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A PORTLAND RESIDENTIAL BLIGHT ANALYSIS

The information contained in this report was compiled by and in..
tended for use by the stoff of the Cify Plannlng Commission ond the
Portlond Developmenf Cornmission; lt provides an initial survoy of the
entlre City, using a cornposite scoring mefhod of nine indicss, ond sat-
isfies the need for a quick appraisa I ol the Cif yrs resident iol needs.
ln additlon, the survey provides valuable infonmatlon for estimofing
and al lotting time on a possible Communify Renewal Program.

PRELI,']tI MRY F INDI NGS

Tsble i ond the followlng mop depict the relative <iegree of blight
within each census tract of fhe City, The highest penalty point score
indicates the greatest relative presence of a blight index within fhat
census tract. Congruenf ly, the lower the score, the lessor fhe relotive
degree of blight.

The penalty ronges shosn on the map ere similar to those defined
for each index in the fol loying section. On the map, thc ?otol s@rss
of the census tnacts sr€ group€d into six categories of increasing pcn-
alfy range volues. 0n the baEis of acreage,t the mop of totol gcore
discloses thaf I

fu.| p", cent of fhe City orea is comprlsed of census tnacts
chlch are ln the lorregt one-thlrd of the penalty Ecores,
indicot ing relatively good resident ial status.

fi.t per cent of the Cify au'ea is conprised of census fracts
rhich are in the middle one-third of the penolfy scores,
indicating living condi?ions that range from sllghtly above
stondard to slightly subsfandard.

5. 18.2 per cent of the City area is comprised of census tracfs
*hich ane ln the highest one-third of the penalty scores,
indicoting general ly blighted t'esidentlal conditions where
existing clrcumstoncee linit residentla I livobi I ify.

The highest penal?y poinf soorca were recorded near the cenf er of
the City on both sides of the [?!llonette River. YJlthin fhe dosntown
area on the ruest side of the river. the vo lue s@re ls inf lafcd due to
the linited, but blighted, residentiel use. East of the rlver, very
high penalty poini scores band the river from NE Frenront Street to SE
Divlsion Street.

uA"r"uge, 
exc3uding the Wl llsmette River, of trects e!t6blishcd af the

tlme ol the lplo Census, April l, lgp.
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A fight ring of general ly substanderd creo surrounde the highly
bl ighted sections in the center. Three out lying substandard areos can
olso be noted! one on each side of the Wlllomette River in fhe northern-
mosf part of the City, ond one large orea in fhe extrene southeost.

It ls encourcging to find that the major portlons of the Clty hove
relaf ively low pena lty point scores. Specifically, the lorcst scoreg
were recorded in the Laurelhurst-Alemeda, Eastmoreland, end Kingrs-
Cardinel I Heights resident isl orees.

THE ITETHO AND ITS APPLICATION

Selection of the lndices

The rnosl crlticel conslderation of this study was the selection of
fhe lndiccs to bG used. The relevance ond ovollability of eoch indgx
reguired carefu I examinatlon in terms of cctual utility as an indicofor
of b ! lght.

Since the Planning Conmissionts work is relofed to urban land soits,
it cannot help but be@ne conscious of opporent blighted areas within
the Ctty. This'a priorit determinatlon is prirnarily based on bullding
and slte choracteristics. To apply a posslble index with fhe obJectivc
of reoffirming preconceived blight is obvlous ly e pitfall in determining
lhe relevance of the index. However, this problem of relevont index
selectlon mcy be overcome r in port, by gathering a lorge assortnent of
blight indices us€d in other cities, odcling ony others of possibl€ value,
and obJectively questloning each index in light of its real utility as
a blight indicator In thls or any other clty. Using this fechnique on
a oraw I isti of ,lr8 accumu loted indices, the stof f arrived et o I ist of
22 bllght indicators uhlch eppeored useful.

Avoilsbility then became the major conaideratlon in selection froo
the 22 remeining indiees. Trvo questlons were askcd @ncorning lndex
ovailobitity. First, cou ld fhe infornation be found? Second, could the
information be translafed withln a reosonrble length of time to o coa-
mon land unit of sufficienf size to be consistent with the scope of the
sfudy (i.e., neighborhood, census trcct" etc.)? Ot 22, only i2 rere
readi ly aval loble in terns of access and time.

