87 | 8.70 | 21.61

--------- T R T L L L ET

7+ ROOMS |19.3333 |28.8333 7 107.333 | 162.5
3.66 | 8.36 | 3.97 | 33.70

--------- R R R EEY LT T PP S

TOTAL  528.833 345 176.167  318.5 1368.5
FREQUENCY' MISSING = 47
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apartments. For non-controlled and owner occupants the numbers are 63 percent

and 29 percent, respectively.

The distribution of unit size for larger households is similar across
renter categories with 64 percent of rent control households, 51 percent of
non-controlled, and 52 percent of subsidized households with 3 to 5 members
having fewer than 3 bedrooms. In contrast only 31 percent of owner occupied

households with 3 to 5 members had fewer than 3 bedrooms.

Another measure of housing quality is crowding. The Annual Housing
Survey considers more than one person per room as ''crowded." Ninety-five
percent of the households surveyed had 1 or fewer people per room. Eighteen
percent of rent control and 13 percent of non-controlled households had four
or more rooms per person (for example, one person in a four room unit). Only

'

3 percent of the subsidized units were so "uncrowded," while 23 percent of

owner occupied units had four or more rooms per person (see Exhibit 3-23).

As seen in Exhibit 3-24, of the units in buildings with four or more
apartments, 61 percent of non-controlled units had working elevators compared

with only 26 percent of rent controlled units.

3.3 Variable Means

The presentation thus far has concentrated on distributions of household
and housing characteristics. This provides useful detail for comparisons, but
it often is helpful to compare summary measures, such as means. Exhibit 3-25
presents the mean values in the sample for household income, rent and rent
income ratio. All of the relevant housing classification groups test as

significantly different from the rent control group in each of the variables.
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Exhibit 3-23

Persons Per Room

by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY
CcoL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED|OCCUPIED| TOTAL

<= 0.25 96 |44.3333 6 |74.5833 |220.917
18.22 12.85 3.41 23.42

0.26-0.50 |263.333 |147.333 68.5 |153.417 |632.583
49.98 | 42.7 38.88 | 48.17

0.51-0.75 |87.1667 |73.3333 |37.3333 |57.8333 |255.667
16.55 21.26 | 21.19 18.16

---------- D Rl AL L LR EEY TR PP PP SR
0.76-1.00 65 59.5 |47.8333 |27.3333 |199.667
12.34 17.25 27.15 8.58
---------- D Rl SR T TR L PR PR SR
1.01-1.50 |11.3333 1.5 1.5 5 |39.3333
2.15 3.33 6.53 1.57
---------- Rk SRR R T T TR TR Y
1.51-2.00 3 6 5 |.333333 |14.3333
0.57 1.74 2.84 0.10
---------- dececcceedeccncccdeccancccdocccacaag
> 2.00 1 3 0 0 4
0.19 0.87 0.00 0.00
---------- Rt SRR L DD Ay

TOTAL 526.833 345 176.167  318.5 1366.5
FREQUENCY MISSING = 49
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Exhibit 3-24

Presence of Working Elevators for
Rent Controlled and Non-Rent Controlled Units

In Buildings of at Least Four Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON-
CONTROL| CONTROL| TOTAL
----------------- R R ERTE TR PP
WORKING ELEVATOR 115 7 186
26.25 61.38
----------------- decccncecdencccacny
NONE/ NOT WORKIN |323.167 |44.6667 |367.833
73.75 38.62
----------------- R R TR PR PP
TOTAL 438.167 115.667 553.833
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Exhibit 3-25

Mean Values of Selected Variables for Housing Classes

Rent Non- Owner-
Control Controlled Subsidized Occupied
Household Income $22,590 $28,591* $12,231* $41,341*
(Standard Error) (623) (938) (640) (1,250)
Observations 457 300 149 2717
Contract Rent $383 $622* $298*
(Standard Error) (9.4) (18.2) (15.4)
Observations 488 306 153
Contract Rent Income
Ratio 33% 42%% 41%*
(Standard Error) (0.020) (0.033) (0.025)
Observations 430 272 130
Household Size 1.83 2.42*% 2.63*% 2.65%
(Standard Error) (0.046) (0.074) (0.116) (0.082)
Observations 543 361 180 347
Rooms per Unit 3.8 4.4% 3.8 6.2%
(Standard Error) (0.064) (0.100) (0.113) (0.135)
Observations 545 361 180 347
Bedrooms per Unit 1.6 2.0% 1.9%* 2,9%
(Standard Error) (0.036) (0.052) (0.074) (0.070)
Observations 545 361 180 347

* Differences in variable means are significantly different from means for
rent controlled units at the 95% level. Significance is calculated using a

"t" test for differences of means.
M -
¢ = RC Ml
2 2
SRC + S1
nRC n1
where MRC = mean value for rent-controlled unit
M; = mean value for other units (i = subsidized, non-
controlled, owner-occupied)
s2 = variance = I (xi - x) 2
npe = number of observations for rent control
n; = number of observations for group i (i = subsidized, non-

controlled, owner occupied)
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Exhibit 3-25 shows that the differences in income, household rent and
rent burden between rent controlled units and the other two classes of renters
are statistically significant at the 95 percent confidence level. The mean
income for households in rent controlled units is significantly lower than for

households in owner-occupied units.
3.4 Household Perceptions about Their Unit's Rent Control Status

As we followed the procedure outlined in Section 2 for classifying house-
holds in the survey, a number of households on the rent control address list
and not apparently in an exempt category nevertheless said their unit was not
rent controlled. We investigated the responses of this group to see if they
differed systematically from those who said they were in rent controlled

units. The results are in Exhibit 3-26.

Exhibit 3-26

Comparison of Mean Values for Rent Control Households

Households Who Households Who

Say Unit is Say Unit is

Controlled Non-Controlled
Household Income $22,271 $23,134
(Standard Error) (658) (3357)
Observations 424 26
Household Rent $364 $586%
(Standard Error) (7.4) (80.8)
Observations 4417 30
Rent Burden 34% 667%*
(Standard Error) (0.018) (0.223)
Observations 390 22

* Differences are statistically significant at the 95% level.

