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' INTRODUGTION | o

The Ad Hoc Committee on Hoﬁsing Needs within the village of Alfred gratefully
aclmowledéés its appreciation to the Allegany County Dei)artment of Planning for ‘
assistance in making this study and especlally to Robert E. Rich and Robert A. McNary,
Assistant County Planners, who advised the committee, making available the benefits
of their expertise and experience. A special note of appréciation is paid to Mr.
McNary, who collatedi? the data and summarized the findings from the questionnaire |
used to survey the status of housing in the village.

The Ad Hoc comittee was' tupplied by Mr. Rich with a copy of the report of .

a gtudy of housing in Allegany County, prepared in June, 1971 by the Department
of Planning of that qiounty. This report was helpful to the committee in terms of
methodology of such ;. survey and of general background information on the status
of counﬁy;wide 'hous:hilg.

The Ad Hoc Cbmmiii.ttée, representing the constituencies of Alfred University, |
the SUNY Agricultura]! and Technical College, and the private citizens, together
with representatives from the Village Planning Board, the Village Board of
Trustees, and the Al]!egany County Department of Flanning, met during the latter

part of April and throughout May and June of 1972 to define the problems it was

|

to resolve, to outline the study, to select a questionnaire, to organize a survey ’
of housing, and to implement this survey. | |
The committee also met at intervals during the summer months and resumed a

more regular schedule of meetings in September and October to analyze and to ‘

interpret the data from the survey and to perform its other charges from the Board
of Trustees of the village. i i ,
The Ad Hoc Committee was directed by that board to carry out the following ‘

respdnsibilities and ‘duties:

1. To collect ai,nd analyze all available data (i.e., from the Allegany County
Department of Plaﬁn:lnig) on the status of single~-family residence housing, multiple- i
residence housing, anld student housing (off-campus) within the village of Alfred. l
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! 2. To-project aﬁd to define the housing needs in the above noted areés to ?5
I | the year, 1985, . o E , ?
3. To identify suitable land areas within the village boundaries (no matter i
° who the present owner is) for the location of each of the above noted types of
o housing. | ;
:f ? li. To make all those recommendations it deems necessary to solve.the housing
tci7§ needs of the villaée, and to include these recommendations, plus all data col-
‘il f' Llected, all projectiLns of needs, and all identifiable suitable land for housing,
ii; ! in a report to be presented to the Village Planning Board. - | fi
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METHODOLOGY OF HOUSING SURVEY

As noted in the scope of responsibilities; the first task of the Ad Hoc
Committee was to conduct a survey of the present status of housing in the village.
Some brief comments in regard to methodology and personnel are appropriate to an
understanding and apprec1ation of the survey. ‘

The instrument Lsed in the survey was one patterned on a questionnaire,
suggested by Mr. Rich that was used for a similar purpose in Erie County. This
'questionnaire was adapted to ‘meet the local situation and needs in the v111age.‘

After the. questionnaire had been redesigned, the committee decided to divide
the village into ten neighborhoods as follows:

1. Hill Street, High Street, Randolph Road, and South Main Street from
Randolph Road to Hill Street

2. Pine‘Hill Drive and Sayles Street Extension

3. Terrace Street, Park Street, Ford Street, and Sayles Street

L. South Main $treet from Hill Street to West University Street

5. West Univer 1ty Street from Main Street and the Reymolds Stree% "Loop"

6. Church Street, Mill Street, and North Main Street from West University
to West Pine Street, [plus Main Street business block - ﬂ

7+ West Univergity Street from Reynolds Street to Moland Road _{

8. North Main Street to its intersection with Route 2Ll ﬁ

9. Hillcrest Drive, Glen Street, and Greene Street

10. Hillerest Court.

The-personnel who did the survey were selected by the committee from among
faculty wives (the one exception being Maria Rodriguez Boucher) of both ‘edu~
cational -institutions in the village.

Prior to making ithe survey, a training session was conducted by the Ad Hoc:
Committee for those participating. The questionnaire, the methodology of the

survey, and their invblvement were explained. They also received guidance from.

the members of the cormittee during the period of the survey when such advice was

ey e T T

3.

s

Ly

R 2R =0



SRR S

'resident of a dwelling unit approached.