The staff then re-examined and contacfed various city-wide agencies
to ascsrtaln the relevance of the rema ining 12 indices. The list of 12
wos narroued to9 indices, three being elinlnated for fhe following
reason3 r

Tubercu losis rcte r
sma I aroa w

Occurrence ls concentrated in only one
e rest of the City almost uni form in

percentcge. Slnce the object of fhe sfudy is nof only to
locate blight but to flnd the degroG of blight, fhe TB rate
rould not producc a slgnificant pattern.
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2. Traffic accidents: The pattern rcflected the through
streets principolly used by veh icles rather fhan the
routes us€d by pedestrians of the locality.

,. Rentcr occuponcyt This lndex rculd tend to overwelght
o-cup-hcy -EarcCteristics since penalty gcoret roro as-
signed. The patterns of renler occupancy conc€ntratlon
reflect not only poor rentol arees but stable and high-
quol ity Epartment oreos.

Evo I uat ion of the lndic€s

The folloring pages include c detailed breakdown.of the nine in-
dlces used in the study. Eoch index is individual!y discurscd in terms
of source, moxinum panalty 8@!'e. ond penalty ronge. ln each co39, the
penalty scoring lncludes slx nanges roughly dividing the scores of each
of the 5l census tracts lnto six units of tan oengus tractg. ln this
wcy, all pena lfy scores o!'e relct ive fo other peac tty scores in the City.

A. Bui ldlng Charcclerist lcg

Dl lapidat lon of duel I ings

Resldentiol di lapidation is a principal indicator of residential
deterloration and blight. The dato used ls derlrred froil the l9ri0 U.S.
Census and, because of th€ relative occuracy and lack of bias of this
index, a naxinum penalty score of 2O polnts was sssigned.

Penalty Range

I Di lopidEted Pena lty Score

2. Ago of drelllngs

The degree of bllght of a dselllng is not necesgarily relate<l to
age, but age does fake on significance stren reloted io the date of thc
establighmsnt of housing negulatlon. The lbusing code was finst enacted
in Portlcnd in lplp and the U.S. Census hos tabutatcd the number of
drellings bul lt prior to lt2o. For this recson, pre-tt2o &eilings uere
selec?ed ond the index tas oss i gt'led a maxinur penalfy of l! points.

dt

0.0 -
2.5 -
lr.o -
6.5 -il.o -

Zj.O +

2
,
6
o
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I
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Pena lfy Ronge

f of Duel I ings
Bui lf Prlor to l9e0 Penalty Score

o.o - 22.9
2r.o - ,t.9
,2.o - l$.9
lh.o - m.g
60.0 - 79.9
BO.o +

,. Value of dwel lings

The value of a dwelling reflects not only the conditton of the
structure but the lot slze, neorby rocneationa! and insi itutionol fa-
cllitles. and the surroundlng soclo-econonlc environmenf. Through in-
terview, the F.H.A. reporfed that tp!! drellings valued belou l7,O0O
were generally consldered poor loan risks. Uslng 1950 dato fron the
U.S. Census, tow-value housing was rother arbitrari ly considered ag
housing valued belos $5,000. Since the Census recognized only single-
family dwel lings, ths valuc indcx rcs not assigned the hlghesf max i rnun
penolty score, but given a maximum peno lty of 17.5.

Pena lty Range

I of One-Fani ly Drel I ings
Valued Below $t,000 Pena lty Score+

nln thrr" census tracts (5t,5r, and !!) in fhe tower downtorn
area, no single-forni ly drel I ings were recognized. To obtoin
c unlform total panolty, these three tracfn uere assigned o
fcctor score of vo lue based on the percentage of moxiaur re-
ceived in the eight other cofegoriesr

o
,
6
9
t2
t5

o
,.5
7.o
0.5
lr.o
7"5

o.o - L.9
5.o - 7.9
8.0 - lr.9
ll+.0 - el.9
2.O - 4.9
3O.O +

Census Trcct

5t

f of i{axinrun Score
For All Other lndicee

Assumed
Pena lty

96
86
98

0
o
0

5'
il+

W
t5
r7
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B. Environmenta I Charac..teri st ics

l. Lond use m i xture

Conrnercio I and industria I uses produce uodrsirable troffic, ttoise ,
odors, and space uti I ization rhen lntermixed with resident lo I use. Fronr
1916-r| land use mops, three staff members utilizcd penalty polnts to
evcluste the land use mixture uifhin eoch census tract. fhe penalty
points, indivldually assigned by each staff memberr rGF€ averaged for
fincl ueight. Because of the direct beorlng on bligtrf and relotive free-
do,n from prejudice, the index wae assigned fhe maximum pen6 lty score of
2O points.