Exhibit 3-26 shows that rents and rent burdens are lower for households

who think they live in rent controlled apartments compared with those who

L7



think they do not live in rent controlled apartments, while income levels do

not differ.
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Appendix A

Survey Questionnaire
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o #|_| || |14

Batch #5-6/
7/1
CAMBRIDGE HOUSING SURVEY
RNTCN SRV Time Begun
*2 7744
Hello, my name is « I'm calling from Abt Associates in

Cambridge. We are doing a survey on housing for the Cambridge City Council.
Any information you give will be kept in strictest confidence and will never
- be reported in any way that would allow you or your house or apartment to be
individually identified.

1. First, is this a residential household in Cambridge?

YES-........-coo-lo-ooccoc-oacoo.co-oooo-oonoooo-ovooo- l

NO (TERMINATE)....ll...l.0..“'.I.'...O.l...l...l.l..l. 2

2. May I speak with the male or female head of this houshold? IF AVAILABLE,
CONTINUE; IF NOT, ARRANGE CALLBACK.

3. We have to make sure that our survey includes all kinds of housing, so I
need to begin with a few questions about your house or apartment. First,
do you own your home or do you rent?
OWN (RECORD ON DROP SHEET AND SKIP TO Q5)ecsececcccees 1 8/
RENT (RECORD ON DROP SHEET AND CONTINUE)eeeeseceecscses 2
OCCUPY WITHOUT PAYMENT OF RENT (TERMINATE)seeeseceocoee 3
REFUSED (TERMINATE) ceucsecsecscsoocosccscacsscancsscses 8

YES NO DK
4., Is your rent under rent control? 1 2 8 9/

Do you live in housing owned by the Housing Authority? 1 2 8 10/

Do you receive any government assistance like Section 8
or 707 in paying your rent? 1 2 8 1/

5. What type of building do you live in? Is it...(READ LIST AND CIRCLE ONE)

A single family house, including a
town or row house (SKIP To Q6).l..l.'....l.'....'...... 1 12/

A duplex or two family house (SKIP TO Q6)eescccccsccecs 2
A three familyhouse (SKIP To Q6).......'......'......' 3
A building with 4 - 10 apartments (ASK 5A)ceccccccecees &

A building with more than
10 apartments (ASK SA)................l........l....'.. 5

Some other type of building (SPECIFY) and (SKIP TO Q6) 6

13/

k9



CARD !

5A. Does your building have a working elevator?

YESIIIO..OI..'I...ll.l..l..l...Il....ll‘...l'...l...'.' l 14/

NO...lo.o.oln'ooc.ontl....lon.'ll..loo.o.oo.oo-..oo‘ooo 2

6. How many bedrooms does your housing unit have?
15/
7. How many full bathrooms do you have?
16/
8. How many half bathrooms do you have?
17/
9. Not counting bathrooms, how many rooms are there in your unit?
18-19/
10. How long has this housing unit been occupied by any member of your
present household?
20-21/
REFER TO DROP SHEET
IF HOMEOWNER, SKIP TO QUESTION 19 ON PAGE 4,
11. How much does this household pay in monthly rent?
$ » 22-25/
12. Is that the full rent usually charged by the landlord, or do you pay less
than the full amount?
FULL RENT (SKIP TO Ql3)..........'Q...l.............C..' 1 26/
LESS THAN FULL AMOUNT (ASK 12A AND B)evseeoosvsnososnns 2
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED (SKIP To Q13).ll..‘.........'.l.lllQ 8
12A. How much does the landlord usually charge per month?
$ 27-30/

12B. Do you pay less than full rent because you do work for the landlord
or building manager?

YESI..Q......!I.....Il.....l..ll.ll..l.....‘Il..llt.... l 3]/

NOOOO!.Q.CQ..'.Aooo.nc.u.oo.oo.ooo.ooo...loooo.n.c.o'oo 2

DON'T KNOw/REFUSEDO..t....O........l........l"l...t!.. 8
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CARD 1

13. Does your rent include...READ LIST
138
13A INCLUDES

YES NO DK AMOUNT PER MONTH HEAT HOT WATER ELECT.
a. Heatoeesesaseaaol 2 832 g 33-35/ 1 2 3 36/

b. Hot water.......l 2 837 3 38-40/ 1 2 3 4

c. Electricity ....1 2 8 %/ 3 43-45/ 1 2 3 4/

| IF NO TO a, b, OR c ABOVE, ASK; |

13A. On average, how much do you pay for (ITEM) per month? RECORD ABOVE.

13B. IF RESPONDENT CANNOT SEPARATE PAYMENTS, ENTER AMOUNT IN 13A AND
N CIRCLE APPROPRIATE CATEGORY IN 13B, ABOVE.

l4. Do you rent your housing unit as furnished?

YESQI..........Q....l....'lll........ll.'l"l.........0 1 47/

NO....C.QO..'...0000'000000'.000.0000000000000loooll.oo 2

DON'T KNow...Il.l.l...........C...........'..‘l."..... 8
15. Does the owner of your building live in the building?

YES.l...l'..D‘.....Q.ltt..ll.0..0..00....'.0.".0l'..c. 1 48/

No.‘OtOQ.Ot0..Q..'t.oootOoo.loo'ooocooo..'ccooc.nvc.'cl 2

DON’T KNOw....l..O...Q....'..'...'..‘....l......ll..l'. 8
16. Is the owner related to anyone in your household?

YES!O..OQ..OOC...O‘ooool..oo0."‘.!..00.!.000cuonoooool l 49/

N

No............ll.l‘....0.0...00'.0...0....0..l.ool.....

DON'T KNOW‘.Cl.l....00'0‘0.!."'...000.0.!00.0QO.II.O'. 8

17. Do you think your building was built before or after 1968? A place built
in 1968 would now be about 19 years old.

1968 OR BEFORE.....Q......‘....0000....'...0...0....C.' 1 50/
AFTER 1968..-o.l!00O'n.o.ooootoo..0'0..01.00..0.!0.-000 2
DON'T KNOW..--....oO0looo..o.oonooooooc'ooolclccnooo.o. 8

18A. How would you rate the overall condition of your house or apartment
building. Would you say it is ...READ LIST

Excellentool00toloo-l'.'Q0.c0oott.ooo'oiloooolttlco'nn. 5‘/
Good..ootcol.oIooo00'l.l.olca0oo...00.0.0".'...!0000'0

Fair’ or--.ooooci.'ll-.oo.o.ooo.....ooo.o.ccuoo.looaoo'

Poorcotn.ooconoto'o0ot.o....ocooooot..l..'oo.0.0.0..000

DON'T KNOW..QQ.Cno0'.oooo.olo..‘lo.o.ollccltoo.-o..noco

0o P»HWN -
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18B.