;requested.

i‘

The survey conslsted of an oral administration of the quest
In a single~family resi

adult member was interviewed. In a multiple~dwelling unit, an a

to interview at least one resident of each apartment or one resi

room. In those 51ngle~fam11y residences that housed roomers, an
to interview at least one occupant of each room.
separate fonns provided by the committee.

insure the greatest degree of uniformity and objectlvity.

A deliberate attempt |

ionnaire to each
dence, only one
ttempt was made

dent of a single

attempt was made

The responses Were recorded on

7as thus made to

;l It is noted however, that this method presents some problems of internal

validlty.
|

Pnd by a standard error percentage involved in the compilation f

Interviewing is always apt to be prejudiced by a bias

to final analysis. Another varisble that existed at the time th

ducted (early;June, 1972), was that‘some persons, both permanent

students were not available,

On the other hand, when one considers that the sampling was
representation (320 out of L1 units or 73 per cent), as well as
response to the questionnaire from village residents, e reliable

does exist.

of interpretation
rom initial steps
5 survey was con-

residents and

a fairly accurate
the cooperative

degree of validity
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ANALYSIS OF DATA FROM THE HOUSING SURVEY QUESTIONNA_ﬁ!E

; Residents of the village who were surveyed were divided into three groupa:
(1) etudent, retired, and other. The latter category makes up thle mejority of
res:ldent types with- "atudent" and "retired" comprisiﬁg near eq\ial minority types.
In keeping with this pattern, it is noted that over 50 per cent of all village
housing units are single-femily dwellings and nearly 50 per cent lare multiple-

dwelling structures.

A sliéht majority of the persons interviewed rent their housing (51 per-
oént). fl‘his finding cannot be attributed entirely to the students who reside in
the village since they .total only 21 per cent of those interviewed. Of this
siight majority who do rent, approximately 66 per cent state that they bare

_presently paying from $100.00 up in rent per month.

If we take into account the preference of whether ome would ﬁike to own or

to rent, we find that L8 per cent of those interviewed elected ownership. One

- might assume this finding to be an indicator; however, we must kelep in mind that
the terminology of the question stipulated "prefer." We cannot, therefore, make
 a realistic appraisal of market availability from this data.

To determine "moving trends," an index or definition of hous?.ng stabllity

Was arbitrarily seiected as: ém,'one who has lived in the same dwelling unit for
three years or more has attained a degree of permanence, . Anyone imder this three-
year 1imit was regarded to be in a status of temporarity, Alfredi has a majority,
(56 per cent) of its population that was surveyed, which 1s ragarded as permanent
since they have lived in the same dwelling unit for three years or longer. More-

‘over, a sizeable number of total respondents (75 per cent) have been living in
the village for three years or more. These findings would seem to indicate a

rather stable bbdy of residents under the index that was utilized. A word of
caution is noted in regai'd to this particular analysis, for the data includes

students, some of them connected with Alfred University, who are in both under~
5.



n per cent of this group, however, are seriously considering moving out of the

graduate and graduate programs. This group might be expected, therefore, to ;
remain in off-campus housing for a period of three or more years. On the other ﬁ
hand, we are reminded that all stgdents surveyed comprise only 22 per cent of:thosgi
interviewed. A sizeable percentage, then, of those interviewed who.meet the
eriterion of housing sfability are those other than students.

Relative to an%lyzing the nature of the residents in'regard to rentals, we

find that 76 per ceﬁt of the total respondents rent their last dwellings. There
| . .

'1is, thus, a distinct overlap; and we realize that an important percentage of those

"permanent" residents do, in fact, rent.

In the gelf-anllysis portion of the questionnaire, we find that a majority
of the respondents (67 per cent) see themselves as long-term residents. Likewise,
a majority of those interviewed (56 per cent) regard their present housing as a
permanent dWeiling unit (at least for the next three years), and 82 per cent of
the total respondents find their present housing to be adequate. Thesé responses
and others (L9 per cent would advise a friend to move into the village and 7L
per cent were not actively looking for new housing at the time of the Qurvey) lead
one to assume that there is an availability of satisfactory housing. )

There are some distinet and important findings that are unique to each of
the three groups of [residents who were interviewed. | ﬂ

