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INTRODUCTION

Glasgow contains over 300,000 houses., Over 100,000
of these have been built by the Local Authority since the
First World War. Per capita, Glasgow has built more coun-
cil houses than any other large city in the United Kingdom,
yet Glasgow's housing conditions remain amongst the worst
in the country. This is no new state of affairs. In
1839 a report to Parliament on housing in Britain said: "I
have seen human degradation in some of the worst places
both in England and abroad, but I did not believe until I
had visited the wynds of Glasgow that so large an amount of
filth, crime, misery and disease existed in one spot in any
civilised cov.z.rﬁc]:'y.":L At this time Glasgow was the centre
of a rapidly developing group of heavy engineering indust-
ries and of an established cotton industry. In response
to the demand for labour, the local country folk and the
Irish immigrants flocked to the city. The population in-
creased rapidly.

The increase in population was not matched by an in-
crease in housing accommodation. Dr.Sutherland of the Gen-
eral Board of Health stated in 1848: "I have been credibly
informed that for years a population of many thousands has
been annually added to Glasgow by immigration, without a

single/

1 pakley,C.A. "The Second City", p.68.
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single house being built to receive them."2

The result
was the sub-division of many houses for the purpose of sub-
letting and the establishment of many common lodging houses.
Living standards deteriorated and Edwin Chadwick reported
in 1842 that "It appeared to us that both the structural
arrangements and the conditions of the population in Glasgow
were the worst of any we had seen in any part of Great Brit-
ain...... Several women were found in a house lying under a
blanket because others were then out of doors wearing all
the articles of dress belonging to the party."3

These living conditions were accompanied by a succession
of cholera and typhus epidemics between the years 1818 and 1866
Dr.Robért Perry, commenting on the sanitary state of Glasgow,
wrote that in his experience the prevailing outbreaks of fever
had one striking feature - '"the overcrowded state of their
houses, families of six, eight and ten individuals crowded
into one small apartment without a bed to lie won, if we ex-
cept perhaps a quantity of long-used straw or filthy rags
emitting a stench of human impurity so offensive.... These
small apartments, being often let by the week are filthy in
the extreme.“4
The City Council tried to remedy the situation under the

powers conferred by the Nuisances Removal (Scotland) Act,1856,

and/

2 Ferguson,T. "The Dawn of Scottish Social Welfare", p.58.
3 Qakley,C.A. "The Second City", p.70.
4 Perguson,T. "The Dawn of Scottish Social Welfare," p.57.
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and on the 7th November,1857, the Glasgow Herald reported
that "During the past few weeks the police have been busy
clearing the crowded parts of the city of swine. The per-
sons (principally Irish) summoned before the magistrates
were ordered to remove their pigs without delay. Many had
fourteen pigs and upwards adjacent to or underneath their
dwellings and an old man named Peter McQuade, residing in
High Street, lived in an apartment partly filled with coals
and containing two donkeys and two pigs."

Poor living conditions spread to the newer areas of the
city and in 1863 Dr.Gairdner wrote "To meet the rapidly in-
creasing demand for lodgings by a clan of Irish labourers
and others by no means delicate in their sense of domestic
comfort, a fine open and originally well-aired and pleasant
modern street has been rapidly converted into a series of
plague spots, which can hardly be made reasonably safe, in
many instances by any means short of demolition."5

Demolitions were started in 1870 under the powers con-
ferred by the City Improvements Act of 1866. The first year
saw the homes of 15,425 persons demolished. These persons
were encouraged to find houses on the outskirts built by
private builders. The trustees of the City Improvement
Trust "deemed it impolitic to compete with, or in any way

discourage the building trade"6 and confined their activities

to/

5 Ferguson,T. "The Dawn of Scottish Social Welfare," p.59.
6 Laidlaw,S. "Glasgow Common Lodging Houses and the People
living in them." P.23.



to building a number of Corporation "Model Lodging Houses"
to accommodate the sub-tenants displaced by the demolitions.
The tenement houses provided for the "working classes™
by the private builders from about 1860 onwards largely re-
present the properties being demolished by the Council at
present. Built of sandstone, without cavity walls or damp-
proof courses, they contain houses of one and two apartments.
The houses are supplied with cold water, this being a com-
paratively recent improvement in most cases, but are without
baths. Toilets are shared between three to six houses and
are usually situated on the stairhead. This private build-
ing failed to keep pace with the growing population of the
city. The table below demonstrates the rise in the excess

of population over housing accommodation between 1851 and 1891.

Inhabited Percentage more
Census | Separate families. houses families than houses
1851 64,854 63,153 2.62
1861 83,588 82,609 1.17
1871 106,861 100,876 5460
1881 112,710 106,238 5.74
1891 126,422 117,537 7403

"Statistics of Glasgow,1885-91"., J.Nicol.

The building of council houses in Glasgow started on a
small scale in 1899, Most of the houses with their shared
toilets and lack of baths differed little from private build-
ing. Accommodation standards improved after national legis-

lation/
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legislation laid down minimum requirements and gave money
grants for rehousing following the First World War.

The numbers of houses built yearly are shown in Fig.l.

Up to 1939 the majority of these houses were of the semi-
detached and "4-in-a-block" type, using up large areas of land
and giving population densities of less than 50 persons to the
acre., Since 1945 a more economic use has had to be made of
the limited land available and the majority of recent council
houses have been of the tenement type giving population densit-
ies in the region of 75 persons to the acre. Multi-storey
development has been limited to the Corporation flats at loss
Heights (1950) and the "Scottish Special Housing" flats at
Toryglen (1956-59).

In recent years more notice has been taken of community
needs such as churches, shops, schools and clinics in the new
areas, High density redevelopment schemes are now under way in
several central areas of the city. Meanwhile families from the
0ld areas of the city are still beiﬁg moved to large housing
estates on the periphery at Easterhouse, Castlemilk and Drum-
chapel and plans are being implemented to settle other families
outside the Glasgow area.

METHOD

The present investigation describes the fortunes of four
hundred and twenty-one families taken from old areas of Glas-
gow and moved to new council houses in Drumchapel. All ten-
ants willing to share in the investigation were visited.

There was no selection of the names and addresses supplied by

the City Pactor's Department. Information was collected on

a/
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a wide variety of subjects, both by questioning and observation.
Further information was collected on two subsequent visits,six
months and one year after moving into the new houses. Statisti
cal analysis of the data was carried out,using a level of signi-
ficance of 0.05. The main objects were to assess living condit
ions in the central areas of the city and to study the problems
of families moving to new houses on the periphery. These pro-
blems were multiple and complex, involving travelling to work,
the furnishing of larger houses,higher rates and rents and the
schooling of children. In some cases jobs had to be changed,
in others illness and unemployment gave rise to difficulties in
maintaining the new house.

In addition to a general survey of the picture presented by

the group of 421 families as a whole, eleven sub-groups are list

ed below.
1, Families rehoused from l-apartment tenement houses (50)
2. Pamilies rehoused from 2-apartment tenement houses (266)
3, PFamilies rehoused from 3-apartment tenement houses (53)
4, Pamilies rehoused from buildings about to be demol-

ished (55)
5. Families rehoused from older public authority houses (38)
6., - Families in which the general home background (as

distinct from the house) was assessed as 'bad'. (44)
7. Families containing old-age pensioners (55)
8. Pamilies containing only 1 child (90)
9, Families containing 2 children (154)
10, Families containing 3 or more children (103)
11, Families in which 1 or more members suffered from dis-

abilities which secured them priority in housing (35)
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1.

ANATYSIS OF THE OVERALL GROUP (421 families)

The rehoused families were drawn from all areas of the
city although the majority belonged to the west side of the
city. '

Most of the families were rehoused because their accumu-
lation of "points" over the years had put them at the head of
the housing list.

The average duration of occupancy of the 0ld houses was
9.0 years. Fig. A .shows the picture in more detail.

The average time families had been on the Corporation
waiting list for a house was 10.3 years. Most of the families
had been on the list for 10 or more years (Fig. 3. ). Because
of this, few of the tenants were really young and none of them
were under 20 years of age. The average age was 38,5 years
and over a third of the tenants were aged 40 years or over
before getting their new houses (Fig.%4.).

The whole group contained 1793 persons, consisting of
1038 adults (57.9%) and 755 children (42.1%). Children were
defined as persons aged 15 years or less.

The Houses

Most of the 0ld houses were temements (90.8%), dating
back to the 19th century. 1In 14 cases (3.3%) large Victorian
houses had been sub-divided and in 11 cases (2.6%) families
came from "4-in-a-block" type houses built between the two

World Wars.

Fig./
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Fig. 5. shows the proportions of houses of different
sizes; 64.5% of the houses were of two apartments ("room and
kitchen"). | |

Two hundred and twenty-one (52.5%) of the houses had their
own toilet. In the remainder the toilet was shared between
three to six tenants.

Only 17.6% of the houses had running hot water and only
17.1% had baths.

Overcrowding

Overcrowding to the extent of more than 2 persons per
room was present in 33.5% of the houses. Overcrowding of
over 3 persons per room was present in 7.6% of the houses
(Fig. &.).

Overcrowding of sleeping accommodation occurred in 12.1%
of the houses. This represented 51 houses in which more than
one person slept in a single bed or more than two persons slep?t
in a double bed.

The Tenants

The social class of the tenants according tc the Registrar
General's classification was ascertained in 383 cases. The
majority of the tenants were skilled or gsemi-skilled (Classes
III and IV)(Fig. 7. ).

The tenants were asked their opinions on the districts
they lived in and in 55.3% of cases the tenants definitely
liked the 014 district, in 30.4% of cases they definitely die-
liked the o0ld district, and the remaining 14.3% were "reserved"
about it. Common reasons for disliking the central areas of

the/
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A
the city were the lack of playing facilities for children |
and the dangers of busy rpads. A frequent complaint was
that the "decent folk" were moving out of the area to new
houses and the people replacing them damaged the houses and
dirtied the closes. Many parents were frightened to let
their children out in the evenings because of drunkenness
and fights amongst the 'nmew" neighbours.

Most of the tenants (91.2%) rented their houses and
only 13 (}3.1%) owned them. In 24 cases (5.7%) the factors
had abandoned the houses and the tenants paid rates but no
rent. |

The average weekly sum paid in rates and rent was 15/4d.
This represents approximately 5/1d a week in rent and 10/3
a week in rates at the present time in Glasgow. 0f the 384
tenants paying both rates and rent, only 16.4% were paying
over 20/~ a week (Fig. 3.). The low rents were matched by
the poor accommodation the houses provided and 43.2% of the
tenants felt they were paying too high a rent. The differ-
ence between rates and rent was not clearly appreciated by
many of the tenants. |

The work record of the principal tenant of each house
over the previous two years was noted. Only 8.1% had held
no job during this period and 73.8% had been in one job con-
tinuously, 14.3% had held,two jobs and 3.8% had held 3 or
more pobs.

The total number of wage earners in the 421 houses was

631,/
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631, giving an average of 1.50 wage earners per house.
Fig.qQ. gives the distribution of wage earners in the
houses.

One hundred and two out of 379 housewives were work-
ing (26.9%).

The ease with which the principal tenant reached his
work was recorded in 367 cases and if the travelling time
involved did not exceed 15 minutes the job was regarded as
being within "easy reach". Up to 40 minutes it was re-
garded as being within "fairly easy reach" and any time be-
yond this @8 difficult.

Almost one-third of the jobs (30.5%) were within easy
reach, 48.0% were within fairly easy reach and 21,5% were
difficult to get to.

Income

The total net income of the households was recorded,
including children's allowances, pensions and other benefits,
The average weekly income was £13%: 19: 1d per household or
65/64 per head. Very few households (2.9%) had an income
of £5 a week or less and 35.4% had an income of over £15
per week (Fig.l10.).

Four hundred and six of the families paid insurances
for themselves and their children (96%). The average weekly
sum per household was 7/1d4 (Fig. N. ). These insurances
remained practically constant throughout the three visits.

Savings
Two hundred and thirty-one of the families (54.9%) had

put/
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put by savings in preparation for moving into a new
house, Of these 231 families 96 (41-5%) were unwill-
ing to state the amount saved, but the remaining 135
gave figures varying between £5 and £500, Fig.#2 shows
the distribution of savings between these 135 familiés.
Hire PurcE§§§ |

One hundred and thirteen (26-8%) of the households
had hire purchase commitments, The average weekly pay-

ment over these households was 15/6d (Fig. 13 ).

Checks and Clubs

Checks and clubs for buying small items such as cloth-
ing were held by II5 (27<3%) of the households, The aver-
age weekly payment over these households was IO/4d (Fig.lﬁ-).

Standard of Management

During the visits the standard of management of the
houses was assessed as "good", "fair", "poor" or "bad",
Two-thirds of the houses were well kept (Fig.!1%).

Recreations

The main pleasures of husbands and wives were record-
ed in 377 cases. Television was the commonest pleasure
both of husbands and wives, football coming second with
the husbands and knitting with the wives. Table I. shows

the picture in more detail,
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Tapre ). MATN PLEASURES
Husbands (377) Wives (377)
Television 117 (31%) Television 119 (32%)
Football 60 (16%) Knitting 8% (22%)
Reading 38 (10%3 Cinema 36 (10%;
Golf 17 (5% Reading 32 €9%
Walking 15 (4%) Sewing 17 5%)
Walking 17 (5%)
"Handyman™" 12 Women's Guild . 11
Gardening 11 Dancing 9
Bowls 10 Wireless 6
Driving 10 Driving 4
Cinema 10
"Drinking" 8
Playing musical \
instruments
& 8inging 7
Masonic meet-
ings 6
Wireless 5
Territorial
Army 5
Fishing 4
Cycling 4
10 husbands were unable 18 wives were unable to
to name any recreation name any recreation
Miscellaneous 28 Miscellaneous 25

Apart from recreations obviously related to one sex or
the other such as football or knitting, one recreation,namely
the cinema, which was shared fairly equally until recent years
has now become the pleasure of significantly more wives than
husbands ( X‘; 15.65 P€0.001). This probably reflects the
need of the housewife to get away from the home now and again
for her amusements. Three hundred and eighteen households
(75.5%) had television sets.

Three households only had refrigerators and two of these

were/



s,

were Local Authority prefabricated houses in which a refriger-
ator is a built-in fitment. . The third case was a family in
which the wife worked in a fishmonger's shop and was well aware
of the value of chilling food. None of the houses had electric
immersion heaters, but some tenants had installed gas appliances
for heating small quantities of water,

Eighty-nine of the tenants (21.1%) had washing machines,
twenty-five (5.9%) had telephones and 43 owned cars (10.2%).
Illnesses

Ninety-~four out of the 405 families which contained more
than one person (23.2%) were registered with two or more medical
practitioners working separately. The tendency was for the
husbands and wives to retain their old doqtors after marriage.
In most cases the children were under the care of the wives'
doctors, This picture did not vary to any significant extent
over the eleven sub-groups.

A record was made of any past illnesses likely to cause
~ trouble or disability in the future. These were recorded as
"serious illnesses" and included such conditions as tuberculosis,
rheumatic fever and peptic ulcer. Out of a total of 1793 per-
sons, 156 gave a history of "serious illnegs" in the past (8.7%).
Eleven of these cases were drawn from the 755 children in the
group (1.5%). The remaining 145 cases involved adults, a fig-
ure equivalent to 14,0% of the 1038 involved.

The/ |
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The 156 persons (with a history of "serious illness"
in the past) came from 148 households. In other words
35.2% of the households contained one of these persons. In
most of the cases where a household held two persons with a
history of "serious illness" the condition was tuberculosis.

Admisgsions to hospital during the 6 months preceding
the commencement of the study were recorded and numbered 79,
an over-all proportion of 4.,4%, made up of 25 children and
54 adults, that is 3.3% of the children and 5.2% of the
adults.

The nature and extent of the demand on general practit-
ioners' services was recorded.

Two hundred and seventy-three persons made 851 visits
to the surgery over the six-month period before rehousing.
In other words 15.2% of the people visited the survery over
the six-month period. Adults rather than children visited
the surgery, there being 695 visits made by 177 adults as
against 156 visits made by 96 children. The percentage of
the adults going to the surgery over the six months was 17.1
and the percentage of the children going to the surgery was
12,7. This difference was significant ('X3'= 6.37 P €0.02).

The nature of the visits is tabulated below,

Child Visits (156)

1. Infectious Conditions - 47 (30.1%)

"Colds", "influenza", "diarrhoea", tonsillitis,
chickenpox and measles,

2./
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2, Immunisations - 37 (23.7%)

Poliomyelitis (31), smallpox (3), diphtheria and whoop-
ing cough (2), tuberculosis (1).

3. Late effects of respiratory tract infections 23 ("chronic
coughs" and "bronchitis™",)

4, Skin conditions 19.

5. Minor injuries 6.

6. Various conditions 24. These cases broke down into very
small numbers, and in many cases a diagnosis was absent or
obscure.

Adult Visits (695)

1. Ante-natal care - 121 (17.4%)

2. Diseases of muscles and joints - 83 (11.9%)

3., Respiratory tract diseases - 75 (10.8%)

4, Routine prescriptions ~ 67 (9.6%)

Anti-tuberculosis drugs, digitalis, insulin, "tonics",
"sedatives" and "slimming tablets",

5. Diseases of the cardiovascular system - 61 (8.8%)

6. Vigits for "sick lines'" (second or final certificates)
not involving examination of the patient - 60 (8.6%).

7. Various Conditions - 228,

These visgits broke down into very small numbers and in
many cases a diagnosis was absent or obscure. -

Calls to the house by the general practitioners numbered
410 and were made to 216 persons or 12.1% of the people. One
hundred and ninety visits were made to 131 children and 220
vigits were made to 85 adults. A higher proportion of the child-
ren were visited than adults,17.4% as against 8.2% respectively.
This difference is significant (Y‘; 34,8 P& 0,001).

‘he nature of the home visits is tabulated below,

Visits/
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Visits to Children (190)

1. Infectious Diseases - 154 (81.1%)

Measles (50), "influenza'" (25), "colds" (23), "pneumonia"
(23) and tonsillitis (14). The remaining visits cover-

ed a large number of conditions including scarlet fever,

chickenpox, whooping cough and mumps.