19.

20.

21A.

21B.

| cARD 1

Since you moved into your current unit, has the condition of the building
become better, worse, or stayed the same?
Better..‘.....l‘.'.'..l.ll.l.l'-l...l.ll..".l...l...... 52/

worse.........-.o...n....-.-.c.oo--...-.-.o-.-........-
Stayed the SameonoolcoocOlioolccco.ll‘otoc‘.n-.oo.ot'oc
DON'T KNOW..ool-obo.c00!!!0..000.0..0..0'00o.oo-.n..coo

0o W N

Now, thinking about your neighborhood, does your neighborhood have
occupied housing in rundown condition?

YES.ucc.ono‘-o-on.ooouoloo..nooc.oo..cocnt'ooooo.looot. 1 53/

No..Quo.o..o.ollcoooolcco.lnt..oltcooo.coooooooootoo.lo 2

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED..Q..nooon....o-o.oooo..ooooo-no.co.. 8

Finally, I have a few questions to help us classify your answers. How
many years have you lived in Cambridge?
. 54-55/

YEARS

Do you have any roomers or boarders living in your home who are not
related to you? :

Yesnooolollcolooo0cllcl'oo.lo-colootoo.llotQooloo.'oto. 1 56/

No.ooooucctoooooo;ooioolnontooccco.cl.o...‘oooooo.oonc. 2

DON'T KNOW/REFUSED.I..I‘.....l.l..........l.Oboolll.l.i 8

(Not counting any roomers or boarders) How many people are there in your
household? Remember to include yourself and any newborn babies. RECORD
BELOW AND ON DROP SHEET

57-58/
PEOPLE

] IF ONLY ONE PERSON IN HOUSEHOLD, SKIP TO QUESTION 23.

22,

How would you describe your household? Are you...READ LIST

A Single parentlnoclocoto'ool..........o1o'o‘ttnlol..oc
A Couple With childrenoot.lo.oo....l.octol.oc-c..loalol
A COuplé Without children.oulo.....oc.coocol.iooo.ooo.o

Roommates..cnoootucloooou'.llooo.o...'!.ooc.lo.nooooo.o

Two or more families sharing living \

59/

PUWN -

quarters.oooooO'.loooto.l'o...oooca.oo.lcootoooc.o.ot

Other (SPECIFY) ‘ .o

[o )WV, ]

60/
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23.

24.

250

| _carD 1

(How many of the adults in your household are/Are you)...READ LIST AND
ENTER ALL THAT APPLY.

Employed full time.eeeeeeecessesesacsesescnsnscasssnses
Employed part CiMe.eeeseessesssssosssosssssassossnssnss
Full time students in college or

graduate SChoOl.sesseeescscssocsnoosasssocccassssonss
Retiredeesecesesessssesesescscsscssosesessasnsessssnnas
A homemaker.seseeeessecosssscsscsossssssscsssscssssssnnsss
Unemployed and looking for Worke.seeeseessescecscescesons
Other (SPECIFY) ..

REFUSED'.ocl.0‘0..'-.000.0...0.000.0..Qcocloolooooooclo

=[]

(Counting yourself, how many of the people in your household are/Are you)

Are you . . .

(Children under 6)ieceeescessocescscsscsccsscsnscscancas
Between the ages of 6 and 18..ceceeececeoscsccccssscccans
19 to 55 years O0ldeececeescecscsccescceossoosccnscnnsans
56 O B4ceeeeceossoccasnssossassnsssesssssssssssassassns

65 and oldetlool00000000UDouoloooooocotoclo.onlca.ott'o

REFUSED."...QQ!.ll.....l...l.l.l.l."..‘l..ll.l.l.O.'.

READ LIST

White, not of Hispanic OrigiNeescesceccscescesscossonsnas
Black, not of Hispanic OrigiNeseeesessesccscscescscsonss
HiSpaniCeseeseeseescessessasossscsscnssossnscessossnses
Asian or Pacific Islandereeeccececcccccccscssccnosoasnes
Native American or Alaskan Native.eeeeeeesosscccoonosas
Other (SPECIFY) Ceerececannns

REFUSED.'0.0.'...UQ.o.'..l.o.c0...0-00...!.'00".0'00uo

53
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61/
62/

63/
64/
65/
66/
67/
68/

69/
70/
7/
72/
73/
74/

75/



26.

In 1986 was your total household income, from all
or other deductions (REFER TO DROP SHEET AND READ

RESPONDENT'S HOUSEHOLD SIZE)

Number

in

HH

1

$6,000 Or lesSeieseessessscneaal
$6,001 up to $11,000¢ce0ccecss2
$11,001 up to $19,000cc0ceessel
$19,001 up to $23,000.c0c00004d
$23,001 up to $28,000.c0ececss5
$28,001 up to $35,000.cc00ceseb
$35,001 up to $47,000..... ceedd
over $47,000cccccccccsccsccessd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED.eeseecessss8

$7,000 OF leSSeeeeensssncansasl
$7,001 up to $15,000..cc00ces..2
$15,001 up to $24,000..c¢000...3
$24,001 up to 30,0004cccecessdd
$30,001 up to $36,000.cc00eessd
$36,001 up to $45,000.cc0000..6
$45,001 up to $60,000.cc0000aa?
over $60,000.00000eesssacccessd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDeeeeoecosese8

$8,000 Or leSSeceeceesssscnoonsal
$8,001 up to $17,000.ccc00eess?
$17,001 up to $27,000.cc00eees3
$27,001 up to $34,000..c00...ob
$34,001 up to $40,000..c0000s.5
$40,001 up to $50,000...c000..6
$50,001 up to $67,000.ccc0cess?
over $67,000¢0cc0eccccccccccced
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDeseeesessesed

$9,000 Or lesSSeeeessecsscseaaal
$9,001 up to $19,000ccc0eeevssl
$19,001 up to $30,000.cc0c0e0.3
$30,001 up to $37,000.ccc0c.e.ts
$37,001 up to $45,000.cc00c0sed
$45,001 up to $56,000.cc000...6
$56,001 up to $75,000ccc0cecs.?
over $75,000000ccccscccccccces?d
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED.eeeeeeseses8