We!ght

o

Pena lty Range

Character of Pat f ern

Ordorly pattern of lcnd use, minlmum amount of mixture vifh
resldentia I arca cleor I y def inetl.

,rlixture noticeable, located prlncipal ly along major peripheral
streets with littla effecf on resident iel arcas.

f,tinor land use rnixture along bisecting troffic routes or iso-
loted mlxture within residentlal crese,

Definife nnixture both olong bisecting fraffic roufes and
pocket3 with in residentic I are.3.

Very apparent lond use mixture; few self-contoined residon-
tlol oreas with land use pettern hecorning crrofic.

Lond u3€ patfern corlpletell, di sord€r€d; naxinum of nixture
sith lso loted resident iol uses.

2. Pork arec

The anount of p6rk lrec per person gives some indlcat lon of the
recrestional foci lities avai lable ond the omount of public open space
ln resident la I creos. Each census tract touching a park.received ful I

credit lor the orea of that park. This inflated volue, plus thc lo<*
of di{ferentiation betreen developed ond undeveloped park, lcd the staff
to essign the index only ! points as a maxlmun penalty score,

Penalty Renge

Park Acres Per
I,OOO Populatlon Penalty Score

,r

I

t2

t6

20

0.o
Z
,
2
I
o

0.9
r.9
,.e

r[.9

o.r -
r.o -
2.O -
l+.0 -
5.0 +
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1. Crime rate

A l6rge number of crimeg occurring in an area is an indicator of
inadequocies ln the social environment. Although importanf and conplled
without bias from l!18 poliqe records, the dato indicatee only the ploce
where the crlme was committed and not the residence of the offender.
Accordlngly, the c-rlme rate index ras assigned o moximum peno lty score
of lO.

Penalty Range

Fe lon ies and flti sderneonorg
Per 1,000 Population Penalty Score

C" Occupancy Chorocterist icc

| . l*cnth ly rent

This index relates direct ly to livlng deslrabi llty in terns of !o-
cation cnd structural condition. The dotc rag derived fron the ltlo
Census at a tlme in which rent controls uere in effect ond several lor-
rent war housing projecfs were still in use. The penalty scores rere
not corected for these irregularitiec since f inre would ttot pernit the
extensive reseorch thot such correct ion rculd snttl l. Because of these
snd olher lnadequacleg in the index, the maximum penalty score ras looered
to l2.l polnts.

Penalty Range

f of Rentols Belcnfl
ilrO.OO Per litonth Pen6 lty Score

0.o - 25.9
27.O - ,9

,l+ t

56
@

,6.
)$.
,7.
7o.

2. Faml ly incone

lnadequate farnlly inconp wl ll, ln the maJority of cases, not pro-
vide for bul ldlng and y€rd mointenonce nor for the bettenmeni of all-
around llving conditions. Low incomes, in part, ref lecf secsona I

.0 - 28.9
'a - 17'11,, - bt.g
.0 - I9.9
.0 - @.9
.O+

0
4
,7
t&
50
90

o
I

2
,
I+

5

9
9
9
9

0-
0-
o-
0+

0.0
2.5
5.o
7.5

r0.0
t".5
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emp loymeni cn6 a genora I mobi lity of the populat ion uf,rich increases the
presence of vaconcy. Forni ly lncoe does not, houever' take into accgunt
fhe slze of the fami ly or the efficiency of income use. The l!!O u.S.
Census placed the average onnual incooe in the City at lr..O5l. Accord-
Ingty. the stcff recognized thosc Incooc! b.low tr'OOO as substandord
ond assi gned a maxirnur pen6 lf ), 3corc of 12., |o f he i ndex.