2. Resi%ual7?ronchitis following acute infectious illnesses
—8 40200

The remaining 28 visits covered a wide variety of condit-
ions including skin diseases and '"teething troubles".

Vigits to Adults (220)

1. Diseases of the respiratory system - 84 (38.2%)

2. Diseases of the cardiovascular system - 46 (20.9%)

3. Maternity work - 39 (17.7%)

4., Diseases of muscles and joints - 21 (9.6%)

The remaining 30 visits covered a wide variety of condit-
ions and in many cases a diagnosis was absent or obscure.
Pregnancx>

Twenty-two out of 379 housewives were pregnant (5.8%). Of
these, 20 were receiving ante-natal care, 12 from their own
doctor, 5 from Local Authority clinics and 3 from hospital ante-

natal clinics.
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EXAMINATION OF THE ELEVEN SUB-GROUPS

COMPARISON OF FAMILIES COMING FROM -

l-apartment tenement houses (50 cases)
2-apartment tenement houses §266 cases)
& 3-apartment tenement houses (53 cases)

The small tenement houses were regarded as comparatively
temporary accommodation by most tenantsl and, on the whole,the
tenants in these houses were younger than the tenants of the
larger houses.2

- The policy adopted by the Local Authority of dealing first
with the small sub-standard houses in the city was reflected by
the shorter average time the tenants of the l-apartment houses
spent on the waiting-list, as compared with tenants of the 2 and
3-apartment houses.3

The proportion of adults to children was approximately
14:11 respectively, and showed little variation between the three
groups in spite of the differences in average age of the tenanté

The Houses

Full justification was found for the policy of dealing with
the small houses first. In general, the smaller the house,the
poorer its facilities in respect of separate toilets, baths and
running hot water. None of the l-apartment tenement houses
had baths or running hot water and 24% only had their own toil-
ets. Most of the 3-apartment tenement houses had their own

toilet but rather less than half had baths or running hot water?

Overcrowding/
L Appendix I, Table 1. 4 pppendix I, Table 4.
2 Appendix I, Table 2. 5 Appendix I, Table 5.

3 Appendix I, Table 3.
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Overcrowding was more marked in the small houses than in
the larger ones. Overcrowding to the extent of over three
persons to the room did not occur in the 3-apartment houses and
was rare in the 2-apartment houses, but almost a half of the
l~apartment houses were overcrowded to this extent.6 Over-
crowding of sleeping accommodation was also more common in the
small houses and whereas persons slept more than one to a single
bed or more than two to a double bed in about a tenth only of
the 2 and 3-apartment houses, they slept in such conditions in
over a quarter of the l-apartment houses.7

The Tenants

The social class of the tenants was to some extent related
to the size of house occupied. The smaller houses held a
greater proportion of semi-skilled and unskilled tenants than
the larger houses.8 Although these differences were not stat-
istically significant, there was some suggestion that the
difference between the tenants of l-apartment and 3-apartment
houses was not fortuitous.9

Most of the houses were rented, but a comparatively large
proportion of the l-apartment houses had been abandoned by the
factors and the tenants in these houses were obliged to pay
rates only. A few oflthe smaller houses were owned but all the

3-apartment houses were rented.lo

6 Appendix I, Table 6. 12 Appendix I, Table 9.
T Appendix I, Table 7. Appendix I, Table 10.
8 Appendix I, Table 8.
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The average weekly sum paid in rent and rates was depend-
ent upon the size of house11 and although the rents were higher
in the larger houses, fewer of the tenants regarded them as
excessive.12 It seemed that, given the choice, tenants would
rather pay more money and have a bigger house, indeed in many
cases tenants felt that any sum at all spent on rent and rates
for the smaller houses was excessive,

The average number of wage-earners per household was
8lightly higher in the 2-apartment houses than in the 1 and
3-apartment houses,l3 and whereas over a quarter of the house-
wives went out to work in the 1 and 2-apartment houses, less

14 This differ-

than a tenth 4id so in the 3-apartment houses.
ence was probably related to the greater average age of the
housewives in the 3-apartment houses.

Getting to work from the 3-apartment houses took longer on
the average, than getting to work from the 1 and 2-apartment

houses.l5

The 3-apartment houses in Glasgow tend to be near
the periphery of the city and are often Council tenements built
after the First World War whereas the 1 and 2-apartment houses
lie in the central areas of the city, grouped around the main
concentrations of industry. The smaller houses are mdstly

Victorian and indeed are relics of the days when public trans-

port was less efficient and most people walked to work.

Income/

1l pppendix I, Table 1l. 14 pppendix I, Table 14.
12 pppéndix I, Table 12. 15 Appendix I, Table 15.
13 Appendix I, Table 13.
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Income
The average net weekly incomes per household and per head

including children's allowances and other benefits are shown

below.
Average net weekly income
Per household Per head
l-apartment houses | £10 - 18 - 24 64/7d
2-apartment houses | £13 - 12 - 64 66/9d
3—-apartment houses | £15 - 13 - 04 60/94

These figures reflect the larger number of persons found
in the larger houses and the large proportion of wage-earners
doing unskilled and semi-skilled work in the smaller houses.

Insurances and Savings

Nearly all of the families in the three groups paid weekly
insurances, but the average payments were greater in the case
of the tenants of 2-apartment houses.16

A slightly higher proportion of tenants of the larger
houses had put by savings in preparation for moving into a new
house than had tenants in the smaller houses. The tenants of
the larger houses were rather less willing to state the amounts

17

saved than the tenants of the smaller houses,

Hire Purchase

Hire purchase commitments were more common amongst the ten-
ants of 1 and 2-apartment houses than amongst the tenants of
3~-apartment houses.18 These findings reflect the different

average/

16 Appendix I, Table 16. 18 Appendix I, Table 18,
7 Appendix I, Table 17.
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average ages of the groups in that the tenants of the smaller
houses were still in the process of setting-up house and buying
furniture and other articles. The average weekly payments over
the groups for those families with commitments varied only
slightly.lg

Checks and Clubs

Just over a quarter of the households held checks or clubs
and the average weekly payment was in the region of 11/-. There
were no significant differences between the 3 groups in these
respectsozo

Standard of Management

Rather more of the larger houses were well-kept than the

small ones,21

but the differences were small and could probably
be related to the greater strain of keeping overcrowded houses
in good order. It has already been noted that overcrowding was
more marked in the small houses.

The ownership of television sets and washing machines was
less common in the l-apartment houses than in the larger houseg%
Similar findings occurred in relation to telephones and cars
but the differences were less marked.23
Illnesses

A history of "serious illness" in the past occurred more
frequently amongst the tenants of l-apartment houses than

amongst the tenants of the larger houses.24 This excess of

serious/
%% Appendix I, Table 18. gg Append;x I, Table 21.
Appendix I, Table 19. Appendix I, Table 21,

21 pAppendix I, Table 20. 24 pppendix I, Table 22.
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gerious illness fell entirely upon the adults.25

The number of persons admitted to hospital during the

26 and the number of persons

6-month period before rehousing,
calling the doctor out to the house®! did not differ to any
great extent between the 3 groups. On the other hand slightly
more persons from the small houses went to doctors' surgeries
during this period and the excess was entirely confined to the

adults.28

The explanation of this situation probably lies in
the higher incidence of serious illness already noted amongst
the tenants of the l-apartment houses and in a slightly higher
incidence of pregnancy in the housewives of this group necessi-

tating visits to the surgery for ante-natal care.

25 pppendix I, Table 22.
26 pppendix I, Table 23.
T Appendix I, Table 24.
8 Appendix I, Table 25.
29 Appendix I, Table 26.
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FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM BUILDINGS ABOUT TO BE DEMOLISHED (55 cases)

(The findings for this group are compared here with the

findings for the overall group which has been used as a control).

The houses in this group were all tenements and, for the
most part, dated back to mid-Victorian times. The buildings
themselves were decrepit and in a few cases were obviously
dangerous, The average duration of occupancy of the houses
wasg shorter than for the control groupl and a high proportion
of the tenants were not on the Corporation housing 1ist.2 Those
tenants who were on the list had waited for a shorter period of
time than the control group.3

| On the whole, the tenants from the houses due for demolition
were slightly younger than the tenants from the control group.

The group contained 186 persons, consisting of 111 adults
(59.,7%) and 75 children (40.3%).

The Houses

The houses due for demolition were inferior to the control
group in respect of size,5 toilet facilities, baths and running
hot water.6 They were not overcrowded in terms of persons per
room or sleeping accommodation to any significantly greater ex-

7,8

tent than the control group but they were less well managed.9

The/

% Appendix II, Table 1. ? Appendix II, Table 6.

Appendix II, Table 2. _ 8 Appendix II, Table 7.
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The Tenants

A relatively high proportion of tenants were employed in
unskilled work10 and the group had a distinctly poorer work re-
cord in terms of continuity of employment over the previous 2
years.

A comparatively high proportion of tenants disliked the
areas they lived in as compared with the control group.12 A
high proportion of the houses had been abandoned by the factor%3
and in those cases where tenants still paid both rent and rates,
the average weekly sum was less than for the control group.14

The group coming from houses due for demolition contained
76 wage-earners, an average of 1.3%8 wage-earners per house. 4
high proportion of the wives were going out to work.15

The average net weekly income per head lay close to the
control average but the average weekly income per household was
rather 1ess.16

The tenants in this group experienced less difficulty in

17

getting to work than the control group. The houses were

almost without exception in the most central areas and lay close

to the older established industries of the city.

18

Fewer of the families had savings, and more had hire pur-

19

chase commitments and checks and clubs,20 than the control

group. The average weekly sum paid for hire purchase was lower

than/
10 . . 15 .
Appendix II, Table 10. Appendix II, Table 15.
11 Appendix II, Table 11. 16 Appendix II, Table 16.
12 pppendix II, Table 12. 17 Appendix II, Table 17.
13 pppendix II, Table 13. 18 Appendix II, Table 18,
4 Appendix II, Table 14, 19 pAppendix II, Table 19,
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21
than the control figure, but the sum paid for checks and

clubs was much the same.22

None of the houses due for demolition contained telephones
and fewer than in the control group contained television sets
: : 23
or washing machines. The proportion of car owners differed

little from the control group.24

Living in sub-standard buildings due for demolition appeared
to have little effect upon the health of the families as measured

25

by the incidence of serious illness in the past, hospital

admissions during the 6-month period before rehousing26 and per-

27
gons calling their doctor out to the house over the same period.
An excess was noted in the number of adults visiting their doct-

ors' surgeries,-C but this was probably related to the relatively

~high incidence of pregnancy amongst the housewives and represent-

ed ante-natal care°29
ppendix II, Table 19. o8 Appendix II, Table 24.
22 Appendix II, Table 20, 5 Appendix II, Table 25.
23 pppendix II, Table 21. 9 Appendix II, Table 26.
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FAMITIES REHOUSED FROM OLDER PUBLIC AUTHORITY HOUSES (38 cases)

The tenants being rehoused in this group were, for the
most part, either the grown-up sons and daughters of the ten-
ants of the older public authority houses, or sub-tenants 1liv-
ing in a single room for which they often paid more than the
total rates and rent of the house. Their average age and the
average time they had spent on the housing list lay close to
the control-figures.l’2

The total numbers of persons living in the older public
authority houses was 223, consisting of 146 adults (66.4%) and
77 children (33.6%).

The Houses

The houses were of a high standard and all contained their
own toilets and bathrooms. For the most part the houses were

larger than in the control group.3

Overcrowding of rooms and
sleeping accommodation was only slightly less than in the control
and reflected the frequency with which relatives or sub-tenants

were found in these houses.4’5

In many cases the married sons
or daughters of council house tenants would rather live and
start a family in their parents' house, off-setting the dis-
advantage of overcrowding by the advantage of a bathroom,toilet
and good cooking facilities. Such an attitude can hardly be
criticised.

The houses were all rented and the average weekly sum paid

in rates and rent was considerably higher than for the control

group.6/

% Appendix III, Table 1. % pppendix ITI, Table 4.
< Appendix III, Table 2. g Appendix III, Table 5.
Appendix III, Table 3. Appendix IITI, Table 6.
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group.6 Almost a quarter of the tenants considered the rent
to be too high. In the case of the sub-tenants who were rent-
ing a single room, there was some justification for this point
of view, nevertheless, taking this group as a whole,considerably
fewer of the tenants regarded the rent as excessive as compared

with the control.7

This finding underlines the view expressed
earlier that tenants are prepared to pay a reasonably high rent
for the sake of a decent house. In many of the cases in this
group, the houses had front and back gardens and were of the

gemi~-detached or "4-in-a-block" type. The tenants on the whole
8

9

liked their old districts better than did the control group  but
the standard of management of the houses was much the same.
The social class of the tenants as judged by the Registrar
General's classification,lo and their work record,ll differed
little from the control group.

The group contained a total of 81 wage-earners, giving 2.13
wage-earners per house as against 1.50 for the control group.
The proportion of housewives going out to work12 and the ease
with which the husbands reached their work varied little from

the control.13

The comparatively large number of wage-earners
per household resulted in an average net weekly income of
£18 - 0 - 3d per household as against the control average of

£13 - 19 - 14./

g Appendix III, Table 7. i% Appendix IIT, Table 11.
Appendix III, Table 8, Appendix III, Table 12.
lg Appendix III, Table 9. 13 pppendix III, Table 13.

Appendix III, Table 10.




£1% - 19 - 1d. The average net weekly income per head was
less, however, being 61/5d against the control figure of 65/64.
Fewer families paid weekly insurances but slightly more had

14,1
4515 Fewer families

put by savings than in the control group.
held checks and clubs16 and slightly fewer had hire purchase
commitmentsl7 than in the control group. The average weekly
payments in respect of these commitments varied little between
the two groups except in the case of checks and clubs in which
the average payment made by the older public authority house
group was rather 1ess.18

More houses in the group contained telephones,19 but rather
fewer contained washing machines than the control.zo It appear-
ed that good facilities in the form of running hot water, a
gink and tub and adequate space, put off the acquisition of a
washing machine. The tenants frequently said "What would I
want a washing machine for here?" when questioned on this point.
Slightly fewer of the tenants had television sets and slightly
more had cars than the control group,21 but the differences
were insignificant,
Illnesses

The high standard of housing in this group did not appear

to affect the incidence of serious illness in the past  or the

incidence of hospital admissions over the 6-month period before

rehousing?S/
14 pAppendix III, Table 14. 19 pppendix III, Table 18.
15 Appendix III, Table 15. 20 pppendix III, Table 18.
6 Appendix TIII, Table 16. 21 Appendix III, Table 18.
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rehousing.23 Minor illness measured in terms of persons call-
ing their doctor to the house or persons visiting their doctors
at the surgery was less prevalent amongst the adults.24’25

The proportion of housewives who were pregnant differed

little from the control.26

23 pppendix III, Table 20.
4 Appendix III, Table 21,
25 Appendix III, Table 22,
26 pppendix III, Table 23.
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FAMILIES IN WHICH THE GENERAL HOME BACKGROUND (AS DISTINGT
FROM THE HOUSE) WAS ASSESSED AS "POOR'™ OR "BAD"(44 cases)

These 44 households consisted of %6 in which the houses
were untidy, dirty and contained damaged furniture and fittings,
and 8 in which the tenants and their children could be said to
congtitute true "problem families",

On the average these unsatisfactory tenants had lived in
their old houses for much the same time as the control groupl
and were of about the same age,2 but they had spent less time
on the housing list.3

The group contained 183 persons, consisting of 99 adults

(54%) and 84 children (46%).

The Houses and Overcrowding

Although the group contained slightly more small houses
than the control# and although overcrowding in terms of persons
per room was slightly more marked,5 none of these differences
were gignificant statistically. A marked difference occurred
in respect of overcrowding of sleeping accommodation, however,
for this was more than twice as common amongst the unsatisfactory
households as compared with the control.®

The houses were less well-equipped in respect of toilets,
baths and running hot water than in the control group.7

The Tenants

The people themselves compared unfavourably with the control
group. They contained a significant excess of unskilled work- |

ersS/

1 pppendix IV, Table 1. 5 Appendix IV, Table 5.
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8 . . .
and their overall work record in terms of continuous

workers
employment in one job over the previous 2 years was poor.9 A
considerably higher proportion of the tenants in this group dis-
liked their old areaslo ahd the average weekly payment in rent
and rates was less than in the control group.ll

The group contained a total of 57 wage~earners giving an
average of 1.30 wage-earners per house. The average net income
per household was £12 - 1 - 7d and was less than the control

average.12 The average income per head was also lower than the

figure for the control.13

These findings reflected the small
average number of wage-earners per house and the unskilled
nature of the work done by the tenants. Low incomes were not

a feature of all the households in this group, however. An
example of a badly-kept household enjoying a high income was
that of Mr. and Mrs.C. Mr.C. was a welder at an atomic power
station under construction and earned £20 a week. He had two
boys aged 10 and 11 years. The family of 4 lived in a '"room
and kitchen" house having its own toilet but no bath or running
hot water. The house was poorly kept, dirty and untidy. There
was no evidence of any substantial sum of money having been
spent on furnishings apart from the television set. There was
no washing machine, Hire purchase commitments amounted to pay-

ments of 5/- a week for a small carpet. Checks for clothes

accounted for a weekly payment of 14/~, Mrs.C's chief recreat-

ion/
8 Appendix IV, Table 8. 11 appendix IV, Table 11.
9 Appendix IV, Table 9. , 12 pppendix IV, Table 12.
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recreation was watching television but Mr.C. enjoyed going out
drinking with his friends. A household with a more typical
income for the group was that of Mr.McC. Mr.McC. was a driver
with a local haulage firm. His weekly income was stated to be
about £8 a week but his wife didn't know the exact sum. This
income was supplemented by an Army pension of £2 a week for
severe chronic varicose ulcers of many years'duration. Five
children brought in further allowances of £1 - 18 = 04 weekly.
The youngest of the family was a baby of 7 months and the oldest
a mentally defective boy of 14 years, described by the mother
as being "always in trouble with the police." In an attempt
to keep him out of trouble she had bought him a sports bicycle
which was kept, for want of storage space, in the kitchen. The
house was a tenement "room and kitchen" with a toilet on the
stairhead shared by three other families and was without a bath
or running hot water. The building was decrepit and the in-
terior of the house itself was in an extreme state of filth and
untidiness., Mrs.McC. was a pleasant feckless dirty woman who
was quite unable to name any recreations or pleasures. Her
husband was keen on wathing television and had installed a large
modern set in the kitchen. This family moved into a 4-apart-
ment tenement house in Drumchapel, but finding themselves "out

of tune" with their neighbours,moved back to a house similar to

-~ their 0ld one within 4 months. The interior of their new house

was left in a state of filth and disrepair.