Of the "other" group, 63 per cent own their own dwelling units, and most
of them consider themselves to be long~term residents of the village. A revealing é
villags. _ il

In the "retired! group, 76 per cent own their own dwelling units. A majority if
of the respondents in this group have lived in the village and in the same dwelling

unit for at least fifteen years. Generally they consider themselves as long-term |

residents who are satisfied with their present bousing situation. It is under-

stood, also, that they would prefer not to rent. , ﬂ
|

The "student" gLoup presents a different type of housing relationship 3

t : : !

because some of thei% dwelling units are divided up into apartments for‘their use,
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!
e g s S - T
|

i




~ gree of satisfaction|with various conditions in one's neighborhood. Geherally,

while others may be boarders or tenants in é part of the housing structure. Re= 'T
gardless of the type of dwelling unit, students do play an instrumental role és a
determinant of village housing. As noted in the Introduction to this-report,l

the survey, since it was taken after some stﬁdents had alréady 1eft.the village

for the summer,.may;laék a degree of validity of student housing. However, one

- might surmise that ﬁhe responses of students who were interviewed would be repre-
sentative of the exgressions of the larger student population who reside in off-

campus housing within the village.

Of those in the "studenth group who Were 1nterv1ewed, a maJorlty reported
that they pay $60.00 or more rent per month and a reasonable percentage (L1 per
cent) have utility Josts included in the rental payment. Approximately 60 per
cent of student residents interviewed were satisfied with their accommodations.
However, a siieable percentage of student respondents (36 per cent) reported
their housing to be {inadequate. Of the students interviewed, 63 per cent stated
that they were seriously considering moving from the village; however, few
indicated they were actively looking for housing outside of the villagé. As an
indiqatidn“of how much the students interviewed will pay for rental hoﬁging, the

findings show that 63 per cent would rent an apartment, if they had the opportunlty)
with payments averaging between $80 and $120 per month. ‘ | ‘[ 1
i

Keeping in mind| that the village was divided into ten neighborhoods for this

survey, the responses to a series of questions are revealing in regard to the de- l

. X - |
a majority of the residents interviewed are "Very Satisfied" or "Satisfied" with }

most of the items to|which they were requested to respond. Of interest are the 1:
.following-responses by percentages: “
Condition Very Satisfied Satisfied
Street lighting : : 18 76 o
Cleanliness - 12 61 R
Quietness ' 11 6l | g
Trees 13 69 D
Lawns - , 15 67
General condition of neighborhood 18 6l
Type of persons;liv1ng in area : 28 : 61
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- A surprising revelation is that 54 per cent of the respondents sre "Very f'
Satisfied" or "Satisfied" with the recreational facilities in their neighborhoods.
On the other hand, there were some conditions of their neighborhoods about

which those who were interviewed expressed degrees of dissatisfaction as follows

by percentages:

|
Condition j Dissatisfied Very Dissatisfied

l
Vehicular traffic : 25 1k
S Shopping facilities 28 16
b ’ . Available parking space 21 15

b Adequacy of busiservice = 16 L9

From these findlngs, one mighf assume that village residents are geherally
satisfied with many Bf the conditions in their neighborhoods. One might be
tempted to generalize from these results that village residents are, for the
S most part, satisfied with conditions in the village which the questlonnaire
sampled. However, one must use caution in these interpretations for the following

reasons:

1. The data from those interviewed in the ten neighborhoods was collated ? zl,?

|

in reporting these findings.

‘
! l
! 2. The questionnaire did not seek responses from those surveyed on the degree . !
)

of satisfaction or dissatisfaction with similar conditions in the village as a

whole. This lack was an inherent weakness of the questionnaire. i
That 41 per cent of the "other" group arevseriously considering mofing from ;

~the village does giveé one pause for reflection on their reasons. The findings |

from the survey yield no valid or significant data to account for their reasons. | i
3. One does find expressions of degrees of dissatisfaction with some con- ;i E

ditions from the residents of certain neighborhoods when the raw data is examined, | 5‘5

For example, in neighborhoods 5, 6, and 7 (that area commonly identified as the ‘ i‘éﬁ

downtown business-commercial "triangle"), the residents who were interviewed were

generélly dissatisfied with the availability of parking space. A significant _ ;

number of respondents from this area also expressed dissatisfaction with traffic
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’COnditions.