Pena lty Range

fr ot Felni lies Wlth Annual
lncones Betow SI,(DO

S ot DYel llngs With ibrc
Than One Person Per Roo

.0-

.0-

.o-

.o-
,0-
.O+

o.o
2.5
5.o
7"5
!o.0
t2.5

,r.9
,?.9
!l+.9
l+g.g
6t.9

Pena lty Score

Pen6 lty Score

,. Persons per r@ir

Overcrording is prcva lent in b I lghtod arc.s, particul.rly in old€r
apartments and conversions. Yet, fha nu D€r of persons pGr r@n connot
be fully equated with fhe degres of crowd i ng since rooflt size vcrles con-
siderobly fror d-.elling to drelllng. Being tinitcd to the categories
of the l95O U.S. Ceneut, the stcff ossigned a noxlaua penolfy ot l.j to
the index.

Penalty Range

o.o - 2.1+

Dot Pcttern of Lor-Value cnd Dl lapldated 0rc1llngs

2.5 - r.9
L.o - b.5
b.6 - 6.'+
6.9 - g.g
o.o +

0.0
t"5
,.o
L.5
6.0
7.5

Shile penolty reighting corpores statigtlcalry the degree of bl ight
betceen cenius tracts, lt does nof convey a picture of ocfucl blighted
oreas or rfroub te spofsn. Becauge of this lack of refinemenf, an ent ire
census tract could be assignod a relativcly high pena lty scoro result ing
fnom a slngte blight concentration within the trect. For this rca$n,
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the stoff coobined a dot map of the actuot patfern of tro prlncipal in-
dlces wlth the qualitatiw brsakdoun by censu! tract. 0l iapldction and
vclue of houslng rhlch recelved the maxierm rcight of those lndices
ovai lable by block uere golecfsd and rnapped by block. One dot va! 6r-
slgnod to each b lti,ck in f,h I cfr 20 per cent or !ror. of the drcl I lngs uero
dl lapldatcd and to ecctr block in rh lctr tho ovgr.ga value of singlc-
fami ly drol I lngs rca betor fr,Ooo.

The resultant rnap (Rtate l) shous both the relatlve degree of
bllght by census tr6ct tnd indicates a more occurotc distribution pct-
tern for lor-vc lue cnd di lcpidated duel I ings.

KAEr lmk
PCPC

o/&
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Tolr !c I

CITY.WIDE AMLYSIS OF RESIDENTIAL BLIGHT

Port lcnd, 1960

I ndcx Penolty Scorer

Pcnalty
Range Z 1

Censug Tractt5 6 7 E

Tota! Score o-r2o 65.0 l&.5 t6.o !l.o 7?.5 76.9 ,6.0 l&.o

o-52.'

o-20
0- 1,
o-l?.9

o-r,
0-20
o-,
o-t0

o-12.5
o-r2.5
o-7.5

20.5Bu i ldlng Charocterlst ics

Dl lopldatlon of Duet I lngs
Age ol Dre I I lngs
Vo lue of Drel llngs

Environmentr I Characf cr I ct i cs

Lcnd Use ltlxturc
Park Are6
Crlne

tbnth ly Rent
Fami ly ln@mo
Persons per Roctt

,r.A ?)+,5 7.5

8.0
6.0
10.5

tz.O I 1.0

W. :8.8 tT.5 r7.o

l+

,
o

12.0
9.0
llr.0

Il.o
6.o
to.5

lr.o
0.0
,.,

2.O
9.0
t.o

,.o
lr.o
a.o

2.'
5.o
L.5

5.0
0.0
I+.5

0
5
o

7.'
2.,
b.5

?.5
7.7
,.o

re.0
9.0

17.5

5.0
1.0

lr.O

0
0
o

l+

6
7

o
o
5

0
o
oa

8.0
0.0
lr.o

I+

I

6

7
,
o

0.0
0.0
2.0

0
0
o

2.0 t0.o tg.0 r0.0 9.0 r5.o

I t.0
4.0
2.O

I
,
I

t0
7
6

o
o
o

Occupancy Cheractr lst lcs o-r2., t8.0 lt 2 2r.9 zl,5 9., t2.o9.0

,.o
2.5
t.5

_6,2.