The/



The proportion of families making insurance payments
amongst the unsatisfactory households was similar to the control
. 14
but the average weekly payments were considerably less. Fewer

families had put by savings in preparation for moving into a

15

new house. On the other hand hire purchase commitments and

checks and clubs were held by a considerably higher proportion

of unsatisfactory families than control families although the
16,17
average weekly payments differed to a very small extent only. a
Fewer of the unsatisfactory families owned television sets,

18

washing machines,. telephones or cars., The differences in

respect of telephones and cars were of very little significance.
The unsatisfactory households showed a slightly higher in-

cidence of serious illness in the past, both among the adults

and the children, but the differences were not of any signific-

19

ance., The only indication of a significant difference be-

tween this group and the control in respect of illness was an

excess of adults visiting their doctors' surgeries during the

20

6-month period before rehousing. The incidence of pregnancy

amongst the housewives, although only slightly higher than in
the control group, could partly explain this finding by giving

rise to an increase in the volume of ante-natal work.21

14 pppendix IV, Table 13. 18 pppendix IV, Table 17.
15 pppendix IV, Table 14. 19 Appendix IV, Table 18.
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FAMILIES CONTAINING OLD-AGE PENSIONERS (55 cases)

These families fell into 3 different groups, namely -

(a) Those families in which the old-age pensioners alone
were being rehoused into new single-apartment houses.

(b) Those families in which the old-age pensioners were
remaining behind in the old house, but sons or
daughters were being rehoused.

(¢c) Those cases in which the whole family unit was being
rehoused.

The object of examining this group was to determine whether
or not these families containing the o0ld folk had any special
characteristics and also to discover under what circumstances
the pensioners were living.

The houses were better equipped in respect of toilets,
baths and facilities for running hot water than the control
group.1

The total number of wage-earners over the 55 households
was 75, giving an average of 1.36 wage—earners per house, but
there was a high proportion of houses containing no wage-earners
at all.2

The incomes of the households varied widely according to
the numbers of wage-earners they contained. The circumstances
of those households containing no wage-earners were comparatively

"tight" as compared with those containing 2 or more wage-earners.

The figures are shown below.

1 pppendix V, Table 1.
2 Appendix V, Table 2.



Average weekly income Average Weekly in-
per household come per head

Families containing £5 - 0 - 0d 57/104
no wage-earners (20%) _

Families containing

2 or more wage- £21 - 2 - 44 84/64
earners (46%

Control group £13 - 19 - 14 65/64

A good example of a household with no wage-earner was that of
Mrs.S5., a widow aged 62 years, living alone in a Victorian
4-apartment tenément house. Her weekly income consisted of
the old-age pension supplemented by National Assistance and
amounted to £3 - 13 - 6d4. The rent and rates of the house
amounted to £1 - 4 - 64 weekly. The house contained very little
furniture but was well-kept and clean. Mrs.S.suffered from
chronic bronchitis and required the daily help of one of her
daughters to keep the house in order. She was a lonely nervous
person and was extremely worried by the fact that she was in
arrears with her rates. Mrs.3. benefited enormously from re-
housing. Her new house was of l-apartment and easily managed.
The rent and rates were lower, and her daughter already lived
elsewhere in Drumchapel and continued to visit her daily. The
local authority gave her case special consideration and agreed
to let the demands for arrears of rates lapse.

Another good example of this type of case was Mrs.D., a

widow/




3t
widow aged 66 years, living in a Victorian tenement house of

.

3-gpartments. Mrs.D's income also consisted of the old-age
pension supplemented by National Assistance and came to

£3 - 4 - 64 weekly. The house was kept in perfect order and
Mrs.D. was bright, active and an enthusiastic member of the
Women's Guild. She was keen to move in order to get a house
of a size that she could manage more easily.

The case of Mrs.M. was quite different. She was a widow
living in a pre-War 5-apartment Council house. Living with her
she had a‘married daughter, Mrs.B., together with Mr.B. and their
3 children, also her son Mr.M,junior and his wife but no children
The family being rehoused consisted of Mrs.C., another daughter
of Mrs.M's together with Mr.C. and two children. In other
words the house contained three families and the tenant Mrs.M.
These added up to a total of 7 adults and 5 children. The total
net weekly income including children's allowances and old-age
pension was over £39. In spite of the overcrowding, the house
was kept clean and in first-class order.

It was concluded that the financial circumstances of old-
age pensioners depended entirely upon whether they lived alone
or with relatives.

slightly better than the control.3

4 ‘

i
The standard of management of the houses in this group was
|
The proportions of families with hire purchase commitments }

and checks and clubs® differed little from the control, but more

families had telephones6 and fewer had television.7 i

3 Appendix V, Table 3. 6 Appendix V, Table 6.
Appendix V, Table 4. T Appendix V, Table 6.
Appendix V, Table 5,



COMPARIGON OF HOUSEHOLDS CONTAINING 1 CHILD, 2 CHILDREN
AND 3 OR_MORE CHILDREN

gl child - 90 cases
2 children - 154 cases
(3 or more children - 103 cases)

The average duration of occupancy of the o0ld houses
differed little between the three groups.1 On the other
hand the average time spent on the Corporation housing list

increased slightly as the number of children increased2

and
considerably more households containing 3 or more children
waited for 10 years or over than did households containing
only one child.3

The number of persons in the groups and the proportions

of children to adults are tabulated below.

Households containing
1 child 2 children %3 or more children
Total persons 352 656 610
Adults 262 |74% 348  |55% 253 41%
Children 90 [26% 308  |45% 357 59%

The average age of the tenants differed to only a small

extent between the three groups.4

The Houses

No significant tendency was found for the larger families

to live in larger houses5 and, as a result of this,overcrowding

in/

1 Appendix VI, Table 1. 5 Appendix VI, Table 5.
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in terms of persons per room, and overcrowding of sleeping
accommodation, were progressively more common in these larger
families,®?”

Few of the families containing 2 children lived in houses
with baths or running hot water,8 but this was a reflection of
the high proportion of these families living in 2-apartment
houses., It has already been shown that few of these houses
had baths or running hot water. The proportions of houses
with their own toilets varied only slightly between the groups.

The average weekly rent and rates paid by the tenants was
less in the "2 children" group than the other two groups.9 This
wvnce more was an indication of the high proportion of these

families living in 2-apartment houses.

The Tenants

The proportions of tenants in the Registrar-General's five
social classes and their work records did not differ to any
significant extent over the three groups.lo’11 The number of
wage-earners in the groups and the average numbers of wage-

earners per house are shown below.

Families containing
1 child 2 children % or more children

Total wage—earners 172 218 142
Average number of
wage-earners per
house 1.91 1.42 1.38

The total net weekly incomes were ascertained and the fig-

ures are shown below.

6 i 10 appendix VI, Tahle 10.
ppendix VI, Table 6. ppenalx ’
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Weekly income Households containing
1 child 2 children |3 or wmore children

Average per house £15: 6: 74 £1%: 8: 14 £14: 15: 34

Average per head 78/5d 62/11d 49/1.04

They reflect the smaller proportions of wage-earners in the
groups containing "2 and 3 or more" children. Family allowances
and income tax concessions did not go far towards correcting the
economic disadvantages suffered by households containing several
children. Few housewives were able to go out to work from the
12

households containing 3 or more children.

Savings and Insurances

Fewer of the households with 3 or more children had been
able to‘put by savings in preparation for moving into a new
house, as compared with the other groups,13 but the numbers with
weekly insurances were much the same and the average weekly pay-
ments were significantly higher than for the "1 child" group.14

Hire Purchase Commitments, Checks and Clubs

The proportions of households with hire purchase commit-

ments and their average weekly payments increased only slightly

3.15

as the numbers of children increase The increase was more

marked in the case of checks and clubs and reflected the greater
expenses of the families containing 3 or more children in res-

pect of clothing and shoes.16

Standard/

12 pppendix VI, Table 12. ~ 14 sppendix VI, Table 14.
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otandard of Management q

The general standard of management of the houses was
slightly poorer amongst the households with 3 or more children
and indicated the increased degree of untidiness and '"wear and
tear" that was inevitable when a large family was living in a
comparatively small house.17

Television sets, washing machines, telephones and cars

More households containing 2 children had television sets
than did households in the other two groups.l8 The differences
between the groups in respect of the ownership of washing mach-
ines, telephones and cars were very small.19

Illnesses

The incidence of "serious illness" in the past did not vary
to a significant extent between the three groups in respect of
either adults or children.20 Similarly there was no significant
difference between the groups in respect of hospital admissions
ovear the 6 months before rehousing.21

In contrast to this, the findings for visits to doctors'

surgeries and doctors' calls to the house showed an excess in

22,25 It was

respect of the children in the smaller families.
not possible to ascertain whether.the explanation lay in a lower
incidence of true illness in the large families or a greater
degree of parental concern amongst the small families.

The incidence of pregnancy amongst the housewives of the 3

2
groups varied very little. 4

1T hppendix VI, Table 17. 21 appendix VI, Table 20.
18 pppendix VI, Table 18. Appendix VI, Table 21.
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FAMILIES IN WHICH ONE OR MORE MEMBERS SUFFERED FROM DISABILITIES
WHICH SECURED THEM PRIORITY IN HOUSING (35 cases)

The nature of the illnesses which secured these families
medical priority are tabulated below. The majority were cases
of tuberculosis or heart disease.

Tuberculosis (all types) - 21.

Diseases of cardio-vascular system - 9 (mostly myocardial
infarction or rheumaltic heart disease).

Chronic bronchitis and emphysema with cor pulmonale - 2.

Cerebrovascular disease - 1.

Amputation of leg (severe gunshot wounds) - 1.

Spastic diplegia with mental deficiency - 1 (child).

These 35 families with "medical priority'" were compared
with the overall group as a control,

The average time spent by these families on the housing
list was 2.9 years against an average for the control of 10.3%
years.l This difference demonstrated the superiority of a
method of individual selection, when possible, over a '"pure"
points system. Unless adjusted carefully to suit the circum-
gtances from year to year, a '"pure" points system will often
fail to give adequate "loading" to particular households. A
case in point is the failure seen in the previous section to
give sufficient priority to large families living under condit-
ions of considerable overcrowding.

The average age of the tenants in the medical priority and

control/

1 pppendix VII, Table 1.
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control groups were much the same, but the distribution within
the medical priority group was different. An excess of tenants
under the age of 30 years and over the age of 48 was present and
represented persons with tuberculosis and diseases of the cardio-
vascular system respectively in most cases.2
The group contained 132 persons consisting of 96 adults

(73%) and 36 children (27%).

The Houses

The group contained more large houses than the control.
There were no great differences in respect of toilets, baths or
facilities'for running hot water,4 and the standard of manage-
ment differed little from the control.5

Overcrowding

Overcrowding in terms of persons per room and sleeping
accommodation was only slightly less marked than in the control
group.6

The proportions of rented, owned and "abandoned" houses and
the average weekly sum paid in rates and rent all lay close to
the control figures.7

The Tenants

The medical priority group contained 50 wage-earners giving
an average of 1l.43 wage-earners per house. A considerably

smaller proportion of the housewives were going out to work in

this/
2 Appendix VII, Table 2. 5 Appendix VII, Tahle 5.
3 Appendix VII, Table 3. 6 Appendix VII, Table 6.

4 Appendix VII, Table 4. 7T Appendix VII, Table 7.



this group coumpared with the control.8

The travelling times to work of the hushands were generally

9

longer in this group,” but their work record in terms of contin-

uous employment’in one job over the previous 2 years differed
little from the control.lo
Income

The average net weekly income per household in this group
was slightly lower than the control figure, but the income per

head was a little higher.ll

Savings and Insurances

The proportion of families putting by savings in preparat-
ion for moving into a new house and making weekly insurance pay-
ments were sSimilar in both the medical priority and control
groups,le’13 but the average weekly insurance payments of the
medical priority group were 1ess.14 It was noted that the pro-
portion of families who had put by savings but were unwilling to
state the amount was much smaller than in the control group.l5
It was concluded that the more frequent and extensive contact
the medical priority group had with doctors prepared them to
give information more freely to a medical person engaged in
social research. None of the previous 10 sub-groups showed

any significant difference from the control group in this res-

pect.

Hire/

8 Appendix VII, Table 8. 12 pppendix VII, Table 12.
9 Appendix VII, Table 9. 15 pppendix VII, Table 13.
10 appendix VII, Table 10. 14 pppendix VII, Table 13,

11 appendix VII, Table 11, 15 pppendix VII, Table 12.
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Hire Purchase commitments and Checks and Clubs

©lightly more medical priority families had hire purchase
commitmentsl6 and slightly fewer held checks and clubsl7 than
the control group. The average weekly payments of the group

were a little higher for hire purchase18

and a little lower for
checks and clubst? than those of the control.

The proportions of families in the medical priority group
with cars and telephones were similar to the control group, but
fewer of the medical priority families had television sets or
washing machines.zo
Illnesses

All the households gave a history of "serious illness" in
the past. It was noted that tuberculosis occurred in 24 per-
sons living in 21 houses. Three households contained 2 cases
each,

A relatively high proportion of persons were admitted to
hospital during the 6-month period before rehousing. The excess

21

was entirely confined to the adults. Similarly a high pro-

portion of the adults visited their doctors' surgeries during

22 Meny of the visits were for routine prescript-

this period.
ions for anti-tuberculous drugs.
The proportions of persons, adults and children, calling
doctors to the house differed very little from the control.23
None of the housewives in the group were pregnant but this

finding/

16 Appendix VII, Table 14. 20 Appendix ViI, Table 16.
17 Appendix VII, Table 15. 21 pppendix VII, Table 17.
8 Appendix VII, Table 14 22 pppendix VII, Table 18.
9 Appendix VII, Table 15. 23 pppendix VII, Table 19,
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finding was not of statistical significance when compared with
the control figure.

Many families in the overall group could have put forward
a case for obtaining a particular type of house (for instance a
ground floor house in cases of heart disease). This would have
been preferable to taking the "luck of the draw" at a ballot and
hoping to effect an informal exchange if their luck failed then.
Families often failed to apply for medical priority because
their general practitioners advised them that they had no chance
of succeeding, since most of the houses went to cases of pulmon-
ary tuberculosis. Some tenants brought up doctors'letters to
the '"housing let", hoping to be given a particular house. Such
requeéts put the Corporation official running the "let" in a
difficult position. To accept the letter and allocate a house
could put him at once into most serious and unpleasant trouble
with the other tenants. The usual course, if the tenant failed
to draw the desired house in the ballot, was to appeal to the
other tenants to effect an exchange before the missives were
' signed. If this failed, nothing more could be done and the
dissatisfied tenant had to be presented with the choice of "take
it or leave it" with the rider that he should now put in a for-
mal medical application for a particular type of house. This
gituation could be remedied if the local authority would bring
to the notice of general practitioners the type of cases that
would receive sympathetic consideration and the degree of prior-
ity that could be given in such cases.

During/
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During the survey 12 cases came to light in which there was
a good case for medical priority, but in which no application
had been made. The details are listed below.

1. Pulmonary tuberculosis occurring in 1 and 2-apartment
houses containing children - 7 cases.

2. Severe heart disease in persons living up stairs - 3cases.

5. Severe rheumatoid arthritis in persons living up stairs
- 2 cases,

Of the five cases of severe heart disease and rheumatoid-
arthritis (groups 2 and %), only one was rehoused on the ground
floor - a case of rheumatoid arthritis. Two cases were rehoused
3 gtairs up - congestive cardiac failure (1 case) and mitral
stenosis with orthopnoea and a past history of sub-acute bacter-
ial endocarditis (1 case). This latter patient had considered
applying for medical priority but realised that this would mean
accepting a ground floor house with a garden. Her husband re-
fused to look after a garden. From the point of view of climb-
ing stairs,both these cases were worse off in their new houses
than they were in the old ones.

The two remaining cases were rehoused "1 stair up" in
single-apartment spinster's houses. One case was of severe
rheumatic valvular disease of the heart with exertional dyspnoea
and angina of effort. The other case was of severe disabling
rheumatoid arthritis which rendered the patient almost immobile
and made it necessary for her to have a daily home help. 1In
these two cases the possibility of effecting an exchange for a
ground floor house did not exist since the ground floor houses

were/
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were reserved for old-age pensioners and the two cases describhed

were aged 56 years and 57 years respectively.
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AXAMINATTION OF THE FAMILIES 6 LIONTHS ARTER MOVING INTO NEW
COUNCIL HOUSES

DRUMCEAPETL

The Drumchapel housing scheme was started in 1952 and
now contains a population of about 30,000 persons. It is
situated on the western periphery of the city approximately
7 miles from the city centre by the most direct route. Many
of the inhabitants work in Clydebank and indeed the local
scottish Co-operative Wholesale Society has its headquarters
in Clydebank and not Glasgow.

The majority of the houses are tenements of 3 and 4
gtoreys. Shopping facilities are limited to five shopping
centres containing 23 shops. These provide essential ser-
vices such as food and newspapers. Post offices and chemists'
shops are included. The shops are supplemented by vans,
lorries and converted charabancs selling ice-cream,lemonade,
fish and chips and a variety of other essential and inessential
products for which there is a demand. The constant hooting
of their horns as they try to attract attention is a striking
feature of the area. Drumchapel has no cafés, cinemas,dance
halls or public houses; it is in fact a dormitory town with
the facilities of a village. Plans have been prepared for
a "town centre".