54

Number

in HH

8+

sources, before taxes
LIST APPROPRIATE FOR

$10,000 or lesSeeesse
$10,001 up to
$20,001 up to
$32,001 up to
$40,001 up to

loo.otoool

$20,000. 000000042
$32,000 00000003
$40,00000000ss ool
$48,00000000000sd
$48,001 up to $60,000..c000sssb
$60,001 up to $80,000cecceusss 7
over $80,000..... tesessnas eeee9
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDeeeeseeeesss8

$11,000 or
$11,001 up to
$22,001 up to
$34,001 up to
$42,001 up to

$22,0000 0000002
$34,0000000000..3
$42,0000 0000000t
$50,0000c0ceeessd
$50,001 up to $63,000.cc000...6
$63,001 up to $84,000cc000ees.’
over $84,000cccceecccscsccacssd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED¢eeeecseeess8

$12,000 or less.....ll.....
$12,001 up to
$23,001 up to

|
$23,0000000000..2
$36,00000000ee..3
$36,001 up to $44,000.........4
$44,001 up to $53,000...... eedS
$53,001 up to $67,000.cccce... 6
$67,001 up to $89,000¢ccceec..”
over $89,000cce0ctcccccccsssssd
DON'T KNOW/REFUSEDeeeeeeeeses 8

$12,000 Or leSSeeeecscscccns ool
$12,001 up to $25,000.000000ss2
$25,001 up to $37,000.00000es.3
$37,001 up to $47,000.cc00ees.
$47,001 up to $56,000. 0000005
$56,001 up to $70,000.cc0ceeeeb
$70,001 up to $94,000.c0ceeees?
over $94,000.0ccceeessasccceas?d
DON'T KNOW/REFUSED.¢eee... veee8

CARD 1

76/



CARDS 1-2

27. Does anyone in your household have any income from...READ LIST

YES NO DK
Social Security, pensions, annuities, or other
retirement income 1 2 8 77/
Public assistance such as AFDC, SSI, or welfare 1 2 8 78/
Assistantships or scholarships or support
from family or friends 1 2 8 79/
CARD 2
DUP 1-6
7/2
28. What is your ZIP code?
8-12/
29. I need to make sure I dialed the right number. Is this (READ NUMBER)
RECORD TELEPHONE NUMBER
INTERVIEWER CIRCLE ONE: TELEPHONE NUMBER VERIFIED ¢eecceeel
TELEPHONE NUMBER MISDIALEDssesssse2
30. Are there any other residential telephone numbers in your household
besides this one?
YES (ASK 30A)l.....'...'.'........l....’...'...O..Q...l : 13/
NO (SKIP TO Q3l).l.....'..Q............'.l....‘.......2
30A. How many other residential telephone numbers does this house-
hold have?
14/
| _REFER TO DROP SHEET. IF OWNER, SKIP TO CLOSING. |
3l. And finally, so we can be sure we have your house or apartment correctly
classified, what is your street address?
IF NECESSARY SAY: This is strictly confidential. This study is so
important that we're checking addresses against lists of public and rent
controlled and subsidized housing to be sure all units are correctly
classified.
15/
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CLOSING: That is the end of my questionms.

INTERVIEWER: CODE SEX:
MALE'C e 0600 0 000000 "l
FEMALE.. 0 000000 0.2

Date / /

INTERVIEWER PRINT LAST NAME

CARD 2

Thank you very much for your time.

Time ended:

CODER PRINT LAST NAME

56

16/



Appendix B

Estimates of Housing Type Distribution for
Selected Population Groups and

Weighting Methodology



Since households were sampled unequally across housing categories, the
distribution of population groups in the survey is different from the distri-
bution in the City. (Owner occupants were excluded early in the survey, and

at the end only households in subsidized units were questioned).

In order to obtain City-wide estimates of housing type distribution for
certain population groups, the existing distributions are weighted accor&ing
to the estimated housing stock distribution in the City (see Exhibit 2-1).
For example, rent controlled units were assumed to comprise 44.l1 percent of
the housing stock and were 38.6 percent of the surveyed households (weighted
by phones). Thus, to obtain City incidences, rent controlled incidences were
multiplied by 1.441/1.386 = 1.040.

The other weights were calculated similarly: non-controlled unit house-
holds are multiplied by 0.951, subsidized by 1.0l1, and owner occupants by
0.996. These figures should be interpreted with caution since the City
housing stock estimates include total household and owner occupant estimates
from the 1980 Census. (Estimates for subsidized and rent control units are

current.)

The tables show that households with elderly members are more likely to

be owner occupants or live in subsidized units rather than rent.

Whites and other races (Pacific, Asian, and Native American) are more
likely than Blacks or Hispanics to live in rent controlled units. Thirty-

eight percent of Blacks and 29 percent of Hispanic households live in sub-

sidized units.

Nearly half the single mothers live in subsidized units compared with
only 15 percent of two-parent households. Over half the single person house-

holds in the City are in rent controlled units.
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Exhibit B-1

Estimates of Housing Type Distribution for

Selected Population Groups

Non- Owner-
Group Controlled Controlled Subsidized Occupied
All Cambridge Households 447 19% 147 23%
Households with Members
over Age 65 21% 15% 26% 38%
Households with Members
under Age 6 , 24% 247 \ 22% 29%
Whites 427 23% 9% 25%
Blacks - 21% 25% 38% 16%
Hispanics 38% 20% 29% 13%
Other Races 48% 30% 8 14%
Couples with Children 25% 23% 15% 37%
Single-mothers 18% 18% 48% 167
Single-fathers 34% 11% 26% 29%
One-person Households 55% 18% 12% 16%
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Appendix C

% Tests of Selected Unweighted Distributions



Exhibit C-1

Income Distributions for Rent Controlled and

Non-Rent Controlled Households

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT | NON-
| CONTROL| CONTROL| TOTAL
----------------- B LR LT R R
< 25% MED. INCOM | 50 2 74
: 10.94| 8.00
----------------- L s TR TR
25-50% MED INCOM 81 49 130
17.72 | 16.33
----------------- $occcececdnacannt
50-80% MED INCOM 19 63 182
26.04 | 21.00
----------------- O R ERY TR PP PR
80-100% MED INCO 68 36 104
14.88 | 12.00
----------------- dececcecadecaccnnnst
100-120% MED INC 50 44 9%
10.94 | 14.67
................. $ecccccecprencacccy
120-150% MED INC 50 32 82
10.94 | 10.67
----------------- deccccncadaceacenat
150-200% MED INC 2% 25 49
5.5 | 8.33
----------------- deccccectodeccncaad
> 200% MED INCOM 15 27 42
3.28 | 9.00
----------------- R Rkt
TOTAL 457 300 757