5.4
0.0
1.5

ro.0
10.0
7.5
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Tab le I

CITY.TIIDE AMt}sIS OF RESIDENTIAL BLIGHT

Port I antl, l!6O

Pemlty Scores

Pcnc lty
Ronge I r0 il

Census Tract
12 t' rL t5 t6

Totol Score

Bul lding Ctrcrccterist ics

Di lcpidat lon of Dtel I lngs
Age 9f Owel llnge
Value of Dnel lings

Land Use fitxturc
Park Areo
Cr ime

Occupancy Choracter i st I ss

,ltonth ly Rent
Fami ly I ncorne
Persons per Rooo

o-r20 ru
o-52.'

0-20
0-t5
o-t?,.,

87.0 to6.5
t=EEEE

6z.a ?B.o 7 t.o ?,, ,r.5

Envlronmento I Character i st ics o-r, 2r.0 2r.o ,2.o

t6.0
r2.o
l0'5

?2.O t9.o 22 0

20 5 tl+.0 2.5 r0.5o-r2.5

o-t2.5
o-t".5
o-7.,

r0.0
ro.0
6.o

2r.o ,8.0 J*6.9 !f, fr., ,r,o 0.0 tl+.o

I+,0
,.o
7.0

0.0
0.0
0.0

l2.o
9.0
,.5

20.0
t2.0
tt.o

t2.0
t2.o
l[.0

8.0
6.0
7.0

I t.0
5.o
6.0

l.O
l+.0
lr.o

0
0
o

r!
l+
l+

7.5
t0.o
,.o

t5.0
r2.0
7.o

5.0
7.5t.,

5.0
0.0
L.o

2.'
5.4
5.O

5.O

0.0
,.o
o.o

2
0
o

5
0
0

9.0

0-20
a-5
0- ro

r8
I+
t0

tl+.0
,.a
5.0

rL
,
l+

2
5
,

0
0
o

5
o
0

0
0
o

0
5
0

10.5 26.o 28.' t5.5

ro.
t2.
6.

9.o
7.5
,.o
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Tob le I

CITY-WIDE AMLYSIS OF RESIDENT IAL BL IGHT

Port lond, l95O

lndex Pena lty Scores

Peno lty
Range t7 t8 t9

Census Trocl
20 2t 22 2' dl

Tota I Score 0- 120 55.or-rt-
l+7.0 lr.o 66.0 rtr/.0

IEEEI
r 16.0 105.0

-E 

-

,T.orE-tr

!9r5. r7.o

r-t-rt rt---

- -
Bu i ldi ng Charcctcr ist icc

Dl topidat lon of Dwe I I lngs
Age of Drellings
Value ol Drellings

Land use tlxture
Pork Arec
Cr ime

Occupancy Charocter i st ics

lionth I y Rent
Fami ly lnco e
Persons per Roor

0-52.5 U 2r.0 0.0 ,t.5 l+9.0

0-20
o- t5
o-t7.5

8.0
6.o
7.O

2.5
5.O
1.5

12.0
6.0
to.5

5.o
,.o
l+.0

7.5
2.5
\.,

2.5
7.5
t.,

0.0
0.o
0.0

,.o
r.0
0.0

0.o
0.0
0.0

16.0
t5.0
17.5

20.0
t5.o
tl+.0

l2.O
9.0
to.5

fr.5
20.0
15,0
t7,.5

8
I
0

9.0
2.O
lr.O

o
5
o

o
0
o

o
o
o

Environmenta I Charccter ist ice o-r, r2.O r7"O lr"o 2r,o ,2.o ,r.0 28.0 t5.O

o-20
o-5
0- r0

o-r2.5

o-t2.,
o-.2.5
o-7.5

tlr. o
1.0
8.0

12.0
5.0
o.o

20.0
2.O
t0.0

r0.c
ro.o
6.0

r8.0 lt.o
,,o l+.0
r0.0 t0.0

U.5 9.0 o.o il.5 a6.o *.5
t2.
t2.
7.

24.5

t0.0
t2,5
6.0

,.0

5
5
5
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CITY.WIDE AMLYSIS OF RESIDENTIAL ELIGHT

Port land, 1960

Penclty Scoreg

Pena lty
Range 25 26 2?