Overall Group

During the first 6-month period following rehousing, 24
families were lost from the original 421 leaving a total of
397 families, Of the 24 families which were "lost", 9 moved

back/
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back to old houses in the central areas of the city, 2 moved
to other council houses in Drumchapel and one bought a new
privately built house. Ten families were unwilling tc co-
operate further in the survey and 2 families were unobtainable
in spite of repeated visiting over a period of several weeks.

The sizes of the new houses are compared below with the
gsizes of the old houses. The majority of the houses were tene-
ments, mostly of 3-apartments, but some of 4-apartments also.
The l-apartment houses were incorporated in tenements and differ
from the old l-apartment houses in that they have baths and toil-
ets and spacious built-in cupboard accommodation. These houses
were reserved for spinsters and old-age pensioners. All the

new houses had toilets, baths and facilities for running hot

water,
Size of house New council houses 0ld houses
l-apartment 4,8% 14.3%
2-apartment - 64.5%
3_apartment 82 44% 15,0%
A-apartment 11.3% 4.5%
5-apartment 1.5% 1.7%

The number of people in the survey at the 6-months re-
visit period fell to 1601 and consisted of 883 adults (55.2%)
and 718 children (44.8%). The fall is accounted for by per-
sons left behind in the o0ld houses and two deaths. The pro-
portion of adults to children was only slightly affected.

Overcrowding/
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Qvercrowding

In view of the larger number of rooms available and the
fall in the number of persons to occupy them, overcrowding to
the extent of over 2 persons per room and overcrowding of sleep-
ing accommodation was abolished. The concentration of persons

per room is shown below.

Persons per room New Council houses 01ld houses
Up to 1 28.5% 10.2%
1+ - 2 71.5% 564 3%
2+ - 3 - 25-9%

Nevertheless the situation after rehousing was not satis-
factory in all cases. Seventy-one (21.7%) of the 3-apartment
(2 bedroom) houses held 5 persons and four such houses 6 persons.
Curiously enough, five (11%) of the 4-apartment (3 bedroom)
houses held only 4 persons. No explanation in terms of medical
priority was present in these cases.

The Tenants

Most of the tenants preferred Drumchapel to the areas they
had come from. Those persons disliking the new area or having
reservations about it mostly commented upon the "inadequacy and
high cost of bus services" and upon the lack of opportunity to

l
|
visit people and go "window shopping". The increase in the
proportion of people liking Drumchapel was significant.
|
|
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Opinion of District Drumchapel 0ld District
"Like" 88.2% 554 3%
"Reserved" 8.3% 14.3%
"Dislike" 305% 3004%

1 ~

(X = 122.08 P <« 0.001)

A11 the houses were rented. The average weekly sum paid
in rates and rent over the whole group was 25/5d and was signi-
ficantly higher than the equivalent figure for the o0ld houses
of 15/4% (t = 5.61 P < 0.001).

The attitude of the tenants to paying higher rates and rent
was considerably modified by the favourable comparison made by
the new houses against the old. Significantly fewer of the
tenants regarded the new rates and rent as too high,

New Council
houses 01d houses

Rates and rent considered
too high 35 % 43.2%

(XZ 173.49 P<0.001)
The principal tenants changed their employment in 4,3%
of cases during the 6-months period after rehousing. The rea-
sons*given for changing were mostly travelling problems, the
search for better money and redundancy due to structural changes
in industry.
The total number of wage-earners over the 397 households

was/
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was 555, giving an average of l.40 wage-earners per household.
The proportion of housewives working was 26.4% and lay close
to the equivalent figure before rehousing.

The time spent in travelling to work in the morning was in-
creased in most cases. Jignificantly more persons found their
work "difficult" to get to and significantly fewer were within

"easy reach" of their work. The figures are shown below.

Ease of getting to work from Drumchapel 0l1ld Areas

Work in "Eésy Reach"

(Up to 15 minutes) 18.7% 30.5%
"Fairly easy reach"

(15+ - 40 minutes) 52.4% 48.0%
"Difficult"

(Over 40 minutes) 28.9% 21.5%

(X"= 14.40 P £ 0.001)

The problem of children travelling to school was smaller
than might be expected, due to the intensive school building
campaign adopted by the local authority in recent years. Out
of the total of 718 children in the new houses, 515 were of
school age. Of these 515 children, 403 (78.3%) were attending
new schools in Drumchapel or fairly recently built schools close
to Drumchapel. Eighty children (15.5%) still attended their
0ld schools, in many cases because this was the wish of the
parents or the children themselves, and a further 32 children
were attending other schools for a variety of reasons such as

physical/




physical or mental handicaps or religious reasons, or because
their parents had elected to send them to fee-paying schools.
Income

The average net weekly income per household, inclusive of
children's allowances, pensions and other benefits was £13-10-1d.
This was less than the sum of £13 - 19 - ld* recorded in the old
houses. The difference was not significant. The average
weekly income per head rose from 65/6d% in the 014 houses to
67/- in the new houses.

Hire Purchase

The expense of furnishing new and larger houses was reflect-
ed in a dramatic rise in the number of families with hire pur-
chase commitments. This finding was statistically significant.
The average weekly payments of those families with commitments
also went up, although the difference here was of borderline

gignificance only. The figures are shown below,

0lad

areas Drumchapel
Families with hire Significant.
purchase commitmentd 26°8%  48,9% X¥= 42.28 P.<€ 0.001
Average weekly pay- Borderline significance.
ment 15/64 18/~ t =1.79 P 0.1

Checks and Clubs

In contrast to the rise in hire purchase commitments there
was a significant fall in the number of families with checks
and clubs for small articles such as clothing. The change in
the average weekly payments made by those families with commit-

ments/



comnitments was small. The figures are shown below.

014
areas New area

Families with Significant.
checks & clubs| 27.%% 12.0%5 | XS= 26.45 Pe 0.001

Average weekly
payment 10/44 10/10d | Not significant.

Standard of Management

The standard of management of the new houses showed a
marked improvement. This finding reflected the greater ease
of keeping a reasonable size of house in good order than a
"single end" or "room and kitchen" and also a rise in morale
of the housewives in their new surroundings. The rise in
the proportion of well-kept houses was significant (Yz'= 20.77
P €0.001). The figures are shown below.,

Assessment of management

of house 01d house New house (after 6 mths.)
Good 66.5% 80,6%
Fair 23.0% 13.4%
Poor or Bad 10.5% 6.0%

Supervision of families unable to keep a clean house differ-
ed in no way from supervision of the remaining families during
the 6-month period following rehousing. During this period
"housing nurses" paid 259 visits to 320 houses which were given
a good home assessment. Twanty-four households given a poor
or bad home assessment received 28‘visits, and the 42 households

remaining from the 44 given a poor or bad home assessment in

their/



their old houses received 41 visits. It was concluded that,
to practical purposes, all families received one visit from
the "housing nurses".

The proportions of households with television sets and
washing machines were significantly higher 6 months after mov-
ing into the new houses than before moving. In that the fam-
ilies had to face more expense in terms of rates, rent, bus
fares and the fitting-out of larger houses, this was unexpected.
On the other hand isolation and inadequate bus services rendered
the possession of a television set more desirable and the loss

of the local "steamie" explains a greater need for washing

machines, The figures are shown below.

Households with 0ld area . New area

S:'L%nifican"t . l

Television sets 75 5% 82.1% ¥i= 5,28 P € 0,05
Significant.

Washing machines 21.1% 30.0% Xt= 8.41 P <« 0,01

None of the householders had acquired refrigerators during
the 6-month period after moving into the new houses, but 13
(3.3%) had acquired electric immersion heaters. This rise was
significant ( YL= 11.99 P € 0,001).

A slight fall occurred in the proportions of households

with telephones and cars. The figures are shown below.

T
Households with 0ld area New area

i
Telephones i 5 4 9% : 4.0% Not significant
Cars 10.24 . 9,6% | Not significant

Familx/
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Family Doctors

The positions of doctors' surgeries in the old districts
were, for the most part, inconvenient after families had been
rehoused in Drumchapel. Only 50 households (12.6%) were still
reasonably close to their old doctors' surgeries after rehous-
ing.  Of the remaining 347, 197 (56.8%) had changed their
doctors during the 6-month period after rehousing and 150
(4%.2%) had not done so. Examination of the 197 households
changing their doctor revealed that 66.5% had done so after ill-
ness and only 33.5% had done so on their own initistive. With
these findings in mind, a further examination of the 347 house-
holds who reguired to change their doctors was carried out. The
number of households in which no members had needed to call out
a doctor or go to the surgery was estimated first amongst those
households which changed their doctors and then amongst those
households which failed to change their doctors. The results
are shown below and demonstrate a considerable apathy over

changing doctors unless illness requires medical attention.

Households not making use of
general practitioner services
over the 6-month period after
rehousing,

Households who changed

their doctors (197) 8 = 4,1%
Households failing to

change their doctors

(150§ 48 = 32,0%

Illnesses
The dif‘ferences in incidence and nature of illness recorded

below/
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below are partly related to season. Each round of visits was
spread over a 6-month period, and since illnesses over the
previous 6 months were recorded, it should have been possible
to compare the figures for each round of visits directly. Un-
fortunately the number of persons visited varied greatly from
month to month, being related to the rate at which the new
houses were built. The result was an excess of persons quest-
ioned about illness over the winter period during the second
round of visits (6 months after moving into new houses). The
figures for the third round of visits were directly comparable
with the figures for illness in the 0l1ld houses in respect of
season,

There was no significant change in the proportions of per-
song, adults and children admitted to hospital during the 6-

month period after rehousing. The figures are shown below,

Admissions to hospital Before re~| After re-
in 6-month period housing housing
Persons 4,4% %2,7% |Not significant
Children %.3% 3,8% |Not significant
Adults 5.2% 3,6% |Not sienificant

The demand on general practitioners' services showed a
significant rise.

Four hundred and twenty-three persons made 1060 visits to
the surgery during the 6-month period after rehousing. In other

words 26.4% of the persons visited doctors'surgeries during the

6/
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6 autumn and winter months after being rehoused as against

* . )
15.2%  during the 6 spring and summer months before being re-

housed.

: o X
The increase was significant (Y = 65.03 P&L0.001).

This finding persisted when the data was broken down into sep-

arate groups for adults and children. The figures are shown

below.
Persons visiting Before After
surgery during re- re-
6-month periocd housing | housing
Children 12.7% 25.2% | Significant
Y'= 37,62 P4 0,001
Adults 17.1% 27.4% | Significant
X*= 28.75 P€0.001

The nature of the visits is tabulated
below

Child Visits (333)

1.

Infectious conditions - 127 (38.1%)

Tonsillitis, "colds", diarrhoea and vomiting,"influenza"
and "catarrh".

Injuries - 49 (14.7%)

These were, for the most part, minor lacerations and
strains but the rise when compared with similar injur-
ies during the 6-month period before rehousing (3.8%)
was significant (Y%= 12.57 P € 0.001). A possible
explanation of this rise is the hazard of unfinished
houses in the area. Building sites have an irresist-
ible attraction to children as "play-grounds".

Immunisations - 47 (14.1%)

Poliomyelitis (31), diptheria and whooping cough (13),
smallpox (2), tuberculosis (1).

Various/
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4. Various conditions

Skin conditions - 33

"Bronchitis" and "cough" - 20
Conjunctivitis - 9

"Nerves" - 6

"Abdominal pain" - 5

"S-tyesﬂ — 4

Miscellaneous and ill-defined =~ 33

Adult Visits (727)

1. Routine prescriptions - 124 (17.1%)

Anti-tuberculous drugs, digitalis, insulin, "cough
bottles" and tonics.

2. Respiratory tract diseases and infections - 117 (16.1.)

3. Ante-natal and post-natal care - 64 (8.8%)

4. Diseases of muscles and joints - 55 (7.6%)

5. Visits for "sick lines" (second or final eertificates)
not involving examination of the patient - 52 (7.2%)

6. Diseases of the cardio-vascular system - 29 (4.0%)

7. Various conditions - 286

These visits broke down into very small numbers and in
many cases a diagnosis was absent or obscure.

Calls to the house by general practitioners numbered 584
and were made to 263 persons or 16.4% of the people. This was
significantly higher than the figure of 12.1%* for the previous
6 months (XL= 14.26 P € 0.001). The figures for the adults

and children separately are shown below.

Persons calling | Before re-~ | After re-
doctor to house housing housing
vlgniflcant
Children 17.4% 22.4% X*= 3,99 P< 0.05
Significant
Adults 8.2% 11.6% Y¥= 6.14 P < 0.02

The/
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The nature of the home visits is tabulated below.

Visits to Children (257)

1. Infectious diseases - 148 (57.6%)

Tonsillitis (49), "colds" (38), "influengza" (15),
diarrhoea and vomiting (14), measles (12), chickenpox
(10), whaping cough (9) and scarlet fever (1).

2. Residual bronchitis following acute infectious illnesses
- 29 (11.3%)

3. Skin conditions - 20

4. Injuries - 10

The remaining 50 visits covered a wide variety of condit-

ions and in many cases a diagnogis was absent or obscure.

Vigits to Adults (327)

1. Diseases of the respiratory system - 107 (32.7%)

2. Maternity work - 88 (26,9%)

3., Diseases of cardio-vascular system - 47 (14.4%)

4, Diseases of muscles and joints - 30 (9.2%)

The remaining 55 cases covered a wide variety of conditions

and in many cases the diagnosis was absent or obscure.

Pregnancx

A smaller proportion of the housewives were pregnant when
visited in their new homes 6 months after moving. The figures

are shown below and the difference is significant.

Before moving 6 months after moving

Housewives pregnant 5.8% 2.1%

(Y= 6.80 P <0.01)



ANATLYSTIS OF THE 11 SUB-GROUPS SIX MONTHS ARTER MOVING TO
NEW COUNCIT HOUSES

In this section comparison is made with the findings be-
fore rehousing for each of the eleven sub-groups in turn. For
the sake of clarity the families coming from 1, 2 and 3-apart-
ment tenements are grouped together and the households contain-

ing 1,2 and 3 or more children are likewise grouped together.

FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM 1,2 AND 3-AP/RTMENT TENEMENT
HOUSES

(l-apartment - 49 cases )
2-apartment - 252 cases)
3-apartment - 47 cases )
The numbers of persons in the three groups and the proport-

jons of children to adults are shown below,

l-apartment 2-apartment Z-apartment
group group group
Total persons 173 1029 218

Adults 97 56.1% 570  55.4% 113  51.8%
Children 76 43.9% 459  44.6% 105 48.2%

More of the tenants in all three groups liked Drumchapel
than liked the old areasl and fewer considered the new and high-

. 2
er rents and rates excessive.

1 pppendix VIII,Table 1.
2 Appendix VIII, Table 2.
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The total numbers of wage-earners and the average numbers
of wage—earners per household went up in the case of tenants
rehoused from l-apartment and 3-apartment houses.3 To a small
extent the changes were related to g slight rise in the proport-
ions of housewives going out to work in these groups.4 A small
proportion only of the principal tenants changed their work dur-
ing the 6-month period following rehousing.?

Fewer husbands found their work to be within easy reach
(15 minutes travelling time) after moving to Drumchapel. The
change was minimal in the case of families moving from 3-apart-
ment tenement houses, but more marked in the other two groups.
It has already been noted that the smaller houses were concen-
trated nearer the sites of established industry than the larger
houses.

Income

The average net weekly income per household showed a slight
rise in the case of families from l-apartment and 2-apartment
houses, but the average income per head showed a slight rise in
all three groups.7

Hire Purchase Commitments and Checks and Clubs

The proportions of families with hire purchase commitments

showed a marked rise in all three groups,8 and the proportions

9

with checks and clubs a moderate fall. The average weekly pay-

ments showed no significant changes apart from a rise in the

hire/
5 Appendix VIII, Table 3. g Appendix VIII, Table 6.
4 pppendix VIII, Table 4. Appendix VIII, Table 7.
5 Appendix VIII, Table 5. 8 Appendix VIII, Table 8.

Appendix VIII, Table 9,



hire purchase payments of the large group coming from 2-apart-

10,11
ment houses.

Standard of Management

The proportions of well-kept houses increased considerably
in all three groups, but it was noted that the differential
found between the groups before rehousing persisted.12 In
other words the tenants rehoused from small houses kept their
new houses less well at the end of 6 months than the tenants
rehoused from larger houses. The siges of the new houses were
all much the same.

A slight rise occurred in the proportions of families own-
ing television sets or washing machines, but only in the large
group from 2-apartment houses was the rise significant, and then

only in respect of washing machines.13

The changes in respect
of immersion heaters, telephones and cars were minimal.1
Illnesses

The proportions of persons, children and adults, admitted

to hospital from the 3 groups over the 6 months after rehousing
15

gshowed little change. The proportions going to their doctors'

surgeries showed a distinct rise with the exception of the adult&

from the l-apartment house group.l6 It has already been noted

that the adults in this group visited their doctors' surgeries

more/
10 Appendix VIII, Table 8. 1% ippendix VIII, Table 11.
11 Appendix VIII, Table 9. 2 Appendix VITI, Table 12.
2 Appendix VIII, Table 10. 1 Appendix VIII, Table 13.

3 Appendix VIII, Table 11.
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more frequently during the 6-month period before rehousing
than did the adults in the other two groups. The proportions
of persons calling their doctors out to the house showed a
less marked rise, and only in the case of the large group from
2-apartment houses were the figures of statistical Signifioancg7

A fall occurred in the proportion of housewives who were

pregnant, the figures in the cases of the small groups from

l-apartment and 3-apartment houses were not significant.l8

17 pppendix VIII, Table 14.
18 pppendix VIII, Table 15.




FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM BUILDINGS DUE FOR DEMOLITION (52 cases)

S5ix months after rehousing, this group consisted of 179
persons, comprising 107 adults (60%) and 72 children (40%).
The tenants had a far higher opinion of Drumchapel than

of their old areas.l

Similarly they found the new houses a
great improvement upon the 0ld and although the new rates and
rents were considerably higher, the proportions of tenants con-
sidering them excessive were much 1ower.2

Slightly fewer of the tenants found their work to be within
easy reach after moving out to Drumchapel,3 and 13% of the ten-
ants changed their jobs during the 6-month period after rehousing,
The total number of wage-earners in the group was 71. The aver-
age number of wage-earners per house and the proportion of house-
wives going out to work remained practically unohanged.4
Income

A slight rise in average weekly income per household and

income per head had taken place 6 months after rehousing.5

Hire Purchase and Checks and Clubs

A marked rise occurred in both the proportion of families
with hire purchase commitments and the average weekly payments
of those families.6 On the other hand the proportion of fam-
ilies with checks and clubs showed a marked fall., The average

weekly payments in this case showed a slight rise.7

1 pppendix IX, Table 1. 5 Appendix IV, Table 5.
2 pppendix IX, Table 2. Appendix IX, Table 6.
3 Appendix IX, Table 3. 7 Appendix IX, Table 7.

Appendix IX, Table 4.
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Standard of Management

A considerable improvement in the morale of the tenants
occurred after moving into the new houses and leaving behind
properties which were in all cases sub-standard and in many
cases positively decrepit and insanitary. This improvement
was reflected in a considerably higher proportion of well-kept
houses and fewer poorly kept houses.8

A slight rise was noted in the proportions of families
with television sets and washing machines, but the proportion
of families with cars remained unchanged and none of the fam-
ilies had telephones or immersion heaters.9
Illnesses

Admissions to hospital showed little change over the 6-
month period after rehousing,lo but a marked rise occurred in

11

the number of persons visiting their doctors' surgeries and

a lesser rise in the number calling out their doctors to the

12

house. The excess was largely confined to the children in

both cases.

Pregnancy

A fall was noted in the number of housewives who were preg-

nant, but the difference was not significant.l3

8 Appendix IX, Table 8. 11 pppendix IX, Table 11.
Appendix IX, Table 9. 12 pppendix IX, Table 12.
10 Appendix IX, Table 10. 13 pppendix IX, Table 13,
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FAMITIES REHOUSED FROM OLDER PUBLIC AUTHORITY HOUSES (35 cases)

The total number of persons in this group fell considerably |
after rehousing. In many cases this was due to older relatives

being left behind in the older houses. The figures are shown

below.
Before rehousing After rehousing §
|
Total persons 2073 127 ?
Adults 146 66% 75 59%
! Children 77 34% 52 41%

The Tenants

The proportion of tenants liking Drumchapel was only a
little higher than the proportion liking the older areas.l Many

of-the tenants had been rehoused from "semi-detached" or "4-in-

a-block" type houses with gardens. It was only to be expected,%
therefore, that rehousing into a new area predominantly built |
over with tenements of four storeys was not regarded by many
tenants as an improvement. Many of the tenants expressed a
preference for their o0ld house, but went on to say that the
move was worth while for the sake of getting a house of their ow
The average sum paid weekly in rent and rates was only a
little higher thaﬁ for the old houses. Slightly fewer of the
tenants regarded the new rates and rent as exoessive.2
Very little change occurred in the ease with which the hus-
bands reached their work’® and none of them changed their employ-

ment/

L Appendix X, Table 1. 5 Appendix X, Table 3.
2 Appendix X, Table 2.
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A considerable fall occurred in the total number of wage-—

employment during the 6-month period after rehousing.

earners in the group and the average number of wage—-earners per
4

house. These changes reflected the "break-up" of families
that occurred after rehousing and the higher proportion of child-
ren found in the new houses.

The average net weekly income per household showed a marked

drop after rehousing, but the average income per head went up.

Hire Purchase

Hire purchase commitments became much more common in this
group following rehousing, although the average weekly payments
showed little change.6 The figures were very similar to those
for the families rehoused from l-apartment tenements and the

explanation probably lies in the difficulty of putting together

furniture for a new house when living in a "single-end", or a
fully furnished house belonging to relatives, or a sub-let
"furnished" room in a council house.

Checks and Clubs

The fall in the proportion of families with checks and
clubs, and their average weekly payments, was very slight.7
It has already been noted that this group started with consider-
ably fewer families holding checks and clubs than the control
group.

Standard of Management

The proportion of well-kept houses showed a slight risgse

only,8/
4 Appendix X, Table 4. . 7 Appendix X, Table 7.
Appendix X, Table 5. 8 ippendix X, Table 8&.

6 Appendix X, Table 6.
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only,8 but since these families had a good record in this res-
pect before rehousing, the scope for improvement was limited.

A slight increase occurred in the proportions of families
with television sets and washing machines.9 ~ Little change
occurred in respect of immersion heaters, telephones or cars.lo l
Illnesses

Admissions to hospital showed no change during the 6 months

1 but a considerable rise occurred in the

following rehousing,l
proportion of persons visiting doctors' surgeries12 and a lesser

rise occurred in the proportion of persons calling their doctors

the adults.

Pregnancy
A rise was noted in the number of housewives who were preg-

14

|
13 . |
out to the house. In both cases, the excess fell mainly upon
nant, but the difference was not significant.

8 Appendix X, Table 8. 12 pppendix X, Table 11.
9 Appendix X, Table 9. 13 pppendix X, Table 12.
10 Appendix X, Table 9. 14 pppendix X, Table 13.

1 Appendix X, Table 10.
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FAMILIES IN WHICH THE GENERAL HOME BACKGROUND (AS DISTINCT
FROM THE HOUSE) WAS ASSESSED AS "POOR" OR "BAD'" BEFORE Ro-
HOUSING (43 cases)

The total number of persons in this group after rehousing
was 171, comprising 85 adults (50%) and 86 children (50%).

The Tenants

The reaction of the tenants in this group to rehousing
was very similar to the reaction of the families from houses

due for demolition, namely many more tenants liking the new

area,l and far fewer considering the new, and higher, rates and

rents excessive.2

Slightly fewer tenants found their work to be in easy reach |

after moving out to Drumchapel,3 and 5% of the tenants changed ‘
their jobs during the 6-month period after rehousing. The total
number of wage-earners in the group was 51. The average number |
of wage-earners per house and the proportion of housewives going
out to work showed little change.4 j
Income

The average weekly income per household showed a slight

fall, but the income per head was unchanged.5

Hire Purchase and Checks and Clubs

A considerable rise took place in the proportion of fam-

ilies with hire purchase commitments, but the average weekly

6

payments of these families showed 1little change. The proport-

ion of families with checks and clubs, and their weekly payments,

showed/
é Appendix XI, Table 1. 4 Appendix XI, Table 4.
Appendix XI, Table 2. 5 pppendix XI, Table 5.

3 Appendix XI, Table 3. 6 appendix XI, Table 6.
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showed only a slight £all.’

Standard of Management

A most striking improvement took place in the standard of
home management8 and it was obvious that many of the housewives
with a poor home assessment when seen in the old houses only
needed the stimulus of decent surroundings to make a new start
in life. The problem families originally assessed as "bad"
in respect of their home management showed little improvement,
and the two families, "lost" from this group during the 6 months
after rehousing, returned to their old living conditions in the
centre of the city.

Very little change took place in the proportions of fam-
ilies with television sets, washing machines, immersion heaters,
telephones and cars.9
Illnesses

Admissions to hospitals showed little change over the 6-
month period after rehousing,lo but a slight rise took place in

the proportions of persons visiting their doctors' surgeries11 |

and calling their doctoms to the house.12 The excess was en- ;
tirely confined to the children in respect of visits to doctors'
surgeries, and largely confined to the adults in respect of

calling doctors to the house.

Pregnancy
A fall was noted in the number of housewives who were preg-
nant, but the difference was not significant.l3
7 Appendix XI, Table 7. 10 Appendix XI, Table 10.
8 pppendix XI, Table 8. 11 pppendix XI, Table 11.
9 Appendix XI, Table 9. 12 pppendix XI, Table 12.

13 Appendix XI, Table 13.



FAMILIES CONTAINING OLD-AGE PENSIONERS VISITED 6 MONTHS

AFTER MOVING INTO NEW HOUSES (24 cases)

This group was very much smaller on revisiting because

many of the pensioners in the 0ld houses were left behind when

their relatives were rehoused, and such households were

ed from the group.

or two new families were included because of pensioners
to stay in the new houses and because of retirals.

contained 72 persons, consisting of 56 adults (78%) and

children (22%).

The old folk took to Drumchapel far better
been expected considering that many of them had
central areas of the city for 40 years or more.
pensioners disliked Drumchapel and considerably

than liked the old areas.t

One pensioner died.

new rates and rents as excessive.

On the other

exclud-
hand one
coming

The group

16

than might have
lived in the
None of the

more liked it,

None of the tenants regarded their

The incomes of the households still varied widely according

to whether or not they contained wage-earners.

shown below.

The figures are

Average weekly income

Average weekly income

per household per head _
Families containin
no wage-—earners (9% £4 - 5 - 64 70/~ _
Families contalning
1l or more wage-earn-
ers (15) £16 — 16 - 11d 82/10
Control Group £13 - 10 - 1d 67/- _

1

Appendix XII, Table 1.



Hire Purchase and Checks and Clubs

A slight rise took place in the proportion of households
with hire purchase commitments and their average weekly pay-
ments.2 One household only held a check, the weekly payment
being 10/-. None of the differences were significant.

Standard of Management

A slight increase occurred in the proportion of well-kept
houses,3 but the high proportion of such houses recorded during
the initial visits left little scope for further improvement.

Considerably more of the households had television sets when
visited after 6 months, but only slightly more had washing
machines.4 There was little change in the proportions with

5

telephones and cars.,

2 pppendix XII, Table 2. - 2 Appendix XII, Table 4.
3 Appendix XII, Table 3.
4 Appendix XII, Table 4.
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FAMILIES CONTAINING 1 CHILD,2 CHILDREN AND 3 OR MORE

CHILDREN WHEN SEEN 6 MONTHS AFTER REHOUSING

(1 child - 85 cases )
(2 children - 148 cases
(3 or more children - 96 cages

The numbers of persons in the three groups and the pro-

portions of children to adults are shown below.

"l-child" "o.child" "3 or more child"
families families families
Total persons 292 615 527
Adults | 207 70% 319 51,9% 20% 38 ,5%
Children 85 29,1% {296 48.1% 324 61.5%

More of the tenants in all three groups liked Drumchapel

1 and fewer considered the new rents

than liked the old areas
and rates excessive.

A slight fall occurred in all three groups in the total
numbers of wage-earners and the average number of wage-earners
per house.3 The proportions of housewives going out to work
showed little change and the differences noted during the first
visits were maintained, namely far fewer housewives with large
families were able to go out to work than housewives with small
families.4 Very few of the principal tenants changed their
5

jobs during the first 6 months after rehousing.

Pewer husbands found their work to be within easy reach

(15/

L Appendix XIII,Table 1. 4 Appendix XIITI, Table 4.
2 Appendix XTII, Table 2. 2 Appendix XIII, Table 5.
3 Appendix XIII, Table 3.
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(15 minutes travelling time) after moving to Drumchapel, but '
the change was only very slight in the case of the group of
households containing 3 or more children.
Income

The average net weekly income per household showed a slight
fall, but the average income per head showed a slight rise in
all three groups.7

Hire Purchase

A considerable rise took place in the proportions of fam—
ilies with hire purchase commitments in all three groups, but
was most marked in the case of families containing 3 or more
children.8 Such families usually went to houses of 4 or 5
apartments and, as has already been seen, most of them came
from houses which differed little in respect of size from those
of the other two groups. Many of the families, therefore,went
to considerable expense in new furnishings. A slight rise only
took place in the average weekly payments of these families
through the three groups.9

Checks and Clubs

The proportions of families in the three groups with checks
and clubs showed a marked fall 6 months after rehousing, but the
average weekly payments of these families showed very little

change.lo

Standard/

6

Appendix XIII, Table 6. 9 Appendix XIII, Table 8.
I Appendix XIII, Table 7. 10 pAppendix XIII, Table O.
8 Appendix XIII, Table 8.
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Standard of Management

The general standard of management in the case of families
containing 1 or 2 children showed a marked improvement,11 but a
different pattern emerged in respect of the larger families.
These showed increases in the proportions of both well-kept and
poorly-kept houses at the expense of the houses in which the
home assessment was judged to be fair.12

A rise occurred in the proportions of families in the three
groups with television sets and washing machines, but the differ—
ences were only significant in respect of the larger families
containing 3 or more children.13 This is in line with the find-
ing of a high incidence of hire purchase commitments in this
group, which has already been noted.

The changes in respect of immersion heaters, telephones
and cars were very small.14
Illnesses

The proportions of persons, children and adults, admitted
to hospital from the three groups over the 6-months after re-
housing showed little change.15 On the other hand a definite
rise occurred in the proportions of persons visiting doctors'
surgeries in all three groups.16 The rise was least marked
amongst the children from the smallest families and went some
way towards correcting the differential noted during the visits

to the o0ld houses, in which an excess of visits to doctors'

surgeries/

11 pppendix XIII, Table 10. %g sppendix XIII, Table 12.
2 Appendix XIII, Table 11. Appendix XIII, Table 13.
3 pppendix XIIT, Table 12. 16 Appendix XIII, Table 14.
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surgeries occurred in respect of children from small families.
The adults living in households containing 2 children showed
only a slight rise in visits tc the surgery. Doctors'calls
to the house also showed a distinct rise genera11y17 and, once
again, this rise was least amongst the children of the small
families.  This time, however, the rise amongst adults was
least in the "3 or more child" family group.

Slightly fewer housewives were pregnant in each of the

three groups.18

17 xppendix XIII, Table 15.
18 Appendix XIII, Table 16.
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FAMILIES IN WHICH ONE OR MORE MEMBERS SUFFERED FROM DIS-
ABTLITIES WHICH SECURED THEM PRIORITY 1N HOUSING,VISITED
AFTER 6 MONTHS (34 cases)

Six months after rehousing, this group consisted of 112
persons, comprising 80 adults (71%) and 32 children (29%).

Very few of the tenants disliked Drumchapell and none of
them considered their new rates and rents as excessive.2 This
was a considerable change from the situation just before re-
housing when almost half of the tenants disliked their old areas
and comsidered their rates and rents as too high.

Very little change occurred in the ease with which the ten-
ants reached their work but a slightly higher proportion of them
3

gpent less time travelling. The proportion of tenants chang-
ing their work during the 6-month period after rehousing was 7%,

The total number of wage-earners in the group was 49,giving
an average of 1l.44 wage-earners per house. A slightly higher
proportion of housewives were going out to work.4
Income

The average weekly income per household fell slightly after
rehousing, but the average income per head showed a slight rise?

Hire Purchase, Checks and Clubs

The proportion of families with hire purchase commitments
and their average weekly payments had gone up 6 months after re-

housing,6 but the proportion with checks and clubs together with

their average weekly payments had fallen.7 The changes in all
cases were slight.
Standard/

1 pppendix XIV, Table 1. 5 pppendix XIV, Table 5.

2 Appendix XIVZ Table 2. 6 Appendix XIV, Qable 6.

3 Appendix XIV, Table 3. 7 Appendix XIV, Table 7.

4 Appendix XIV, Table 4.
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Standard of Management

More of the new houses were well-kept after 6 months but
the difference was not significant.8

A marked rise occurred in the proportions of families with
television sets and washing machines,9 but changes in respect of
immersion heaters, telephones and cars were minimal.lo
Illnesses

Admissions to hospital fell during the 6-month period after
re-housing. The fall was entirely confined to the adults,ll
A slight rise took place in the proportions of persons visiting

their doctors' surgerie312 13

and calling doctors to the house,
but only in respect of calls to see children in the house was

the rise of any significance.

Pregnancy

One housewife was pregnant. No housewives were pregnant
when seen in the o0ld houses,

The group generally showed considerable benefit from re-
housing. Husbands and wives given priority because of pulmon-
ary tuberculosis usually looked and felt better physically. Very
often their whole mental attitude to illness had changed and in-
térests were centred upon the new home and the new life which was
being created in it rather than the possibility of recurrence of

disease and disability. Sometimes the effects of rehousing were

quite striking, a case in point was that of Mrs.C. Mrs.C,

suffered/
8 Appendix XIV, Table 8. 11 pppendix XIV, Table 10.
9 Appendix XIV, Table 9. 12 Appendix XIV, Table 11.

10 appendix XIV, Table 9. 13 Appendix XIV, Table 12.



suffered from mitral stenosis of rheumatic origin and under-
went mitral valvotomy about a year before rehousing. She lived
with her husband and one child in a '"room and kitchen" house.
There was no bath and the toilet was shared by three other fam-
ilies. The building was decrepit and the close and access
stairways dark, unpleasant and dirty. Mrs. C's house was sit-
uated on the top floor, three stairs up. Mrs.C. was a nervous
and slightly introspective woman., She kept her house in fairly
good order, but was very worried about being visited by the
sanitary inspector before moving house. She stated that many
of the other tenants in the close had moved out and the tenants
replacing them cared little for the state of the close and were
frequently noisy and unpleasant. On the subject of her operat-
ion she stated that after discharge from hospital she was deter-
mined to get well and followed the instructions given her by the
medical staff with great care. She soon felt, however, that
"things were getting on top of her" and that she was losing
ground rather than gaining. Her operation scar gave her con-
siderable discomfort and she couldn't help wondering if "things
were going wrong again."  Rehoused into a 3-apartment ground
floor flat, the change after 6 months was dramatic. She no
longer appeared nervous and introspective and she showed off her
new house with obvious pleasure and pride. The subject of the
operation scar was dismissed by her as being of little import-
ance. She said it still gave a little pain from time to time but
she didn't worry about it. She stated that she had made up all

the ground lost in the old house and more. she had been back

to/
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to the hospital as an out-patient for a check-up and the staff

there were most impressed by her progress,




sAAMINATION OF THE FAMILIES ONE YEAR AFTER MOVING INTO NEW

COUNCIL HOUSES.

OVERALL GROUP.

During the second six month period after rehousing,
IO families were lost. Five obtained exchanges to other
local authority houses, 4 were unwilling to cooperate further
in the survey and one family was unobtainable in spite of
repeated visiting over a period of several weeks. The
remaining 387 families contained I560 persons and consisted
of 869 adults (55+7%) and 691 children (44+3%).