FREQUENCY MISSING = 149

FREQ. OF INCOME FOR HOUSING= 1 OR 2

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF INCOME BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE
CHI - SQUARE 7 20.179
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 7 19.878
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI-SQUARE 1 13.885
PHI 0.163
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.161
CRAMER'S V 0.163

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 757
FREQUENCY MISSING = 149
WARNING: 16X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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Exhibit C-2

Income Distributions for Rent Controlled and

Subsidized Households

FREQUENCY
coL pCT RENT suB-
CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
----------------- R LT SRR TR
< 25% MED. INCOM 50 69 119
10.9 | 46.31
----------------- doceccncdacccnaansd
25-50% MED INCOM 81 54 135
17.72 | 36.2
----------------- R R SRR
50-80% MED INCOM 119 20 139
26.04 | 13.42
----------------- 4eccccccadacccncacy
80-100% MED INCO 68 1 69
14.88 | 0.67
creeseeccicanaann LIEEL TR #ecceccn- +
100-120% MED INC 50 0 50
10.94 | 0.00
----------------- decccccacdencccacay
120-150% MED INC 50 4 54
10.94 | 2.68
----------------- T TR
150-200% MED INC 2 1 25
5.25 | 0.67
----------------- doccccccadanccacend
> 200% MED INCOM 15 0 15
3.28 | 0.00
----------------- D s TR TR
TOTAL 457 149 606

FREQUENCY MISSING = 119

FREQ. OF INCOME FOR HOUSING=1 OR 3

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF INCOME BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE
CHI - SQUARE 7 152.095
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 7 170.475
MANTEL -HAENSZEL CHI-SQUARE 1 105.997
PHI 0.501
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.448
CRAMER'S V 0.501

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 606
FREQUENCY MISSING = 119
WARNING: 16X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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Exhibit C-3

Households and Owner Occupants

FREQUENCY
coL PCT

.................

RENT OWNER
CONTROL |OCCUPIED| TOTAL
................ +
50 17 67
10.94 6.14
-------- domccecaed
81 22 103
17.72 7.9
-------- decccccacsd
119 34 153
26.06 | 12.27 |
-------- D Rt &
68 25 93
14.88 9.03
-------- decceconad
50 25 &)
10.94 9.03
-------- $emceccacd
50 28 78
10.94 | 10.1
-------- decenccncs
264 50 74
5.25 18.05
-------- 4ecccacand
15 76 91
3.28 | 27.44
457 277 734

FREQUENCY MISSING = 158

FREQ. OF INCOME FOR HOUSING=1 OR 4

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF INCOME BY HOUSING

STATISTIC

Income Distributions for Rent Controlled

......................................................

CHI - SQUARE

LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI-SQUARE

PHI

CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT

CRAMER'S V

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 734
FREQUENCY MISSING = 158

WARNING:
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Exhibit C-4

Gross Household Rent Burden for

Rent Control and Non-Control Renters

FREQUENCY
CcoL PCT RENT NON-
CONTROL| CONTROL| TOTAL
---------- R T TR TR PRRE
0-0.2 179 69 248
42.72 26.54
---------- DR T SRR TR
0.201-.4 151 m 262
36.04 42.69
---------- R Rt TR TR
0.401-0.6 37 41 78
8.83 15.77
---------- R R R
0.601-0.8 . 15 14 29
3.58 5.38
---------- e Rl SRR ER e
> 0.8 37 25 62
8.83 9.62
---------- R LR SEEE R TR
TOTAL 419 260 679

FREQUENCY MISSING = 227

GROSS HOUSEHOLD RENT BURDEN FOR HOUSING=1 OR HOUSING=2

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF RBURDGR BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE PROB
CHI - SQUARE 4. 21.400 0.000
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 4 21.658 0.000
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI - SQUARE 1 7.986 0.005
PHI 0.178
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.175

CRAMER'S V , 0.178

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 679
FREQUENCY MISSING = 227 ‘
WARNING: 25X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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Exhibit C-5

Gross Household Rent Burden for

Rent Control and Subsidized Renters

FREQUENCY
COL PCT | RENT SUB-
CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
---------- D LR T TP PR PP
0-0.2 179 20 199
42.72 | 15.38
---------- $occcccccdecccccced
0.201-.4 151 53 204
36.04 | 40.77
---------- R AT SL LR TR
0.401-0.6 37 36 73
8.83 | 27.69
---------- D LR TR TR PP
0.601-0.8 15 10 25
3.58 | 7.69
---------- L Y SEEEER R
> 0.8 37 " 48
8.83 | 8.46
---------- dececenccdeccacaaast
TOTAL 419 130 549

FREQUENCY MISSING = 176

" GROSS HOUSEHOLD RENT BURDEN FOR HOUSING = 1 OR 3

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF RBURDGR BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE PROB
CHI - SQUARE . 4 51.298 0.000
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 4 50.942 0.000
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI-SQUARE 1 17.315 0.000
PHI 0.306
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.292
CRAMER'S V 0.306

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 549
FREQUENCY MISSING = 176
WARNING: 24X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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Exhibit C-6

Contract Rent Burden for

Rent Control and Non-Control Renters

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON-
CONTROL| CONTROL| TOTAL
---------- R ERL SEREP PR
0-0.2 214 7 291
49.77 28.31
---------- L LEL LEEE TR PP
0.201-.4 134 121 255
31.16 44.49
---------- R LEr SEEE TR
0.401-0.6 33 38 7
7.67 13.97
---------- D D .
0.601-0.8 17 14 31
3.95 5.15
---------- R L Er SLEE TR R
> 0.8 32 22 54
7.44 8.09
---------- R LR L SEPER TR
TOTAL 430 272 702

FREQUENCY MISSING = 204

HOUSEHOLD RENT BURDEN FOR HOUSING=1 OR HOUSING=2

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF RBURDHH BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE PROB

CHI - SQUARE 4 33.807 0.000
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 4 34.422 0.000
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI-SQUARE 1 10.756 0.001
PHI - 0.219
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.214
CRAMER'S V 0.219

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 702
FREQUENCY MISSING = 204
WARNING: 23% OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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Exhibit C-7

Contract Rent Burden for

Rent Control and Subsidized Renters

FREQUENCY
COL PCT | RENT SUB-
CONTROL| SIDIZED

---------- LR TR
0-0.2 214 26
49.77 | 19.55

---------- D LT SRR T Ty
0.201-.4 134 53
31.16 | 39.85

---------- R R R SR TR
0.401-0.6 33 37
7.67 | 27.82

---------- L R REL TP
0.601-0.8 17 7
3.95 | 5.26

---------- R L LT TRy
>0.8 32 10
7.44 | 7.52

---------- R R L TR TRy
TOTAL 430 133

FREQUENCY MISSING = 162

TOTAL
240

187

70

24

HOUSEHOLD RENT BURDEN FOR HOUSING=1 OR 3

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF RBURDHH BY HOUSING

STATISTIC

......................................................