Censug Tract
2829 ,orry

Total Score

Bul tding Charccterist lcs

Dl lapidetlon of Dwell ings
Age of Drellings
Value of Orel I ings

n.,10.0t2.016.0r r.00- t20 t5.0

7.o

2.5
0.0
0.0

o
o
5

0
o
I

,.o
2.0
0.0

li.O
t.0
2.0

tl+.0

,.0 1:2 ,,, 16.0 t?.o

0.0 o.0 0.0 t.5 t.5

u
o-r2.5

0-20
0- t5
a-t7.5

0.0 3,o

Envlronmento I Charccteri st ics O-)5 r2.0 r r.0 tl.o r r.0 7.o 5.9 r2.o le.o

o.o
o.o
,.5

0.0
0.0
t.5

o.o
,.0
0.0

8ro
,.o
0.0

0.0
0.0
o.0

0.o
,.o
o.o

0
0
o

0
o
o

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
,.o
0.0

0.0
9.0
?.0

5.0
5.o
2.0

o.o
0.0
,,5

I+.0
6.0
7.O

o
o
0

5
5
0

Land Use r$ixture
Park Area
Crlme

0-40
0-5
o-r0

5.o
ir.o
l+.0

2.0
r.0
8.0

5.0
5.4
2.0

o.0
0.0
o.o

o.0
0.0
0.0

0- 12.5
o-12.,
o-?.5

5
5
2

2
2
o

Occupancy Chcracter ist ics o-r2.5 0 o

lionth ly Rcnt
Fanri ly ln@le6
Persong per Room

5.o2.5
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CITY-WIDE ANALYSIS OF RESIDENT IAL BL IGHT

Port londr l960

Penolty Scores

Penc lty
Range ,r*15 ,8 

'9 
lro

o:r20 79.5 8r.5 57.o ,8.5 ,8.5 )e,o l+2.5 E.o.

o-*.5 ,7 .5 
'8.o 

t?.' tL.o I t.o r5.0 lo., 25.5

Census Troct
,6 ,7

Tota I Score

Bui ldlng Charccterl st ics

0l lapidat lon o{ Owc I I ings
Age of Duellings
Volue ol Drelllngs

Land Use 4ll xture
Park Arec
Cr irno

[4on]h I y Rent
Fani ly I ncona
Pcrson s per Roon

o-20
o-t5
o-t7.5

8.0
t2.0
t7.5

0.0
o.o
lo.5

?6 o t5.0 rl+.0 t6.o t8.o 7.0 7.0

n.5 g.o 25.o 2r.5

r2.o
,.o

10.5

[.0
,.o
7.O

t2.0
r2.0
tlr.o

e.o
,.o
2.0

r0.o
7.5
6.0

5.o

".5,.o

t?.5
5.o
7.5

8.0
0.0
7.0

9.0
,.0
6.0

5.0
2.'
t.5

o
0
0

7.0
1.0
8.O

7,5
2.5
t.5

I
,
0

o
o
0

6
?
6

o
o
,

5.0
5.0
l+.5

I
9
o

rr.o
,.0
8.0

5.o
7.5
L.5

0Environmenta I Characterlet lcs O-r5

o-20
o-5
o- ro

0- r2
o-t2
o-7.

&

7.5
l0.o
l+.E

9.0
2.0
[.0

7.O
5.0
8.O

l+.o
r.o
2.O

Occuponcy Charoctcr lst lcs o-*., n,.o l7.o .4.2 ro'5

.,
,,
5
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Tcb le I

CITY-Y'IDE ANALYSIS OF RESIOENTIAL BLIGHT

Port land, 1960

Penolty Scores

Peno lty
Rangc lrt l& l$

Census Troct
ldr l$ I$W[E

Tofa I Score

Bui lding Characterist ics

Dl lopidctlon of Drell lngs
Age of Dlel I ings
Value of Owel I ings

Envl ronmsnta I Characterlst icg

Lsnd Lbe rlilxture
Park Area
Crlme

0ccupancy Character ist ics

lbnth ly Rent
Fonl ly lncone
Persong per Roon

0- r20 u- 88..9

?r.5 lu
!u.

ru

t2,.'
ro.o
7.5

!9rz

2t.5

5
o
I

o.o
7.5
7.5

w.
n.o

18..2

t0.o

57.5 7r.0: :

28,5 
't.5
t6.0
t2.o
,,5

o-'P.,

o-20
0- 15
o- t7.,

t6.0
9.0

tlr.O

[.0
0.o
17.5

t6
,

t7

t6
9

)7

8.0
o.o
t7.'