The tenants opinions of Drumchapel showed little change
after one year and, similarly, there was little change in
the proportion of tenants regarding the rents and rates of

their new houses as too high., The figures are shown below.

| Opinion of Drumchapel| After I year After 6 months
Like 86 -6% 882%
Reserved 10°6% 8°3%
Dislike 2+8% 3¢5%

Not significant

!
iAfter I year After 6 months)

Rent & rates considered
too high in new house 1.8% 3+5%

The principal tenants changed their employment in 5-7%
of cases during the second 6-month period after rehousing.
The total number of wage earners in the group was 551, giving
an average of I.42 wage earners per house., The proportion of

housewives/
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housewives going out to work was 27-7%. None of these figures
differed significantly from the findings at the end of 6 months
A slight improvement was noted in the time spent travelling

to work, The figures are shown below,

Ease of getting to After 1 year After 6 months
work from Drumchapel

Work in '"easy reach"

(Up to I5 minutes) 22°1% 18+7%
"Fairly easy reach"

(I54-40 minutes) 56°4% 524%
"Difficult"
(Over 40 minutes) 2I1*5% 28+9%
Borderline significance X’i 520 P<gO-I

Several factors played a part in this improvement. Many
of the tenants bought themselves bicycles and autocycles and
several ran light vans in which they picked up their workmates.
Public transport was also improved and a special bus service
was started which came through the new scheme itself at
certain times of the day.

Income

The average net weekly income per household, inclusive
of childrens allowances, pensions and other benefits was
£13-12-5d. The average income per head was 67/6d. These figures
differed 1little from the figures recorded at six months.

Hire Purchase

The proportion of families with hire purchase commitments
and the average weekly payments of these families remained at
a high level one year after rehousing. The figures are shown

below and differed very little from the findings at six months.
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After 1 year

: Drumchapel families with
i hire purchase commitments

48°3%

After 6 months%

48+9%

J U -

¥

. Average weekly payments

17/-

18/-

1
Checks and Clubs

The proportion of families with checks and clubs remained
at a low level at the end of one year and the weekly payments

were also little changed. The figures are shown below.

After 1 year

Aftef“6 monthsé

Drumchapel families with
checks and clubs

14-0%

1209%

Average weekly payment

10/~

10/10%

Standard of management

No significant difference was found in the standard of
management of the houses after one year as compared with six
months, The figures are shown below and suggest a slight shift

from good to fair and from poor or bad to fair,

Assessment of management After I year . After 6 months

of mew house e e
Good TBI8 | 80.6% .
 Fair : 16-5% g I134% ;
| Poor or bad 5¢4% é 60% E

L
|

The total of 387 households received I78 visits from
"housing nurses" during the second six months after rehousing.
The 4I remaining households from the group assessed as '"poor or
bad" in the old houses received 23 visits and the 2I households
assessed as "poor or bad" in their new houses after one year

received I4 visits. In other words, families unable to maintain

a/



a clean house received very little extra supervision from
the "housing nurses".

An example of a family which deteriorated after rehousing
and received inadequate supervision was that of Mr and Mrs M.
Rehoused from a room and kitchen tenement house due for
demolition, Mr and Mrs M.maintained a house which rated an
assessment of "fair", Mr M.was 47 years o0ld and there were
two boys and a girl aged 8, 10 and I4 years. He worked as a
docker and stated his net earnings to be £8 a week., His work
was within I% minutes walking time of the o0ld house., Mr M's
chief pleasures were "a pint and a game of dominoes". Mrs M
liked '"going to the pictures". There was no television set
or washing machine in the house., Mr M,slept in the kitchen
with the older boy, and Mrs M.slept in the room with the girl
and the younger boy.

Shortly after moving to their new three apartment house
in Drumchapel, Mr M,was admitted to hospital for ten days
with an attack of acute bronchitis, This was followed by a
single visit to the chest clinic of another'hospital and
thereafter he remained off work and received national health
insurance and national assistance payments amounting to
£6-15-6d weekly. The standard of management of the house fell
to "poor" and the family appeared dissatisfied and unhappy.
They complained that bus fares were high and that there was
nowhere to go. The daughter disliked her new school and her

parents felt she was being "pressed too hard" at her work.

The/



The older of the two boys had recently been in trouble with
the police.

When seen after one year, Mr M,was still off work and
showed no inclination to start again, He had required no
medical attention for over six months apart from the signing
of his panel line. Meanwhile Mrs M.had found a job as a maid

in one of the city hospitals and was earning £5-—IO—Od

weekly.
The house by this time was obviously uncared for and some

of the fitments were damaged. The family by this time was
causing considerable distress to many of the tenants in the
building. The older of the two boys was outwith parental
control and offended the neighbours with his noise and obscene
language, and also by writing and drawing on the walls of the
close. Complaints to the factor's office had brought no
satisfaction and the position of the other tenants was
weakened by two relatives of Mr M.rehoused in the same close.
Naturally enough the family held together in resisting the
complaints from their neighbours.

Mr and Mrs M.started off as a mediocre4family, in their
0old house, but deteriorated into a problem family after
rehousing. The trouble appeared to be a poor home atmosphere
and plain fecklessness. Milestones in the deterioration after
rehousing were Mr M's illness which was used after a period
to excuse him from going out to work, and the added travelling
time to his old work in the docks from Drumchapel. When Mrs M

finally found a job and became the chief breadwinner, all

attempts/
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attempts to maintain the home were at last abandoned. COver
the one year period the family received three visits from
the "housing nurses", whose interests in any case were merely
the symptomatic relief of a dirty house and not the radical
treatment of a split family unit,

The proportion of households with television sets showed
a further significant rise at the end of the second six
months, The proportion with washing machines showed only a

slight rise, The figureg are shown below.

Drumchapel households with- ‘ After 1 year After 6 months
Television sets L 881% 82+1%
Washing machines ! 33+9% : 30-0% o

Television sets x 2 555 P<K0-02

i
1

‘ i
i {
et e e o

Washlng machlnes Not 51gn1flcant

A significant rise occurred in the proportions of families
with immersion heaters and telephones, but a very slight rise
only occurred in the proportion of families with refrigerators,
and the proportion of families with cars showed a further slight

fall, The figures are shown below.

Drumchapel house- After After

holds with- I year 6 monthns

Immersion heaters 8e3% 3% x"‘: 9.03 P 0O-01
Telephones 10-1% 4+0% Yt =10-00 PRO-0I
Refrigerators 1.8% 0+3% Not significant
Cars 9+0% 9.6% Not significant

Family Doctors

At the end of the first six month period after rehousing
150/



I50 families who should have changed their doctors had failed
to do so. At the end of one year, 145 of these families
remained and during the second six months period, I9 of these
families had changed to a local doctor (I3-I%), but only 2
had changed on their own initiative - the remaining I7 had
changed after an illness had required them to call or see a
doctor.
Iiinesses

The visits to the new houses after one year, corresponded
directly with the visits to the old houses and are compared
with them below. There was no significant change in the

proportions of persons, adults and children admitted to

hospital during the second six months period after rehousing.

i Admissionsg to | Second | Before i
hospital 6 months moving ;
Persons 4.0% 44% Not sigaificant |
Children 3.06 | 33% Not significant |
Adults . 4-7% | 5-2% | Not significant ;

There was an increased demand on general practitiogérs
services., Three hundred and eighty-one persons made 907 visits
to doctors surgeries during the second six months period
after rehousing. In other words 24+4% of the persons visited
doctors' surgeries as compared with I15-2% of the persons
before rehousing. The increase was significant (X’E 4494 PKL0-00I)
This finding persisted when the data was broken down into
separate groups for adults and children. The figures are

shown/



shown below.

Persons visiting Second Before i
surgery 6 months | moving

Children 19.3% 12.7% | X% = 1055 P<0-001

Adults 28+5% 17.1% | X¥ = 36-05 P<€0°00I

The nature of the visits is tabulated below.

*Cchild visits", (198)

I. Infectious conditions - 69 (34-9%)

I~ Kk o

" colds", tonsillitis, "catarrh", chickenpox, mumps,
" influenza",

Skin conditions - 26 (I1I3°1%)

Injuries - 24 (I2-1%)

Immunisations - 23 (I1-6%)

Poliomyelitis (I5), diphtheria and whooping cough (4),
vaccination (4).

Various conditions

"bronchitis" and "cough" - 18,

" Acute abdomen "- 8. (None of these cases went to
theatre)

Prophylactic'penicillin V.- 6 (Previous attack of
rheumatic fever)
Miscellaneous and ill-defined - 24,

Adult visits. (709)

I. Respiratory tract diseases - I57 (22-1%)

2

o

{o)

Vigits for "sick lines" - 77 (I10.9%) (Second or final

certiricates, not involving examination of the patient)

Ante-natal and post-natal care — 75 (I0-6%)

Routine prescriptions - 58 (8&-2%)

Anti-tuberculous drugs, digitalis, insulin,
phenobarbitone, '"cough bottles",

Skin conditions = 42 (5°9%)

Diseases of muscles and jointg - 40 (5-6%)
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1. "Nerves" - 33 (4.7%)

100

. "Anaemia" - 32 (4.5%)

I

a———

9. Diseases of the cardio-vascular system - 3I (4-4%)
0.

Various conditions - 164

These visits broke down into very small numbers, and
in many cases a diagnosis was absent or obscure.

Calls to the house by general practitioners numbered 435
and were made to 221 persons or I4°+2% of the people. This
represented a rise of borderline significance over the figure
of I2+I% recorded for the equivalent period before rehousing,
(X'E}BI P®O-I). The rise in the proportion of adults calling
the doctor was significant, but a slight fall occurred in the
proportion of children to whom the doctor was called. The

figures are shown below,

Persons calling Second Before 5
doctor to house 6 months moving

Children 15.5% 17-4% Not significant
Adults 13-1% 8-2% | Y 21230 P 0.001I

The nature of the home visits is tabulated below,

Visits to children. (I44)

I. Infectious diseases = 90 (62-5%)
Tonsillitis (31), "colds" (20), "influenza" (I5),
chickenpox (I0), "diarrhoea and vomiting" (4), mumps (4),
whooping cough (3), infective hepatitis (2), measles (I).

2. Residual bronchitis following acute infectious

illnesses - I3 (9.0%)
3. Injuries - 8

4."Acute abdomen"- 8 (no diagnosis made).

5. Rheumatic fever - 5




6. Skin conditions - 3 q,.

[. Miscellaneous and ill-defined - I7

Vigits to adults. (29I)

[
L]

Respiratory tract diseases - I33 (45°7%)

Ino
.

Diseases of the cardio-vascular system - 44 (I5-1%)

Maternity work - 37 (I2.7%)

(- Y

. Diseases of muscles and joints - 3I (I10-7%)

o

. Miscellaneous and ill-defined - 46

The most probable cause for the rise in demand on general
practitioner services was the proximity of new group practice
surgeries to the scheme, sited within less than five minutes
walking time of most of the houses. It is unlikely that the
rise represented a higher incidence of illness in that hospital
admigssions, and the pattern of illness showed little change.

It is also unlikely that enthusiasm amongst the new doctors

to build up a practice led to extra visiting or returns, since
the figures did not show an increase in the number of calls
or visits in excess of the number of persons making use of

the general practitioners' services.
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ANALYSIS OF THE I1 SUP—GngPS FOR THE SECOND SIX MONTHS AFTER

MOVING INTO NEW COUNCIL HOUSES.

In this section comparison is made with the findings
during the first six months after rehousing for each of the
eleven sub-groups in turn, For the sake of clarity the families
coming from I, 2 and 3-apartment tenement houses are grouped
together and the households containing I, 2 and 3 or more

children are likewise grouped together.

FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM I, 2 AND 3-APARTMENT TENEMENT HOUSES.

(I-apartment - 48 cases)
(2-apartment - 248 cases)
(3-apartment - 45 cases)

The numbers of persons in the three groups and the

proportions of children to adults are shown below.

E I-apt group 2-apt group g 3-apt group;
i Total persons 171 1016 T o "
adults 95 55.6% 563 55.4% | 112 53-1%

§Children 76 44-4% 453 44-6% 99 46-9%

Very little change occurred in the proportions of tenants
liking DrumchapelI and the proportions considering the rents
and rates to be excessive?

A slight drop occurred in the average number of wage-earners

per/

I. Appendix XV, Table I. 2. Appendix. XV, Table 2.



per nouse in the I-apartment group? This was probably related“13'

to a slight fall in the proportion of housewives going out to

work in this group% The changes in the 2-apartment and 3-apartment

groups in respect of average number of wage-earners per house5

and housewives going out to work? were .very small. A small

proportion only of the principal tenants changed their work

during the second six month period following rehousing?
A slight improvement was apparent in the ease with which

the husbands reached their work in the 2 and 3-apartment groups?

This finding was in line with the findings for the overall group,

but was not statistically significant.

Income

The "average net weekly income per household and per head

in the three groups showed practically no change?

Hire purchase commitments and checks and clubs,

A significant drop occurred in the proportion of families

10 The

II

from the I-apartment group with hire purchase commitments,

other two groups showed no significant change in this respect,
and the average weekly payments in all three groups showed

little changeI2

The proportions of families in the three groups with
checks and clubs, and their average weekly payments remained

at a low level13

*

Appendix XV, Table 3, 9. Appendix XV, Table
Appendix XV, Table 4, I0. Appendix XV Table
Appendix XV, Table 3. II, Appendix XV, Table
Appendix XV, Table 4. I2. Appendix XV, Table
Appendix XV Table 5. 13. Appendix XV, Table
Appendix XV, Table 6,

O 0O~

O~ YU
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Although no significant changes occurred in the proportions

Standard of management,

of well kept houses in the three groups, the differential found
between the groups before rehousing (namely fewer tenants in
the smaller houses kept their houses well) and noted again
after six months, showed signs of disappearing due to a slight
improvement in the I-apartment group and a slight deterioration
in the 3-apartment group%4

A rise of borderline significance occurred in the proportions
of families owning television sets and coming from I-apartment
and 2-apartment houses%5 A slight rise also occurred in the
proportions of families with washing machines, but was not
significant®

Telephones and immersion heaters were acquired by families
in all three groups, but only in the case of the large
2-apartment group were the rises significant§7

No significant changes occurred in the proportions of
families with refrigerators or cars%8
Hlinesses.

The findings in respect of hoépital admissions and
general practitioner load were in line with the findings
for the overall groupz9

The proportion of housewives who were pregnant showed

little changeZC

14, Appendix XV, Table I0. 1I8. Appendix XV, Table II,

I5. Appendix XV, Table II. I9. Appendix XV, Tables 12, I3 & I4.
16. Appendix XV, Table II. 20. Appendix XV, Table ID.

I7. Appendix XV, Table II.
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FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM BUILDINGS DUE FOR DEMOLITICN. (49 cases)

One year after rehousing this group consisted of I73
persons comprising I03 adults (60%) and 70 children (40%).
There was practically no change in the opinions of the tenants

I

either of Drumchapel™ or of the rents and rates of the new

houses? The ease with which the chief tenants reached their
work also showed 1little change? During the second six month
period after rehousing, I0% of the tenants changed their jobs
and the total number of wage-earners in the group was 72,
giving an average of I-47 wage-earners per house., There was
no change in the‘proportion of housewives going out to work?
Income

A slight rise in the average weekly income per household
and income per head took place during the second six months
5

after rehousings

Hire purchase and checks and clubs.

Little change occurred during the second six months period
in respect of hire purchase commitments6 and checks and clubs?
Approximately one third of the families held checks and clubs,

and rather over a half had hire purchase commitments.

5. Appendix XVI, Table 5.
6. Appendix XVI, Table 6.
7. Appendix XVI, Table 7.

I, Appendix XVI, Table
2. Appendix XVI, Table
3. Appendix XV¥I, Table
4. Appendix XVI, Table

PN H
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Standard of management,

The standard of management remained much improved after
one year, although there was practically no change from the
position at six months@ The group still compared unfavourably
with the overall group in respect of standard of management,

A slight increase occurred in the proportions of families
with television sets, washing machines and immersers, but
none of the changes were significant? One household acquired
a refrigerator.

Illnesses and pregnancy.

I0

The findings in respect of hospital admissions™ and

Il

general practitioners' work we%elgn line with the findings

for the overall group.
The proportion of housewives who were pregnant, showed

a slight but non-significant rise%3

8. Appendix XVI, Table 8. II. Appendix XVI, Table II,
9. Appendix XVI, Table 9. I2, Appendix XVI, Table I2,
10. Appendix XVI, Table IO. I3, Appendix XVI, Table 1I3.



FAMILIKS REHOUSED FROM OLDER PUBLIC AUTHORITY HOUSES. (32 cases)

This group showed very little change during the second
gix month period after rehousing. Such changes as did occur
were in line with the overall group. The figures are given
in appendix XVII, tables I - 14,

A significant fall occurred in the proportion of families
with hire purchase commitments., The families from the older
public authority houses were the only sub-group to show such a

drop after one year.
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FROM THE HOUSHE) WAS ASSESSED AS "POOR" OR "BAD" BEFORE

REHOUSING. (41 cases)

The total number of persons in this group after one year
was 172, comprising 92 adults (54%) and 80 children (46%).

No significant changes occurred during the second six
months after rehousing, but when compared with the overall
group, this group still showed several deficiencies. The
standard of management of the houses fell far below the
overall group, although the improvement was considerable.

The incidence of hire purchase commitments and checks and
clubs was higher than in the overall group. The figures for
the group are laid out in appendix XVIII, tables I - I3,

Several of the families showed no change in their habits
whatsoever after rehousing. Such a case was that of Mr and Mrs L
aged 33 and 23 years respectively who came from a "room and
kitchen" (2-apartment) in a condemned property. The house was
in a dirty and untidy state and the standard of management
was assessed as poor. There was no bath and the stairhead
toilet was shared by three other families, Mr and Mrs L.had
two children, a boy aged 5 years and a girl aged 4 years. lMrs L
was expecting another baby when seen in the old house. The
home atmosphere was poor. Mr L.was a long distance lorry
driver and MrsL .stated that he earned about £I0 a week
although she did not know the exact sum. His main pleasures

lay "between the pub and the bookies". Mrs L.was keen on her

weekly/
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weekly game of "housey-housey".