A milder degree of dissatisfaction was expressed wi

th the cleanli-

ness, the lawns, and the general conditions of this area. On thk other hand, a

significant number of respondents expressed satisfaction with th

lighting.
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~own their dwellings if they were to move, 16 per cent stated they w0u1d‘choose to

. 34 per cent of the r spondents replied the maximum amount they could pay was

TRENDS AND RECOMYENDATIONS

A markat for rental housing is most apparént in the student sector with the !
"other" and retired groups favoring dwelling ownership. Of those interviewed
from these two lattqr éroups, L8 pér cent responded they would prefer to own if
they were to move t& another dwelling unit as contrasted with 33 per cént froﬁ
these groups who sa;d they would prefer to rent if they were to move. Of the re=-
spondents from thesetgroups, 59 per cent indicated they would prefer to own a
.one-story dwelling, Ll per cent a two-story dwelling, and 1L per cent a split~
level dwelling. |

Of those interviewed from these groups who indicated they would prefer to

own rather than to rent because ownership gave them a sense of security, 29 per
cent fof equity,:ZS pef cent for privacy, and 30 pér cent to use the prbperty as
they liked.

Of those surveyed from the "other" and retired groups who would préfer to
rent, 30 per cent indicated they wanted to be able to move about freely, 15 per

cent noted a lack of funds for a down payment, 1L per cent stated they dldn't

want the obligation of a mortgage, and 18 per cent commented they wouldlnot have

to make repairs if they rented. ‘

As an index of range of the purchase price of single-family dwelling units,

|

$25,000 to less than|$35,000, and 25 per cent stated they could pay $15;OOO to‘ ’ik
less than $25,000; It is noted that a little over one-third of‘the respondents i%‘ '
from these groups (3L per cent) indicated they did not know in answer to this questiSn;‘
The responses to the question of the maximum monthly payments (including o

principle, interest, and taxes) is another indication of the range of purchase i

iy

- price. Of those interviewed from these two groups who indicated they would prefer f

!

to buy, 20 per cent #esponded they feel they could make a maximum monthly payment
| | ~10. | |
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. past two years.

. the village.

. , .
of $250 or more, 18 per cent $200 to less than $250, 20 per cent $150 to less
ihan $200, and 8 per cent $120 to less than $150. Again, about one—tﬁird indi-
cated they did not know. | '
: Most of the "other" and retired residents comprise a stable|majority of the
hbermanent residents" of the village. Among these two groups, the pattern of
housing mobllity does not appear to be one of great change. Although L1 per cent
of the respondents from the "permanent residents" indicated they were seriously
considering moving from the village at the time of the survey, 7L per cent of
this group reﬂlied they were not actively looking for new quarters at this time.

There would appear to be, therefore, some feelings among these respondents of

» dissatisfaction with present conditions within the village. The|reasons are

assumed to be other than those associated with their standards of housing. How=-

éver, in regard to "permanent residents," a review of zoning applications shows

minimal construction of one-family dwelling units withinlthe village dﬁring the

In the student group, there appears to be a preference for apartment-typeu

. multiple-dwellings., Over 50 per cent of the respondents from this group indicated

they would rent an apartment, if given the opportunity to do so, with a rental

range averaging between $80 and $120 per month.

«

Off-campus student housing should be more comprehensively studied by the

two collegiate-level institutions within the village since they have more access

to the needs for such housing than does the Ad Hoc Committee. thh in this area
will depend, of courée, on the response of the State University of New York to a
declining utilization of dormitory beds. at the SUNY Agricultural and Technical

College. Whether this present decline is only a temporary phenomenon or the be-
ginning of a continuing pattern remains ﬁo be seen. Whichever the case, caution

\//

would seem to be called for in projecting off-campus student housing needs within

11.
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} The Ad Hoc Committee has concerned itself with the housing needs within the
\%j.llag:e of Alfred. The committes notes, however, that élanning would necessarily
hiave to include consideration of ﬁhe availability of housing in the township of
%A%Lfred, as Weii.l as in the surrounding communities. It is to be anticipated,. there-
&'bre, that the Planning Boards of both the village and the township will be ,involved
':Ln all future:p'lanning in regard to housing of the single-family|residence type

‘and the multiple-dwelling type.