CHI - SQUARE
LIKEL IHOOD

RATIO CHI-SQUARE

MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI - SQUARE

PHI

CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT

CRAMER'S V

EFFECTIVE

SAMPLE SIZE = 563

FREQUENCY MISSING = 162
22X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.

WARNING:
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Exhibit C-8

Household Rent for Rent Control

and Non-Control Renters

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT NON-
CONTROL| CONTROL| TOTAL
------------- R LY SRR
RENT <= $200 62 15 14
12.70 4.90
------------- R R EET
RENT=201-300 116 31 147
23.77 10.13
------------- LT T
RENT=301-400 149 .33 182
30.53 10.78
------------- R LT TR RY TR PR
RENT=401-600 118 100 218
26.18 32.68
------------- O ELEEY TR
RENT=601-800 34 63 97
6.97 20.59
------------- R R ET SERER TR Y
RENT>=801 9 64 3
' 1.8 20.92
------------- R R R ET
TOTAL 488 306 79

FREQUENCY MISSING = 112

FREQ. OF HOUSEHOLD RENT FOR HOUSING= 1 OR 2

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF HHRENT BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE

..............................................

CHI-SQUARE 5 170.613
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 5 178.016
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI-SQUARE 1 149.072

PHI 0.464
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.421
CRAMER'S V 0.464

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 794
FREQUENCY MISSING = 112 ,
WARNING: 12X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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~Exhibit C-9

Household Rent for Rent Control

and Subsidized Renters

FREQUENCY
coL PCT RENT SuB-
CONTROL| SIDIZED| TOTAL
------------- R EEE T REY PR
RENT <= $200 62 63| 125
12.70 | 41.18
------------- R Rt J
RENT=201-300 | 116 30| 146
23.77 | 19.61
------------- D R R TR TR PR
RENT=301-400 | 149 15 164
30.53 | 9.80
------------- D R SRR
RENT=401-600 | 118 38| 156
26.18 | 26.84
------------- LR EY TR PR
RENT>=601 43 7 50
- 8.81 | 4.58
------------- dececcccadececccacsh
TOTAL 488 153 641

FREQUENCY MISSING = 84

FREQ. OF HOUSEHOLD RENT FOR HOUSING= 1 OR 3

STATISTICS FOR TABLE OF HHRENT BY HOUSING

STATISTIC DF VALUE PROB
CHI-SQUARE 4 71.569 0.000
LIKELIHOOD RATIO CHI-SQUARE 4 68.903 0.000
MANTEL - HAENSZEL CHI - SQUARE 1 35.392 0.000
PHI 0.334
CONTINGENCY COEFFICIENT 0.317
CRAMER'S V 0.334

EFFECTIVE SAMPLE SIZE = 641
FREQUENCY MISSING = 84
WARNING: 12X OF THE DATA ARE MISSING.
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Supplementary Tables



Exhibit D-1

Tenure in Present Unit by Income for Owners

FREQUENCY
COoL PCT < 25% ME|25-50% M|50-80% M|80-100% |100-120%]120-150%150-200%|> 200% M
D. INCOM[ED INCOM|ED INCOM|MED INCO| MED INC| MED INC| MED INC|ED INCOM TOTAL
--------------- A R T L
<=1 YEAR 2 2 2 1 2 3 8 5.5 25.5
12.77 10.00 5.97 4.17 8.33 12.00 17.14 8.54
--------------- i e i L s Y
2 YEARS 0 0 3 1 4 0 5 9.5 22.5
0.00 0.00 8.96 417 16.67 0.00 10.71 14.75
--------------- A R R R R it SRR TR S S-S
3-4 YEARS |.333333 1 8.5 5 3 2.5 8 16.5 |44.8333
2.13 5.00 25.37 20.83 12.50 10.00 17.14 25.61
--------------- AR R R R ERLEEE ST T LT PP Su U R
5 TO 9 YEARS |1.33333 2.5 5 6.5 5 10 |12.6667 16 59
8.51 12.50 14.93 27.08 20.83 40.00 27.14 24.84
--------------- R R bt T T S
10 TO 14 YEARS 1 5 3 4.5 3 3.5 6.5 6.5 33
6.38 25.00 8.96 18.75 12.50 14.00 13.93 10.09
--------------- DA R D D L S Y
15 TO 19 YEARS 1 2.5 1 1 5 1 .5 4.25 16.25
6.38 12.50 2.99 417 20.83 4.00 1.07 6.60
--------------- R R it D
20+ YEARS 10 7 1" 5 2 5 6 |6.16667 |52.1667
63.83 35.00 32.84 20.83 8.33 20.00 12.86 9.57
--------------- R R R R e s G R
TOTAL 15.6667 20 33.5 24 24 25 46.6667 64.4167 253.25

FREQUENCY MISSING = 65
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Exhibit D-2

Income Distributions by Length of Tenure
in Unit for Homeowners in Buildings of

Four or More Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT < 25% ME|25-50% M|50-80% M|80-100% |100-120%|120-150%]150-200%|> 200% M
D. INCOM|ED INCOM|ED INCOM|MED INCO| MED INC| MED INC| MED INC|ED INCOM| TOTAL
--------------- LR e R R D R0 kL s Sy o Y
<=1 YEAR 2 2 1 0 1 1 2 1 10
50.00 28.57 25.00 0.00 25.00 14.29 18.18 5.88
--------------- D Rl D bR L E R T TRt SRRy S
2 YEARS 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 4.5 6.5
0.00 0.00 25.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.09 26.47
--------------- L Rt A R T o (Y
3-4 YEARS 0 1 1 1 1 1 3 6.5 14.5
0.00 14.29 25.00 25.00 25.00 14.29 27.27 38.24
--------------- L AR D L R R T U Y
5 TO 9 YEARS 0 2 1 3 2 4 4 4 20
0.00 28.57 | 25.00 75.00 50.00 57.14 36.36 23.53
--------------- D R Rl AR R T R L LR T L St Ry R gy Upr (Y
10 TO 14 YEARS 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4
25.00 146.29 0.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 9.09 5.88
--------------- L AR T R R s ST R Supp AP e
15 TO 19 YEARS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
--------------- L R R DR Rt T E Rt SRR Y
20+ YEARS 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
25.00 14.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.29 0.00 0.00
--------------- LR R bt L Y
TOTAL 4 7 4 4 4 7 1" 17 58