After rehousing, the standard of management of the house
remained poor and the home atmosphere remained strained. The
new baby suffered from frequent attacks of "bronchitis" and
appeared pale and puny. This family might have shown improvement
with tactful but firm handling. During the one year period after
rehousing, the family received two visits from the "housing
nurse'’

Another family transferring its old living conditions to
the new house was that of Mr and Mrs T, both aged 49 years.

Mr and Mrs T.came from a "room and kitchen" house which was
kept in a filthy state and rated an assessment of "bad". The
home atmosphere was strained and Mr T.was unemployed, although
he stated emphatically that all he needed was a small loan

to set up a business of his own, His chief pleasure was playing
darts. Mrs T.stated that she had no pleasures., Mr and Mrs T.had
a family of four, the eldest girl aged I8 years being employed
as a leather worker. The remaining children were aged 15, 12
and 7 years and were still at school., The total income of the
family including unemployment benefit and childrens allowances
was £I0 weekly. There were no hire purchase commitments, but
payments of I2/- a week were made on a check for clothing.

When seen after six months in the new 4-apartment house,

Mr T.was still unemployed but now stated that it was not worth
his while to go out to work so long as he was receiving

unemployment benefit., The eldest girl had lost her job and

was/
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was also unemployed now and drawing benefit. The eldest boy
had left school however, and was now employed in a dead end
job as a furniture porter. The new house was in a filthy state
and two windows had been broken and blocked with cardboard. Lr
and Mrs T.considered the weekly rent and rates of £I - 8 - 9d
as excesgive,

After one year Mr T.and the eldest girl were still unemployed
and the house remained in a filthy and offensive state. The
weekly income amounted to £I2 - IO - Od, benefits accounting
for £8 of this. The weekly payments for clothes were now I5/-
but there were still no hire purchase commitments. This family
was unfit for a new house from the start and would have been
better accommodated in one of the older corporation properties.
There was no difficulty in coming to this conclusion during
the first visit to the family in the old house. It is doubtful
whether much could have been achieved by supervision so far
as Mr and Mrs T.were concerned, but guidance for the children
was necessary. The family received two visits from the '"housing
nurse'" during the year following rehousing.

In contrast, a family which would certainly have responded
to advice, but ran into difficulties through sheer fecklessness
and lack of guidance was that of Mr and Mrs B.aged 28 and 26
Years respectively, who were rehoused from a condemned "room
and kitchen" house ﬁith an outside toilet shared by three other
families. The house was poorly kept and drab apart from a new

television set. Mr B.worked as an odd job man in a territorial

army/
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army hall and the total stated weekly income was £7 - I9 - O@

Mrs B.had a son aged 2 years and was expecting another child.
She was attending both her own doctor and the local authority
clinic for ante-natal care. There were no hire purchase
commitments, but Mrs B,was paying I5/- weekly on a clothing
check, Mr B.had changed his job to a traveller in clothing
checks and the total weekly income was stated to be £8 - 8 = o?
The new baby had arrived and appeared healthy although she
had apparently suffered from diarrhoea and vomiting for a while.
Checks for clothing now amounted to weekly payments of £I and
hire purchase payments of IO/6d a week were being made for
linoleum, The standard of management of the house now rated

as "fair", After one year in the new house, hire purchase
commitments had risen to £3 weekly and payments in respect of
clothing checks remained at £I, Mrs B.had been obliged to find
an evening job as a waitress and the total weekly income was
now stated to be £I1 = 5 =~ Od. The management of the house

had deteriorated a little but still rated "fair"., Mrs B.looked
worried and tired and was obviously feeling both the strain

of the physical work involved in her new job and the worry of
paying the commitments, Sympathetic guidance would have been
welcomed by this family. They received two visits during the
year from the "housing nurse".

Not all of the families showing an improvement in home
management in this group showed an improvement in other respects.
An example is that of Mr and lMrs W.aged 46 and 42 years
respectively who were rehoused from a condemned "room and

kitchen" house along with their IS year old daughter. The

house/
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house was poorly kept, dirty and dingy. The toilet was shared
by three other families. Mr W§.had been unemployed since an
attack of pneumonia two years previously. He appeared to be
keeping well, but showed little inclination to find work. He
was receiving unemployment and national assistance benefits
to a total of £€5 - I5 - Od weekly and these were supplemented
by his wife's earnings of £3 - 10 - Od as a part time sewing
machinist. The family was paying £I a week on hire purchase
for a television set.

When seen in the new house at the end of six months, Mr W
was still unemployed but seemed quite content. The new house
was fairly well kept, and since the television set was now
paid up, hire purchase commitments of I0/- weekly had been
taken on for new carpets, and 5/- weekly on a clothing check.
Mrs W.was still working at her part time job.

One year after rehousing, the new house remained fairly
well kept and although the clothing check payments had now
ceased, hire purchase commitments remained at IO/- weekly for
new furnishings. Mrs W.was still in her part time job and the
daughter had now left school and started work as a shop
assistant. The total weekly income of the house was now

d including benefits. Mr W.was clean and well

£I3 - 5 -0
dressed and appeared healthy and cheerful. He had developed
a keen interest in his garden and had laid it out with great
care and considerable skill. He showed no desire to return
to work.

A particularly interesting family in this group which

showed/
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showed an improvement in house management only, was that of
Mr and Mrs Q.aged 45 and 34 years respectively., When first
visited they were sub-tenants in a 3-apartment local authority
‘tenement house. The house was in a filthy state and the
furnishings were dingy and dilapidated.Mr Q.earned approximately
£9 a week as a labourer in a gas works. There were two daughters
aged 5 years and 9 years, Mr and Mrs Q.stated their main
interests to be the wireless and going out to the pictures,
they had no hire purchase commitments or checks and there was
no television set,

After six months in the new house, the home management
was fairly good, but the family as a whole was far from content.
The younger girl had started bed wetting and the older girl
complained of '"rheumatic pains and nervousness"., Mr Q.had lost
his job and showed no inclination to get a new one. He was
receiving £7 - 7 - 6d weekly in unemployment benefit and
national assistance. Mrs Q.was having disagreements with her
neighbours over the clothes drying facilities behind the
building and the behaviour of the two girls. The neighbours
in turn stated that Mrs Q.was aggressive and frequently used
obscene and threatening language. The atmosphere in the close
was tense., During the first six months, Mr and Mrs Q.acquired
a television set and took on hire purchase commitments to the
extent of I3/3% weekly.

When seen after one year in the new house,the management
was assessed as fair and the house was quite bright and cheerful

looking., Relations with the neighbours had deteriorated further
and Mrs Q.had been charged by the police with causing a breach

of /
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of the peace by using obscene language and threatening her
neighbours, the incident apparently rising out of Mrs Q's
insistance upon the right of her girls to climb over her
neighbours'garden fence. Both of the girls had been taken to
the doctor's surgery during the six months complaining of
'nervousness" and Mr Q.had been receiving radio-therapy for
an ulcer in his mouth. He was now receiving national health
insurance in place of unemployment benefit.

There was no doubt that this was a rather unpleasant
family and that the home atmosphere was poor and the children
badly controlled. The point of interest however, was that the
family achieved a good standard in material comforts after
rehousing and kept quite a good house, in spite of remaining
unsatisfactory in most other respects. Such a household

constitutes a new "welfare state" type of problem family,
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FAMILIES CONTAINING OLD-AGE PENSIONERS VISITED ONE Y®AR AFTER

MOVING INTO NEW HOUSES. (26 cases)

This group showed‘very little change during the second
six months after rehousing. The figures are shown in appendix XIX,
tables I - 7.

The majority of the old folks accepted the removal to
Drumchapel with remarkably little concern, Mr and Mrs H.moved
from an old local authority house attached to one of the city
hospitals where Mr H.had been a gardener for many years. They
kept their new house in good order and Mr H.took considerable
pleasure from his garden and from long walks in the surrounding
countryside., Mr H.was a busy man with wide interests. He
appeared té be enjoying his retirement., On the other hand WMr
and Mrs M.were not so enthusiastic. They came from a decrepit
and unpleasant riverside area which had obviously deteriorated
badly over the past few years. Their house was well kept, brignht
and cheerful and they had lived in it for twenty-five years.

It consisted of a "room and kitchen" with an outside toilet
shared by two other families, Mr and Mrs M.were not very keen
to move, but their two daughters (aged 27 and 35 years), who
worked as conductresses with the corporation transport
department, urged them to accept when their turn on the
housing list came up, and the family was rehoused in a
3-apartment tenement. When seen after six months the house
was well kept and everybody seemed satisfied with the change.

After/
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After one year however, one of the daughters was leaving to
get married and the other was also thinking of moving, Faced
with the prospect of living on their own in Drumchapel, Mr
and Mrs M.were regretting their friends left behind at the
old area and worried about the expense of keeping the house

up on their old age pensions.
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FAMILIES CONTAINING I CHILD, 2 CHILDREN AND 3 OR MORE

CHILDREN WHEN SEEN ONE YEAR AFTER REHOUSING.

(I child - 80 cases)
(2 children - I47 cases)
(3 or more children - 93 casges)
The numbers of personsin the three groups and the proportions

of children to adults are shown below.

r

P "I_child" | "2-child" | "3 or more child" |

§ families : families families :

Total persons E 281 : 611 517 k
Adults §ZOI 72% 317 52% 200 39% )

‘ Children g 80 28% ; 294 48% 317 61% !

Changes during the second six months period after rehousing
were generally in line with those of the overall group. The
figures are shown in appendix XX, tables I - I5. Several
differences between the three groups persisted after one year,
for instance, few of the housewives with three or more children
managed to go out to work, and the larger the family the smaller
the weekly income per head. On the other hand the excess of
children from the small families, requiring the services of
the general practitioner became negligeable.

The larger families in particular, benefited from rehousing.
A typical example was that of Mr and Mrs C, both aged 25 years
who were rehoused from a I-apartment tenement house with an

outside toilet shared by two other families. They had a family

of/
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of three children aged 4 years, 2 years and I year, but in
spite of the overcrowding the house was well kept. Mr C.was
a boilerman earning approximately £II weekly. The new house
was of three apartments and was kept in good order. Mrs C.said
at the end of their first year in Drumchapel, that she missed
her "window shopping" in the old area, but the new house was a
marked improvement and the whole family had benefited greatly.
Some of the larger families were rehoused without adequate
forethought, into houses which were too small for them, Mr and
Mrs C.probably fell into this category since they were young
and already had three children and were likely to have more,
Mr and Mrs R.certainly fell into this category since they had
three children, aged IO, 7 and 3 years when rehoused, and Mrs R
was pregnant, When the new baby arrived, Mr and Mrs R.had to
sleep in the living-dining room of their new house with the
baby in a cot, leaving one bedroom for their daughter and one
bedroom for their two boys. Mr and Mrs R.maintained a good
home both in their old house and in their new house, but

remained overcrowded after moving.
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FAMILIES IN WHICH ONE OR MORE MEMBERS SUFFERED FROM DISABILITILS

'WHICH SECURED THEM PRIORITY IN HOUSING, VISITED AFTER TWELVE

MONTHS. (34 cases)

Six months after rehousing, this group consisted of IIO
persons, comprising 79 adults (72%) and 3I children (28%).

Very little change occurred during the second six months
period after rehousing. The figures are shown in appendix XXI,
tables I - I3,

At the end of one year, several cases were noted where the
priority on medical grounds lapsed. For instance, Mr and Mrs D
were given priority because of their four year old boy who was
totally incapacitated by spastic diplegia and mental deficiency.
He was on a waiting list for institutional care. They also had
a normal boy aged one year. Their old house was a three
apartment tenement, with its own toilet but no bath., The house
was situated two stairs up and they were keen for a ground
floor house without stairs, to reduce the effort involved in
carrying the boy. The house was well kept and the home
atmosphere was good. Mr D,was a time and motion study engineer
earning £I6 a week. The house was equipped with television
and a washing machine and Mrs D.was paying £2 - I0 - Od a week
hire purchase on a vacuum cleaner. Mr D's main pleasures were
reading and "pottering about" with the small car he owned. Mrs
D.liked knitting and visiting friends. They were neither of
them very keen on television, but had bought their set because

the handicapped boy kept them tied to the house. The car had

been/
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been bought to get the boy out from time to time.

Six months after rehousing, Mr and Mrs D.were comfortably
settled in their new house and said they felt considerable
benefit from their ground floor flatted house and its garden.
Mr D.had obtained promotion in his work and was now earning
over £17 a week. The house was well kept and cheerful and
Mrs D.was looking after both of her children with devoted
care,

When seen one year after rehousing, the handicapped boy
had been admitted to an institution for long term care and
Mr and Mrs D.showed obvious relief at being freed from the
constant strain of caring for him. The car now enabled them
to visit him at weekends, and although Mr D.had been offered
further promotion and a pay rise to over £20 a week if he
moved to a post in England, he had declined because of the
difficulties of transferring the handicapped boy. The house
remained well kept and the family now had no hire purchase
commitments, They liked Drumchapel quite well, but felt now
that they would like a house of their own and Mr D.was making
arrangements to buy a pre-war semi-detached house. He had
over £200 saved up for the down payment.

The probability is that in this case, if the local authority
had discussed the case with Mr and Mrs D.more fully, and had
approached the institution in the first place, Mr and Mrs D.would
have been saved the inconvenience and expense of the move to a

council house and the local authority would have been able to

allocate/
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allocate the house to some family with an equal need but
more limited resources.

Another case was that of Mrs G, a widow aged 4I years.
Mrs G.lived in a one apartment house with her son aged I9 years.
The house had no bath and the toilet was shared by three
families. Mrs G.was given medical priority for pulmonary
tuberculosis. Both she and her son had undergone a course
of anti-tuberculous treatment two years previously. Mrs G
worked as a clerkess and her son as an apprentice electrician,
Six monthg after moving to a three apartment corporation
tenement house, there was little change but after one year,
the boy had married and was living elsewhere leaving his mother
on her own. She appeared quite content and the house was well
kept, but she would have been better, and more economically
accommodated in a modern two apartment house. These circumstances
could not be forseen by the local authority, but much could
be achieved by building a wider range of houses and encouraging

more mobility of tenants,
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_ SUMMARY

The purpose of this thesis was to investigate the changing
circumstances of a group of families rehoused by the Glasgow
Local Authority, The families came mostly from central areas
of the city and were rehoused in Drumchapel on the western
periphery of Glasgow. The gains of moving to new houses were
thus offset by separation from friends and relatives, and
increased travelling times to work and shops. Fresh air and
clean surroundings were accompanied by higher rates and rents,
higher bus fares and the expense of fitting out new and larger
houses.

A total of 421 families were seen in their old houses
immediately before being rehoused by the local authority.
Three hundred and ninéty—seven of these families were seen
after six months in their new houses and 387 after one year.

Most of the families had been on the local authority
housing list for over ten years and the average age of the
tenants at the time of rehousing was over 38 years.

Nine out of ten of the o0ld houses were tenements dating
back to the nineteenth century. Nine out of ten of the new
houses were also tenements, and the majority of these were
of three apartments (Two bedrooms and living-dining room),
The numbers of new four and five apartment houses available

were/
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were inadequate and led to overcrowding in over one fifth of the
three—-apartment houses. The number of smaller houses available
was also inadequate, making it necessary in several cases to
accommodate couples and single persons in three-apartment houses.
Nevertheless overcrowding was far less common after rehousing,
and overcrowding of sleeping accommodation was abolished.

Almost one half of the o0ld houses had shared toilet
accommodation, In such cases the toilet was usually situated
on the stairhead and shared by two to five families, Less than
one fifth of the houses had baths or running hot water. All of
the new houses had toilets, baths and running hot water.

Most of the tenants were engaged in skilléd or semi-skilled
work, but the tenants transferred from houses due for demolition
and the tenants who had kept their old houses in an unsatisfactory
state, showed an excess of unskilled workers. Further, the men
drawn from these very decrepit and ill-kept houses showed a
relatively poor work record in terms of continuity of employment
over the two years before rehousing.

Over one half of the tenants had liked their old districts,
but most of them preferred Drumchapel. Those tenants transferred
from older local authority houses often saw little improvement
in Drumchapel over their old conditions. They were glad to move
to a home of their own, but often sighed‘for the semi-detached,
or terraced type of house they had left,

The/



iy,

The rents and rates of the old houses averaged 15/4d weekly,
those of the new houses averaged 25/5d weekly, The increase was
considered worthwhile by most tenants when they took into
account the improved facilities of the new houses. Well over
one third of the tenants had considered their old rents and
rates excessive, but less than one in twenty considered the new
charges excessive,

Over a quarter of the housewives had been employed out of
the home, although in the majority of cases their jobs were
part time only. Little change. occurred after rehousing; few
of the housewives with large families were able to go out to
work, _

The tenants spent more time travelling to work after
rehousing than before. The difference was less than might
have been expected because a considerable number were employed
in Clydebank and actually moved closer to their work when they
came to Drumchapel., One year after transfer, travelling times
showed a slight decrease, due to the acquisition of auto-cycles
by many tenants and the use of cars and vans to carry groups
of men to work. The bus service had also improved.

The average net weekly income per household, including
childrens' allowances and other benefits was £I3 - I9 - Id
before rehousing and the average number of wage earners per
house was I°50. After rehousing, the income per household

dropped, but the income per head showed a slight rise. This

change/



ns.

change was accounted for by an alteration in family structure,
since some two hundred persons - often elderly relatives - did
not accompany the tenants to their new houses.

Almost all of the families made weekly insurance payments,
mostly on life assurances. . The average weekly payment per
household was 7/Id. These insurances remained virtually unchanged
during the period of the survey. |

Over one half of the tenants had gathered savings in
preparation for moving into the new house. Of those who were
prepared to state the amounts, almost one half said they had
saved over £20 and several had saved over £I00,

Before rehousing, hire purchase commitments had been
incurred by just over a quarter of the families, The expense
of putting new, and usually bigger, houses in order brought
about a considerable rise, and after six months, almost half
of the families had such commitments., This rise persisted one
year after transfer; the average weekly payments per household
also showed a rise, Hire purchase commitments were most
commonly in respect of television sets, furniture and carpets.