12,




Pfojectior_a of Village Housingv Needs to 1985

In formulating any projection of vﬂlgge housing needs, one-must take into
consideration the impact of the two collegiate institutions on such needs since
they constitute the ﬁost viable economic base of the Alfred community. 4
principal factor f«hat influencés local housing needs is the projected enrollment
growths of these 'wao institutions. These projections have a bearing on the

housing needs for. |

some particular groups in the community: on-campus student
housing, off-oampua student housing, both for single and married students, faculty
and administratiop housing, and support staff housing.

One would 1il{ce to be able to project housing needs on an annual basié to
1985 for each of t!’hese groups; however, the information from the two institutions
does not lehd itsélf to such a neat and discrete tabulation. The projection,
therefore, is in narrative form. | |

i
g Alfred University:

The Univeréit[y currently is housing 1,335 students on campus. The undere

4
graduate off-campus housing accommodates 48l students ,.and the gradualte off= - ,

) : ’ I
campus housing provides for 237 students. About 725 University students, there- 1 ‘

fore, are housed presently off-campus, some in the village, and some in the ad-

Jacent township. [These figures do not include commuters, who are resid:l.ng at hom;al. '

The following new or additional on-campus housing requirements for full-time
undergraduate stuJents are proJected by the University:

Yoar : Number of Beds |
1973~7h 180 | |
1977-178 120 g
1981-82 _60 ;}

360 Total Beds ;

The total of 360 additional beds projected for 1981-82 assumes that total |
. | R .
full-time undergraduate enrollment will not exceed 2,540 students. However, if |

the upper mwt projection of 2,750 students 1s reached, a total of approxi-ﬁ!
| 13. |
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thg Village. In addition, within the next 3 years, the effectsl of the University's

. ‘mately 140 beds in addition to the 360 beds will be required for 1981-82, making
a total of 500 beds to be added.
Looked at in another way, the enrollment projection of 2,540 full-time under-

i graduate students calls for about 1700 of these to be housed on=campus with the

rest (about 850) off-campus. The higher projected limit of 2,750 students would

o mean that slightly over 900 of this total would be housed off-campus. ~Neither

| one of these off-campus student housing figures include graduate student off- -
| campus housing estimates. If we include t_,his factor, conceivably the total
number of University students living off-campus by 1982 could amount to about

- -~
It would seem that these patterns have sigr_n_ificarit implications for both
the village and the town planning boards.

According to the Master Plan, Alfred University, including the College of

Ceramics, will be adding a total of 97 new people to its staffiin the next 10

yeai's. ‘This figure includes faculty, administration, office personnel, technical
assistants and Physical Plant employess. About half of this mf:mber will be éup-
portive staff. It is assumed that many of these people will aiready have homes
in the area, and they would not have, therefore, much of an infjj'luence on the
housing market within the Village. : i

|

" For one reason or another, many of these new ‘pe_gle will find housing outside
|
housing policy will be felt, under which faculty families must ivaeate University-
’ ,
owned housing after a residency of three years. Bscauss of that, approximately
11 families will need to find housing elsewhere in the Village or surrounding

' ‘a‘reas. Also, the University will be removing somé of its houses which now sit on

‘the perimeter of the campus in order to use the land for other purposes.
Taking the above into consideration, the University will need a minimum of

. §35 new housing units in the next 10 years. The majority of this number should be

1k. : i
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| available within the next 3-5 years.

| have not been received as of the time of this report.

At the present time, Alfréd University has no married student housing., The

; | !
' University anticipates that it will need a minimum of 100 of these units by 1988.