FREQUENCY MISSING = 11
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Exhibit D-3

Household Size by Elderly

For Rent Controlled Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT 3-5 6-9
1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| TOTAL

AGE < 65 |237.333 161 |87.8333 |4.66667 |490.833
91.52 | 93.60 | 96.70 | 100.00

AGE >= 65 22 " 3 ] 36

TOTAL  259.333 172 90.8333 4.66667 526.833
FREQUENCY MISSING = 2
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Exhibit D=4

Household Size by Elderly

For Non-Controlled Units

FREQUENCY
CoL PCT 3-5 6-9
1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| TOTAL
---------- L LT TR Su R
AGE < 65 |79.3333 119 |104.167 13.5 316
85.00 92.25 95.42 | 100.00
---------- R L LR T RY TR PP SR
AGE >= 65 14 10 5 0 29
15.00 7.75 4.58 0.00
---------- L R Y

TOTAL 93.3333 129 109.167 13.5 345
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Exhibit D-5

Household Size by Elderly

For Subsidized Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT 3-5 6-9
1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| TOTAL
---------- LRt TP PPE
AGE < 65 26 27.5 |68.1667 8.5 |130.167
46.43 66.27 97.15 | 100.00
---------- R D L LEEY ST
AGE >= 65 30 14 2 0 46
53.57 33.73 2.85 0.00
---------- LR R ks LT TR ER TP
TOTAL 56 41.5 70.1667 8.5 176.167
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Exhibit D-6

Household Size by Elderly

For Owner-Occupied Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT 3-5] 6-9 >=10
1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| TOTAL
---------- D Rl R L EE R TR TR TP PP
AGE < 65 51 |84.0833 |105.917 9 |.333333 |250.333
66.67 78.16 86.29 81.82 50.00
---------- R R s SRR R R PR R S R &
AGE >= 65 25.5 23.5 |16.8333 2 |.333333 |68.1667
33.33 21.84 13.71 18.18 50.00
---------- B bR R R S LE: SEE LR R
TOTAL 76.5 . 107.583 122.75 11 666667 318.5
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Exhibit D-7

Length of Residence in Cambridge

FREQUENCY

CoL PCT RENT NON- SUB-| OWNER
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED |OCCUPIED
--------------- deccccccapecececcchoccaccnadacannann
1 YEAR |67.8333 71 |5.33333 10.5
12.85 20.64 3.10 3.30
--------------- D T TR R SRR
2 YEARS |46.1667 44 7 10.5
8.75 12.79 4.07 3.30
--------------- #eccecccadoccecccadocaccccaadacaccans
3-4 YEARS 86.5 56 |11.3333 23.5
16.39 16.28 6.58 7.38
--------------- deccecccapenccnccadoccncnacdoncannas
5 TO 9 YEARS 132 67 27.5 |54.5833
25.01 19.48 15.97 17.14
--------------- $ecccccecpecccccachacccccanponncnann
10 TO 14 YEARS |63.3333 25 30 |46.6667
12.00 r.27 17.42 14.65
--------------- LR T T O s LR
15 TO 19 YEARS |38.6667 9.5 11 |36.0833
7.33 2.76 6.39 11.33
--------------- deccecccedeccccanadonccccaadoaccccan
20+ YEARS |93.3333 7.5 80 |136.667
17.68 20.78 46.47 42.91

--------------- decccccacpeccccccadonanccaadoncacnacd
TOTAL 527.833 346 172.167 318.5

by Housing Type

FREQUENCY MISSING = 53
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TOTAL

154.667
107.667
177.333
281.083
165
95.25
}81.5

1362.5



Exhibit D-8

Per Capita Gross Rent

by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY

CoL PCT RENT NON- SuB-
CONTROL| CONTROL| SIDIZED
............. ecccccncdecccccacpocacanan
RENT 1- $50 |3.33333 20
0.73 1.80 13.68
............. doccccccedaccccccadoncanann
RENT=51-100 32 17.5 29
7.00 6.30 19.84
............. drccccceadocccccachonccnaas
RENT=101-150 50.5 26 |55.3333
11.05 9.36 37.86
............. focccscccdeccccccaocccncnn
RENT=151-200 |72.1667 25.5 |21.3333
15.79 9.18 14.60
............. deccmccecdeccccacadocccncas
RENT=201-300 [141.833 67 13.5
31.02 24.13 9.24
............. deeccccccdeccncacadonanannn
RENT=301-400 |95.8333 |54.1667 4
20.96 19.51 2.74
------------- R RY LR R e A
RENT > 401 61.5 82.5 3
13.45 29.7 2.05

------------- L R R

TOTAL

457.167 277.667 146.167
FREQUENCY MISSING = 535
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TOTAL

" 128.3333

78.5
131.833
19
222.333

154



Exhibit D-9

Per Room Gross Rent

by Housing Classification

FREQUENCY

coL pPCT RENT NON- sSuB-
CONTROL | CONTROL| SIDIZED
..................... decccccachoacccanan
RENT 1- $50 14.5 44.5
3.16 1.80 30.44
..................... deccccccadacecnnan
RENT=51-100 2035 46 49.5
44.42 16.57 | 33.87
..................... deccecccadoncanana
RENT=101-150 |154.667 |74.8333 |35.1667
33.76 26.95 24.06
..................... decccccccdacannana
RENT=151-200 50.5 74.5 1"
11.02 26.83 7.53
..................... dececcacepocncacan
RENT=201-300 24 |55.8333 6
5.24 20.11 4.10
..................... drccccccadeccncana
RENT=301-400 6 1.5 0
1.31 4.4 0.00
..................... decccnccadoccnnans
RENT > 401 5 10 0
1.09 3.60 0.00