[.0
t.0
6.0

t6.o
9.O
,.5

o
o
o

6
Il
,{

5.0
to.o
0.0

12.,
,.o
7.5

9
o
o

0
0
5

7.O
,.o
8.0

t2.'
7.'
7.5

0
0
5

0
o
o

Ir.o
5.0
0.0

o-r5

0-20
0-5
0- ro

r r.0 t8.0 g.o tr.o w. 6.0

0.0
?.5
0.0

0.0
0.0
6.0

llr.o 19.0

2r.o 27.5 
'0.0 

t5.O 27.c5 2.' t5.O 2o,.5

e.0
5.0
6.0

7.5
10.0
,.0

5.o
0.0
o.0

t2.-5
7.5
7.5

o
0
o

o-r2.,

o-t2.,
o-12:5
o-7.,



IIIIIIIIIIIITIIIIII,

Tcble I

CITY-WIDE AMLYSIS OF RESIDENTIAL BLIGHI

Port lend, 1960

lndex Pena lty Scores

Peno I ty
Ronge l$ 5o 5t

Ccnsus Troct
52 5' 5\15*

Tota I Score

Bul ldlng Charocter lst icc

Dl lapidat ion of Duel I lngs
Age of Drcl ling!
Vc lue of Drel I ings

Envi ronmenta I Charcct er i st i cs

LEnd tbc tllxture
Psrk Arer
Cr I rne

ilbnth ly Rent
Faml ly lncome
Personl pcr Rooo

9:!39- !!.9 W. EE W. w M. eB'o W.
o-r2., le.o E N ,5.5 2gg* w' 52.5 t+2.5

o
o
0

o-20
0-t5
o-t?.,

o-r,
o-a)
o-5
0-10

20.0
t 5.O
ri.o*

20.0
t5.0
ti.o*

20.0
rr.0
t7.0r

20.0
t5.o
tlr.O

t5.0
t2.0
tL.0

t9
l+

r0

rr.o
2.0

r0.o

20.0
t2.0
1.5

20.0
t2.o
to.5

25.o 
".o

t6.0 25.O

20.0
tr.o
t?.5

5.o
5,o
6.0

0
0
0

0ell ,t,o
t6.o
,.o

to.0

,t.o
t7.o
lr.o
ro.o

22.O

7.'
,2,'
6.0

9,o
5.0
8.0

0
0
o

I

,
8

5
,
,

t,
L
I

Occupcncy Chafecter ist lca o-*., 19..0 J!.5 *., 26.0

0-te.5
o-t2.5
o-7.5

7.5
t0.0
1.,

2.'
lo.0
5.0

t2.
12.
7.

28.'

lo.0
t2.,
6.0

*,5
t2.5
t?.5
7.5

e.,
12.5
t2.5
lt,5

27.4

to.o
t2.5
l+.5

alnc tudes factor score for value of housing.
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Table I

CITY.WIDE ANAL}SIS OF RESIDENTIAL BLIGHT

Port land, lg6O

Penotty Scores

Peno I ty
Range 57

Census Tract
58 59 50 6t

,7.0,r.o85.5fr,5I lli.5Tota I Scorc

6.olr.ot6.0o.o

Bui lding Clrcracterist ics

Di lcpidat lon of Dwel I lngs
Age of Dre I I lngs
Va I ue of Due I I ings

Env i rorrnenta I Chorccterlst ics

Lend Use tHIxture
Pork Arec
Cr lme

Occuponcy Chorocterist ics

iltonth I y Rent
Faml ly I ncone
Pergons per Room

52.5 t?.5 
'9.5

U.o tj.5

o- t20:

o-52.5

0-20
o- 15

a-t7.5

o-r5

0-20
o-5
0- ro

o-r2.?

o-)2.5
o-t2.5
o-7.,

20.0
15.0
t7.9

5.0
t?.5

t2.5
t0.0
7.'

l+.0
,.o
7.0

l6.o

2.0
o.o
2.O

t0.0
0.0
6.o

t7.o
I+.0
ro.o

r0.o
o.o
,.o

5.0
5.0
,.o

8.0
5.0
).,

0.0
0.0
0.0

t2.0
0.0
,.,

t.o
5.o
0.0

t0.0
2.5
,.0

,t.0

, | .9 rr.0 ,0.9 tr.o t5.5

12.
t2.
6.

5
5
o