Most of these should be erected within the next ten Yyears,
SUNY Agricultural and Technical College:

There are indications that enrollment growth at this institution is beginning

' to level off. The most recent projections from SUNY Central Office in Albany

This college provides dormitory housing of 2, 533'beds, of| which 235 were

- vacant in September when the college opened. As it has been noted earlier in

| this report, it is too soon to know if this decline is temporary or is the be-

| ginning of a continuing pattern. Neither can one at this time, as it has been

noted also, predict the responss of SUNY to this decline in do:{cmitofy utilization.
Not including commuters, there are about 550 students enrplled at this college
presently living off-campus. Most of these reside in the v:lll;ge or the township.
Assuming a leveling off of enrollment at this institution, it aeems doubtful it
there will be a significant increase in the number of its atudgnts housed off=-
campus. The principal need, therefore, for off—éampus houaingj}is for University
students. However, if we add the number of off-campus studenté of the Agricultural
and Technical College to the projected number of off=campus Unil.ver_sity students,
We see thé.t by 1982 the total number to be provided for is app;'oximately 1,800
students. | A |
Of all of the projected needs uncovered by this study, thét of providingb
off;caxrxpus student housing is the greatest and the most presaing. This problem

calls for hmediate, coordinated planning at both the village and the township

levels. The alternatives to such planning are sll too clear.
Faculty and support staff growth at the Agricultural and Technical College

.1 also appears to be leveling off a8 a result of the student enrollment pattern,

18,
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| For example, the additional faculty projections for 1977 is only 13 more than
o )

the total for 1972. The increase in number of support staff positions 1s expected

'to be about the same number.
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M Recommendations of the Ad Hoc Housing Committee in regard tc
é;eas within the village limits for single~family residenceé, mul
hbusing, and student housing. The land areas are arranged by ord
within each grbup.

g% 1. Single~family residences

3. Student housing

“a. Ellis propert& on Randolph Road, owned by Alfred Uni
Item No. 2 a. below.) |
b. Tullar, Embser, and Cummings property, presently und
the PineiHill area.
¢. Mrs. L. S. Greene property on Hillcrest Drive. EThis

last area in the village to be developed, and its dévelopmen

the location of the entrance highway into the village from Route 2Ll (the

Belmont Road).

2. Multiple~dwelling housing

a. Ellis property along Randolph Road, low-density mult
or a combination of this type and single-family residences.
b. Stanley Butts and Mrs. Hubert Watkins properties on

with entrance from High Street.

c. William McMahon property, off Sayles Street Extension. To be incor-

porated with vacant property, owned by Winfield Rgg@olph.

d. Lester Shershoff property opposite Saxon Heights.

e. Hillcrest Drive between the creek, bbrdering the property of the

Church of the Nazarene, and the property of Mrs. C. R. Myers

a. Property owned by Alfred University, ektending at the rear of Thets

Theta Chi Sorority and John MbMahqn.properties to the road up and around

what is termed locally as "fraternity row."

17,

suitable land
tiple~-dwelling
er of priority
versity. (see also

eveloped, in

should be the

t depends on

1ple-dwelling

South Main Street
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formed by Main Street, West University Street, and Church Street

. L . Ky : , y
| |
‘ uv b, Saxon Heights
L (This area may be used also for multiple-dwelling ) '
;E The committee further recommends that no housing be planned|in the triangle

, This area

should be reserved for business-commercial development. Recognizing that federal

funding for urban development may depend on the provision of muli
hou81ng, such as garden-type apartments, the committee recommends

housing unitsube planned for other areas in the business-commerc:

tiple-dwelling
that such

Lal zone.

H ; » ‘ . 180




" REPORT OF DATA FROM THE HOUSING SURVEY

| A total of 320 dwelling units were surveyed, and oral responses to the

questionnaire were obtained from 356 residents.

In the data reported, the term, "No.," refers to the number of residents

fesponding, and the?term, "%," refers to the percentage of the total number for

each item reported.

Type of residen

ct

Student
I Retired
. Other

#Dwelling units

One
Two
Three
Four
Five
Six

v ~ #Neighborhood
incompatible

Age of head of

or apartments in structure (s-r-0)

#6 was eliminated because of
responses

household (5-R-0)

Less than

' 19-29 year
? 30-hly year
| - Li5-6l year

Number of rooms

18 years
S
5
5

65 years and over

in dwelling unit,

excluding bathr

boms,_closets, etc. (S-R-0)

o~ oW

. ' More than ?

One

5 Two:
L Two and on
R Three

Number of bathr&oms in dwelling unit (S-R-0)

One and onL-half

half

More than yhree

!

Tt

g e s e

No.