------------- LA EEEEEEL SALEEEEEL TEEERTRET 3
TOTAL 458.167 277.667 146.167

FREQUENCY MISSING = 534

76

TOTAL

64

299

264.667

136

85.8333

17.5

15

882



Exhibit D-10

Bedrooms by Household Size

For Rent Controlled Units

FREQUENCY

coL PCT 3-5 6-9

1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE

----------------- L R br R R T T =
STUDIO-1 BEDROOM |201.333 |69.8333 1" 0
77.63 40.60 12.11 0.00

----------------- D T R IRt TR LR RS
2 BEDROOMS 48.5 |87.8333 47 0
’ 18.70 51.07 51.74 0.00

----------------- T R TR TP
3 BEDROOMS 5.5 [12.8333 |24.8333 |3.33333
2.12 7.46 27.34 71.43

----------------- LR L LEEt TR PR PPT TP
4 BEDROOMS 3 5 7 1
1.16 0.29 7.7 21.43

----------------- R R bRt TEEE TR
5 BEDROOMS 0 1 1 0
0.00 0.58 1.10 0.00

ceececeiecacana.. LTRSS docmenann demeeeoan doceenenn +
6+ BEDROOMS 1 0 0 |.333333
0.39 0.00 0.00 7.14

----------------- decccccccdacaccacadacccccncdenacaanad
TOTAL 259.333 172 90.8333 4.66667

FREQUENCY MISSING

=2

77

TOTAL

282.167

183.333

46.5

1.33333

526.833



Exhibit D-11

Bedrooms by Household Size

For Non-Controlled Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT 3-5 6 -9
1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE
----------------- R SRR T
STUDIO-1 BEDROOM 58.5 39 7 1
62.68 30.23 6.41 7.61
----------------- D EEREt CEETEEERY P i .
2 BEDROOMS [29.8333 |71.6667 |50.3333 4
31.96 55.56 46.11 29.63
----------------- ELEET TR T TR R RY PP R PR
3 BEDROOMS 4 |14.8333 35 5.5
4.29 11.50 32.06 40.74
----------------- D R EE SEEE L TEL TP T RPN
4 BEDROOMS 1 3.5 |12.8333 2
1.07 2.7 11.76 14.81
----------------- R SR T R
5 BEDROOMS 0 0 3 0
0.00 0.00 2.75 0.00
----------------- L Rt SEEE LR T PP S
6+ BEDROOMS 0 0 1 1
0.00 0.00 0.92 7.41
----------------- Rt SRR T DR PR P P Sy
TOTAL 93.3333 129 109.167 13.5
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TOTAL

105.5

155.833

59.3333

19.3333



Exhibit D-12

Bedrooms by Household Size

For Subsidized Units

FREQUENCY
coL PCT 3-5] 6-9
1 PERSON|2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| TOTAL
------------------------- R LECE L PR R PR
STUDIO-1 BEDROOM 51 13 1 0 65
91.07 | 31.33 | 1.43| 0.00
------------------------- decccecaadeccacacadacacacanyt
2 BEDROOMS 5 26 |34.8333 0 |65.8333
8.93 | 62.65 | 49.64 | 0.00
------------------------- R SR
3 BEDROOMS 0 2.5 26 6.5 35
0.00 6.02 37.05 76.47
------------------------- decccenccdecaccacacdenananant
4 BEDROOMS 0 0 |8.33333 1 19.33333
0.00 | 0.00 | 11.88 | 11.76
------------------------- R RS SETT TR R
5 BEDROOMS 0 0 0 1 1
0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 11.76
----------------- R R R it S LR R R R T E PP PP
TOTAL 56 41.5 70.1667 8.5 176.167
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Exhibit D-13

Bedrooms by Household Size

For Owner-Occupied Units

TOTAL
37.5

114.333

96.0833

40

14.5

16.0833

FREQUENCY

CoL PCT 3-5 6-9 >= 10
PERSON |2 PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE| PEOPLE
------------------------- R bt LT T T T e,
STUDIO-1 BEDROOM " 22 13.5 2 0 0
28.76 12.55 1.63 0.00 0.00
------------------------- R R R R T T R RPN
2 BEDROOMS 30.5 48 35.5 0 |.333333
39.87 44.62 28.92 0.00 50.00
------------------------- LR R L ET ST PP AR
3 BEDROOMS 15 |31.3333 45.75 A 0
19.61 29.12 37.27 36.36 0.00
------------------------- SRR LD EE R P SRR
4 BEDROOMS 5 8 23 4 0
6.54 7.44 18.74 36.36 0.00
------------------------- LR bt TR E R R A
5 BEDROOMS 2 2.5 9 1 0
2.61 2.32 7.33 9.09 0.00
------------------------- R L LR ET TET T,
6+ BEDROOMS 2 4.25 7.5 2 |.333333
2.61 3.95 6.1 18.18 50.00

----------------- LR R T R T TR P SRR S
TOTAL 76.5 107.583 122.75 11 .666667
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Appendix E

Projected Proportions of Households with Income Over $30,000



The following table presents an estimate of the proportion of households
in each housing category with incomes over $30,000. The proportions were
calculated under the assumption that incomes are distributed uniformly within
income brackets. (For example, of the one person households with incomes
between $28,000 - $35,000, it is assumed that 5/7ths had incomes above
$30,000.)

Note that the estimates do not adjust for household size, but do wieght

by number of phones.

Projected Proportion of Households

Housing Category with Income Over $30,000
Rent Controlled 20%
Non-Controlled 35%*
Subsidized 3%*

Owner Occupied 52%*

* Means are significantly different from mean for rent controlled units at the
95 percent confidence level.
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CITY OF CAMBRID}i’é

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
TeL. 498-901 1

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
ROBERT W. HEALY
City Manager

RICHARD C. ROSSI
Deputy City Manager June 22, 1987

To the Honorable, the City Council:

Attached you will find the final report on the Housing Study
conducted by Abt Associates for the City of Cambridge. The report contains
the results. of the sample survey designed to determine the income and house-
hold characteristics of the occupants of rent-controlled and non-rent-
controlled units, subsidized apartments, and those who occupy their own
units. An Executive Summary of the findings appears at the beginning of the
document.

I have asked James Wallace and Meryl Finkel, directors of the
study at Abt Associates, to be available on or after June 29th to discuss
any questions you have about the study and the findings.

Very truly yours

Robert W. Healy
City Manager

RWH/b
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Agenda Item No. 16 g -—51/20

Re: enclosed final report on the Housing
Study conducted by Abt Associates for the
City.

In Cify_Coupcil;
June 22, 1987 .
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