75
66

216

183
77
28
20

16
65

70

55

z

21
18

61

57

N
NN ONO =

22
23
32
18

11

1l
13
12
16




i i
{ i
No.
Ownership or rental of dwelling unit (R-0)
o 165 L9
~ Rent - 172 51
Approximate amount of rent per month (S-R-0)
Less than L0 1 1
$L0 to less than $60 8 5
$60 to less than $80 23 13
$80 to less than $100 25 1L
$100 to less than $1.20 30 17
$120 to less than $150 L5 25
$150 to less than $200 133 19
$200 to less than $250 L 2
$250. or more 5 3
Doq't know - 3 2
Ttems included within rent (S-R-0)
| Heat, hot water 17 8
Electricity (Light) 10 5
Gas 1L 7
Kitchen appliances L7 .22
Furniture 16 8
None of above 59 28
A1l of above L6 | 22
Estimate of market value of house (rR-0)
Less than $5,000 3
$5,000 to less than $10,000 » 5
$10,000 to less than {5,000 8
$15,000 to less than $20,000 10 .
$20,000 to less than $25,000 _ 18 11
$25,000 to less than $35,000 - ' 51 ‘ 32
$35,000 or more 32 ' 20
Don't know : L= 33 21
If residents were to move to another | '
dwelling unit, they would prefer to (R-0)
own 139 48
Rent 96 33
Don't know 55 19
Reasons for preferring to own (R-0)
Gives me security 28 16
Equity L9 29 .
Privacy L2 25
Use property as wished S1 30
Don't know 1 1




Type of house preferred (E-0)

1~story house
2-story house
Split level house
Don't know

' Reasons for preferring to rent (R~-0)

Freedom of movement

Lack of down payment

Difficulty of marketing house if moving

Do not wish obligation of a mortgage

Do not wish to make own repairs to dwelling
Do not need larger quarters

Don't know

Othgr

Yoars family or individual has lived in

the dwelling unit (R-0)

Less than 1 year

1 to less than 3 years

3 to less than 5 years

5 to less than 10 years
10 to less than 15 years.
15 years or more

‘Don}t know

Years family or individual has lived in

the Village of Alfred (R-0)

Less than 1 year

1 to less than 3 years

3 to less than 5 years
5 to less than 10 years
10 to less than 15 years
15 years or more

" Don't know

Is this the only dwelling unit this family

has ever lived in? (R=0)

Yes'
No

Ownership or rental of last residence (R-Q)

Ownership
Rental

PSPPI RICSURVIRIIERY- LSt E Wit SURRP EES IR RSP RE PR e S E R R L

25
13

12
.15

13

66
196

56

180

=R

Lo
30
10
21

21

22
10
13

26

18
17
1k

37
.03

25
%

2l




Rooms in last residence (excludingﬁbathrooms,

closets, etc.)

One
Two
Thres
Four
Five
Six
Seven
Eight
Nine

(R~0)

Bathrooms in last residé;be‘(RrO)

One -

One and one~half

Two

Two and o
Three
More than

e~half

three

_ Reasons for loc¢ating in neighborhood (R-0)

Wanted to
Wanted to
Wanted to

be near downtown
be in the village
live in rural area

Only house we preferred .

House reas

onably priced

Quite neighborhood

Shopping f
Close to g
Friends an
No choice
Other

Temporary or ld

acilities nearby
lace of work
d relatives nearby

t

ng term resident of the

village (S~R~0}

Temporary '

Long term
Don't know

Do you feel tha

t your present quarters are

temporary or do

you feel that you are going to

remain in your

resent quarters for at least

the next 3 year

s? (S-R-0)

Temporary
Long term

Don't know

Adequacy of pre

sent quarters (S-R-0)

Adeduate
Inadequate
Don't know

13

52
29
3k

33
26

175
27

i
o))
=

17
192
19

99
159
28

271
52

n = =
FwLwoOHN@OwWEHO

18 -

22
12

1L

11

67
17
10

.
o
W N

L3

H O

o

27
67

35
56
10

82
16
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:; ( DEGREES OF SATISFACTION AND DISSATISFACTION WITH
| _ CONDITIONS IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD

Service (S-R-0) 9 3 34 12 6 2

i

‘ Very Don't know or | Dis- ‘ Very Dis-
: Satisfied Satisfied No opinion Satisfied  Satisfied
No. 2 No. % No. 2 No. 3 No. 2
f.ocation of s‘chools ‘
l(s-R- 0) L2 13 167 53 86 o7 17 g 2 06
Quality of schoolo ; o
(5-R~0) : 28 9 138 L 107 3k 31 3 1
Traffic conditlons ' _ ‘
(S-R-O) y 17 5 166 52 10 3 8o 25 W 1
Street 1ighting (s~R~0) 51 18 220 76 6 - 2 12 N 2 1
\ Shopplng facillties : ‘ '
(s-R-o) | 12 L 159 50 .9 3 88 28 52 16
Cleanliness (SpR-O) 33 12 192 6l 5 2 56 18 22 7
Quietness (s-R-0) -~ 36 11 202 64 7 . 2 by 15 26 8
Avallability of _
Parking Space (S-R-0) 27 8 167 5L 16 5 7 22 k9 15
Trees (S-R-0) il 13 220 69 5 2 Il 13 10 3
Lawns (S-R-0) 3 L7 15 211 67 10 3 30 10 '17 5
General condition of | . v . ' ; .
- Neighborhood (S-R-0) 57 18 201 64 5 2 3 12 12 L
Type of persons living ‘
In area (S-R-0) 88 28 189 61 16 5 15 5 L 1
Recreational facilities | ( |
(s-R-0) 22 7 1h2 47 51 17 56 18 32 11
. Distance from work . ' :
(8-R~0) 118 - L2 111 39 L8 17 3 1 3 1
Location of church
(S-R-0) | 63 20 15k S0 75 2l 13 L 5 2
Adequacy of bus | .
46 16

wh ko




P R R

A

Would you advise a close friend to move.
into this village? (S-R-0)

Yes
No :
Don't know

Are you seriously considering moving i‘rbm
this village? (R~0)

Yes

Are you actively lookir'lg‘for new quarters
at this time? (R-0) .

Yes!
No

Preference in regard to new quarters (R-0)

Rent a single-family house

Rent a section of a two-or-more family house

Rent an apartment

Buy'a section of a two-or-more family house

Buy a single family house

Buy an apartment in common ownership plus
others

Maximum rent willing to pay per month (S-R-0)

Less than $l0

$L0 to less than $60
$60 to less than $80
$80 to less than $.00
$100 to less than $120
$120 to less than $150
$150 to less than $200
$200 to less than $250
Don't know

Maximum amount to pay if purchasing a house (R-0)

$5,000 to less than $10,000
$10,000 to less than $15,000
$15,000 to less than $20,000
#20,000 to less than $25,000
$25,000 to less than $35,000
$35,000 or more

Don't know

173
112
71

95

68
195

16
15
27
31

Froogosonw H

(]
ViV oV

o

R

L9
20

28

26
7L

16
15
28
32

1L
19
16
19

1k
11

3k
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- Maximum monthly payment including pri cipal
1 | Inberest, and taxes, if purchasing (2-0)
L | ‘ v
* Less than $60 1 -‘ 2
; ; $100 to less than $120 1 2
i T $120 to less than {150 3 8
T $150 to less than $200 8 20
i l $200 to less than 3250 7 18 .
‘ ,Ii ~ $250 or more 8 : 20

i b Don't know 12 30

: Sources of family income and other receipts

1l In 1971, (S-E-0) ,

) . ! ) . .

1 PR Wages and salaries ‘ 219 | L6

‘ | : Interest and dividends : 96 20

‘ Rents and royalties - : Lo 8

! Pensions and Social Security : o 75 |- 16

| Unemployment Compensation , 1 .02

, i Gifts 3 2 | .0l
b | © Public assistance ; 5 1

15 SV s Parents _ 18 b
il ! Loans and Other: 18| I
b | Approximate total gross income and other

: receipts for all persons living in household

| Th 1971, (5-R-0)

3 Less than $3,000 ’ o 28 13
o $3,000 to less than $5,000 18 8
- : $5,000 to less than $3,000 22 10
. | $8,000 to less than $10,000 | 27 12
b ‘ $10,000 to less than $15,000 60 | - 27 .
o  $15,000 to less than $20,000 - 25 o1

$20,000 to less than $25,000 8 ly

: $25,000 or more : 7T 3
Don't know : - 2l 11
SRl ' -

B

L
R