Prior to rehousing, just over a quarter of the families
contributed regularly to check and club purchasing schemes, but
this practice became less common after rehousing. The average
weekly payments underwent little change.

It was noted that an excess of the families coming from
buildings due for demolition, or keeping their houses in an

unsatisfactory/
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unsatisfactory state, had hire purchase commitments and checks
and clubs, both before and after rehousing.

The standard of management of the houses showed a consider-—
able improvement after rehousing. This improvement was most
noticeable during the first six months; a small proportion of
the households deteriorated again by the end of one year. All
families came under the supervision of the "housing nurses",
but their visits were infrequent. Supervising resources could,
with advantage, be concentrated upon the unsatisfactory
households,

The chief recreations of the tenants were recorded. Televis-
ion held first place with almost one third of both husbands
and wives. There is no doubt that television has done much to
increase the happiness of families living in housing schemes
on the periphery of the city by providing evening entertainment
in the home,

Over three-quarters of the families had television sets
before rehousing and by the end of the first year in the new
houses, the proportion had risen to almost nine out of ten.
Less than a quarter of the families owned washing machines
before rehousing, but oVer a third had them by the end of the
first year in the new house., Families also tended to acquire
immersion heaters, telephones and, to a lesser extent, re-
frigerators after rehousing.

Approximately one family in ten owned a car or van before

rehousing./
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rehousing, Very little change occurred after moving, but a few
tenants found they had to sacrifice their cars in order to fit
out the new house and pay the increased rates and rents. Parking
and garaging space within the scheme was inadequate,

The incidence of serious illness, measured in terms of
hospital admissions, showed little change after rehousing, but
the proportions of persons consulting their general practitioners
showed a definite rise. The pattern of illness remained
practically unchanged and it is considered that the proximity
of the new group practice surgeries to the housing scheme was
the main factor in increasing the load put upon the general
practitioners. It was noted that people tended to change to
new doctors in the area when illness demanded attention, rather
than on their own initiative. Most changes of doctor occurred
within the first six months of moving,

The proportion of housewives who said they were pregnant
was appreciably lower one year after rehousing than it had been

immediately prior to removal,
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FPamilies coming from -

l-apartment tenement houses
2~apartment tenement houses

550 cases)
266 cases)

& Z-apartment tenement houses (53 cases)

Table 1

ng,

size of house l-apartment 2-apartment 3—-apartment
Average duration

of occupancy 6.2 years 9.3 years 11.9 years
l-apt.- 2-apt. t = 3,83 IP(CLOOI

2-apt.- 3-apt. t = 3.22 P<0.0Q1

Table 2

Silze of house

l-apartment

2-apartment

3-apartment

Average age

of tenants 33,6 years 38,7 years 43,0 years
! l-apt. - 2-apt. t = 4.10 P<€0.001
2-apt. - 3-apt. t = 3,58 P 0,001

Table 3

Size of house

l-apartment

2-apartment

Z3—-apartment

Time on Corpor-
ation waiting-

list 8.2 years 11.0 years 11.3 years
B‘aptu t = 4082 P(0.00]_
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Table 4

Number of persons

TR

Size of house

l-apartment

2-apartment

%—apartment

Total Persons 172 1086 273
Mults 99 58% 607 | 56% 156 |57%
Children 73 42% 479 | 44% 117 | 4%%

Table 5

Houses with -

l-apartment

2-apartment

3—-gpartment

Toilets 24% 46% 95%
Baths - 3% 45%
Running hot
water - 5% 40%
. . _
Toilets l-apt. - 2-apt. - 3-apt. X = 57.29 P< 0.001
t
Baths 2-apt, - 3-apt. X = 91.64 < 0.001
Running S
hot water 2-apt. - 3-apt. X =53.41  P<0.001
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Table 6

Overcrowding of rooms

120,

Persons per room |{ l-apartment 2-apartment 3-apartmeat
Up to 2 22% 71% 76%
2+ - 3 30% 27% 24%
Over 3 48% 2% -
u
l-apt. - 2-apt. - 3-apt, X =108.62 P < 0,001

Table 7

.

Overcrowding of sleeping accommodation

Persons sleeping
more than 1 to a
single bed or more
than 2 to a double
bed

l-apartment

2-apartment

3-apartment

28%

11%

9%

l-apt, - 2 & 3-apt

. X‘E 12,04

P £0.01

Table 8

Social class

Social class of tenants

l-apartment

2-apartment

A-apartnent

I)
Skilleda  II) 27% 34% 40%
III)
Semi-skilled IV 33% 45% 32,
Unskilled V 40 % 21% 28%

l-apt. - 2-apt. - 3-apt.

Not significant.
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Table 9

1,

Social class of tenants

l-apartment

3-apartment

Skilled (I,II & III)

27%

40%

(Iv & V)

oemi-skilled & unskilled

73%

60%

l-apt. - 3-apt,

Borderline significance

.

X =

2.97 P 0.1

Table 10
Size of house l-apartment 2-apartment 3—-apartment
Rented houses 74% 92% 96%
Aoandoned houses 18% 5% 4%
Owned houses 8% 3% -
L
Abandoned houses  l-apt - 2 & 3-apt. K = 12.57 P< 0.001

Table 11

Rent and rates

Size of house

l-apartment

2-apartment

3-apartment

Average weekly
rent and rates

13/-

20/~

l-apt. - 2-apt.
2-apt. - 3-apt.
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Lable 12
oize of house l-apartment 2-apartment 3-apartment
Tenants regard-
ing rent & rates 51% 48% 26%
as excessive
K
3-apt. - 2 & l-apt. ¥ =8.34 P < 0,01
Table 173
Size of house l-apartment 2-apartment Z—-apartment
Total number
of wage-earners 61 383 67
Average number
of wage-earners
per house 1.22 1.44 1.26
Table 14
Size of house l-apartment 2-apartment Z-apartment
Housewives go-
ing out to work 28% 28% 9%
, o
1 & 2-apt. - 3-apt. X = 6.50 P ¢ 0,02
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Table 15
Travelling to work

"Reachability"of
work l-apartment 2-apartment 3-apartment

"Easy reach"
(up to 15 minutes) 36% 31% 8%

"Fairly easy

reach"

(15+ - 40 minutes) 46% | 47% 57%
"Difficult" |
(Over 40 minutes) 18% 22% 35%

l-apt. - 2-apt. Not significant.

L
2-apt. - 3-apt. X = 9.11 F € 0.02

Table 16
Weekly insurance payments
Size of house l-apartment | 2-apartment | 3-apartment

Households with in-
surances 100% 97% 96%

Average weekly payment
of those households
with insurances 6/2d 7/74 6/6d

i

Payments l-apt. - 2-apt. t 2.84 P 0,01

Payments 2-apt. - 3-apt. t =2.40 P<O0,02
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Table 17
Savings

Size of house l-apartment 2-apartment 3-gpartment
Households putting

by savings 46% 54% 59%
Percentage of the

above households

unwilling to state

amount saved 26% 41% 45%

Savings

l-apt, - 2-apt. - %-apt.

Not significant.

Households unwilling to state amount l-apt.- 2-apt. - 3-apt.

Not significant.

Table 18

Hire Purchase Commitments

Size of house

l-apartment

2-apartment

2-apartment

Households with hire

purchase commitments 26% 29% 15%

Average weekly H.P.

payments of above

households 14/34 14/44d 18/94
. Y I

H,P,commitments 3-apt. - 1 & 2-apt. X = 4.00 P € 0.05

Average weekly payments.

No significant differences.




APPENDIX T

Table 19

Checks and Clubs

125,

Size of house

l-apartment

2—-apartment

3—-apartment

Households with

checks or clubs 26% 29% 26%
Average weekly

payments of above

households 11/54 10/104 11/14

Checks and Clubs

l-apt.- 2-apt. - 3-apt.

Not significant.

Average weekly payments,

No significant differences.

Table 20

Standard of Management

Assessment of manage-

ment of house l-apartment 2-apartment | 3-apartment
Good 56% 66% 68%
Fair 30% 23% 25%
Poor or Bad 14% 11% 7%

No significant differences.
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Table 21
Households with - l-apartment 2-apartment Z-apartment
Television 58% 84% 76%
Washing machines 12% 23% 25%
Telephones - | 4% 10%
Cars 4% 11% 8%

n
Television l-apt. - 2-apt. X = 8.29° P ¢ 0.01

Television 2-apt. - 3-apt. Not significant.

Washing machines l-apt. - 2 & 3-apt. Borderline significance
X’~= 3,04 P ¢ 0.1

Telephones and. cars - No significant differences.
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Table 22
Past history of "serious illness"
oize of house | ~apartment 2-apartment 3-apartment

Persons with
history of serious
illness 12% 8% 10%

Children with
history of serious
illness 1% 2% 3%

Adults with history
of serious illness 20% 13% 16%

Persons 1l-apt. - 2 & 3-apt. Borderline significance
= 2,77 P« 0.1

Children ©No significant differences.

Adults l-apt. - 2 & 3 apt. Borderline significant
XE307 P< 0.1

Table 23

Admissions to hospital over 6-month period before rehousing

Size of house l-apartment 2-apartment Z-apartment
Persons admitted 6% 4% 4%
Children admitted 4% 3% 3%
Adults admitted 7% 5% 6%

Persons, Children and Adults. No significant differences.
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Table 24
Persons calling doctor to house over 6 month-period before
rehousing

Size of house l-apartment | 2-apartment 3-gpartment
Persong calling

doctor 15% 12% 14%
Children calling

doctor 21% 17% 22%
Adults calling

doctor 11% 8% 7%

Persons,Children and Adults. No significant differences.

Table 25

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month period be-
fore rehousing

Size of house l-apartment | 2-apartment 3-apartment
Persons going 22% 19% 14%
Children going 10% 15% 11%
sdults going 30% 22% 17%
Persons and children. No significant differences.

, N
Adults  l-apt. - 2-apt. - 3-apt. x = 6,60 P ¢ 0.05
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Table 26

Eregnancy

129,

Size of house

l-apartment

2-apartment

s

F-gpartment

Housewives pregnant

11%

5%

l-apt. - 2 & 3-apt.

Not significant.
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APPENDIX TII FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM BUILDINGS ABOUT TO BRE
DENMNOLISHED (55 cases)

Table 1

Duration of occupancy

Houses for demolition Control

Average duration
of occupancy Tob5 years 9.0 years

Borderline significance t = 1.86 P< 0.1

Table 2
Tenants not on Corporation housing
1list
Houges for demolition Control
Proportion of tenants
not on list 20% 2.9%

)("= 59.96 P <€ 0.001

Table 3
Time on Corporation housing list
Houses for demolition Control
Average time 6.3 years 10,3 years

t = 7.03 P <€ 0,001
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Table 4

Average age of tenants

13y,

Houses due for demolition

Control

tenants

Average age of

36.4 years

%28.5 years

Borderline significance

t = 1.72

P 0.1

Table 5

Sizes of houses

Size of hbuse l-apartment 2—apartmént F-gpartment] Over 3
apartments
Houseg about to
be demolished 27% 66% 7% -
Control 14.3% 64 .5% 15.0% 6.2%
u
l-apt. - 2-apt. - 3-apt. X = 22,31 P < 0,001

Table 6
Toilets,baths and running hot water
Houses for
demolition Control
t
Toilets 20% 52, 5% X= 26.79 P ¢ 0.001
. n
Baths 4% 17.1% X= 8.62 P <0.01
Running hot L
water . 6% 17.6% X = 5,05 P& 0.05
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Table 7
Persons per room
Houses for demolition Control
Up to 2 67% 66.5%
2+ - 73 22% 25.9%
Over 3 11% 7 6%
Not significant

Table 8

Overcrowding of sleeping accommodation

bed or more than 2 per

Houses in which more than
1 person slept per single

Houses for demolition | Control

double bed. 15% 12.1%
Not significant
Table 9 -
Standard of Management
Standard of Management | Houses for demolition Control
Good 35% 66.5%
Pair 3614 23.0%
Poor or Bad 27% 10.5%
r 1
x = 32,70 P ¢ 0.001
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Table 10

Social Class

o Tenants from houses Tenants from control
Social class due for demolition group

I

11 22% 36.5%
[TI Skilled

IV Semi-skilled 32% 40.5%

V Unskilled 46% 23.0%

’ (.
Class V - Classes I,IT,IIT & IV X =15.52 P «o0.001

Table 11

Work record

Tenants from houses
due for demolition

Tenants from
control group

Tenants holding one
job continuously over
previous 2 years

62%

7% .8%

X?‘= 4,76 P € 0.05
Table 12
Opinion of District
Tenants from houses| Tenants from
due for demolition | control group
Like 29% 55.3%
Reserved 15% 14,3% -
Diglike 56% 30.4%
X000 p eo.001
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Table 13
Houses owned,rented and abandoned
Houses due for
demolition Control
Abandoned houses 27% 547%
Rented houses ! 7 3% 91.2%
Owned houses - 3,1%
T .
Abandoned houses X = 5,48 P € 0.02

Table 14
Rent and rates
Houges due for
demolition Control
Average weekly rent
and rates 10/~ 15/4

t=4.93 P «0.001

Table 15
Housewives going out to work

Homes due for demolition Control

Housewives going out
to work 39% 26.,9%

2z
X =3.97 P<€O0.05

Table 16
‘ Average net weekly income
Houses due for demolition Control
Income per household £11 - 4 - 9d £13-19-14
Income per head 66/5d 65/6d
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Table 17
Travelling to work

"Reachability" of work | Houses due for demolition Control

"Easy reach"

(Up to 15 minutes) 44% 30.5%
"Fairly easy reach" '

(15+ -~ 40 minutes) 38% 48.0%
Difficult

(Over 40 minutes) 18% 21.5%

3 . L
Borderline significance X = 4,76 P €0.1

Table 18
sSavings
Houses due for demolition Control
Families with savings 42% 54 ,9%
L
X = 4.3%5 P ¢0.05

Table 19
Hire Purchase Commitments

Houses due for demolition Control
Households with hire ‘
urchase commitments 42% 2684,
Average weekly HP pay-
ments of above house-
holds 11/14d 15/6d

.
Households with HP commitments X = 7.23 P € 0.01

AMverage weekly payments Borderline significance
t = 1.8 P ¢ 0.1




APPENDIX IT

Table 20

Checks and Clubs

/3

ﬁ’ 2SN
*

House due for demolition Control
Households with checks
and clubs 46% 27 .3%

Average weekly payments
of above households

9/14

10/44

Households with checks and clubs X"“= 10.48 P ¢ 0,001

Average Weekly payments.

Not significant.

Table 21

Houses due for

Households with demolition Control

i 5 % LS
Television 62% 75.5% | X = 6.44 P € 0.02

: . L
Washing machines 7% 21.1% X = 6,37 P ¢ 0,02

P Borderline signifi-
Telephones - 5¢9% cance
Y= 2.87 PeO.1

Cars 6% 10.2% Not significant
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Table 22

/37,

Past history of "serious illness"

T Houses due fon
demolition Control
Persons with history
of serious illness 9% 8.,7% | Not significant
Children with history
of serious illness 1% 1.5% Not significant
Adults with history
of serious illness 15% 14.0% | Not significant
fLable 23
Admissions to hospital over 6-month period
before rehousing
Houses due for
demolition Control
Persons admitted 5% 4.4% | Not significant
Children admitted 5% %,.3% | Not significant
Adults admitted 5% 5.2% | Not significant _

Table 24

Persons calling doctor to house over 6-month

period before rehousing

Houses due for

demolition Control
Persons calling
doctor 14% 12.1% | Not significant
Children calling .
doctor 19% 17.4% | Not significant
Adults calling . -
doctor 10% 8.2% | Not significant

e . - —
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Table 25
Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month
period before rehousing
tHouses due for o
demolition Control
. *
Persons going 21% 15.2% X = 6.47 P €0.02
Children going 16% 12.7% | Not significant
, T
Adults going 24% 17.1% | X'= 4.65 P €0.05
Table 26
' ‘ Pregnancy
Houses due for
demolition Control

‘ L
Housewives pregnant 14% 5.8% X = 5,60 P € 0,02
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APFENDIX TIT FAMITIES REHOUSED FROM OLDER PUBTIC AUTHORITY

HOUSES (38 cases)

Table 1
Average age of tenants
Average of Older "P,A." houses Control
tenants from 37.0 years 2845 Not significant
Table 2

Average time on housing list

Older "P,A."houses | Control
Average time on
housing 1list 10.6 years 10.3 Not significant
years
Table 3
Sizes of houses
l-apt. 2-apt. 3-apt. 4-apt. 5-apt.:
Older P, A,
houses - 3% 55% 29% 13%
Control 14.3% | 64.5% 15,0% 4,5% 1.7%
Table 4
Overcrowding of Rooms
Persons per room Older "P.A." houses Control
Up to 2 81% 66.5%
2+ - 3 16% 25, 9%
Over 3 3% 7.6%

Not significant
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Table 5 .
Overcrowding of beds
Older "P,A."houses Control
Houses in which more than one
person slept in a single bed
or more than two persons in g 3% 12.1%
double hed

Not significant

Zzble 6 Rent & rates
Older "P,A.".houses| Control
Average weekly
rent & rates 23/2d 15/44 | t = 8.67 P<0.001
Table 7 .
Tenants considering rent and rates excessive
Older "P.A,'" houses | Control
Tenants considering
rent and rates ex- 24% 4%.2% | X= 6.57
cessive P 0,02
Table 8
' Opinion of district
Tenants from older Tenants from control
"P,A," houses Zroup
Like 78% 5543%%
Reserved 11% 14.3%
Dislike 11% 30,4%
L
X< 10,08, P <0.01
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Table 9
Standard of manacement
Standard of management [Older "P.A."houses Control
Good 79% 6645%
Fair 16% 23,0%
Poor or Bad 5% 10.5%
Not significant.
Table 10
Social class of chief tenants
Social class Tenants from older Tenants from
"P,A." houses control group
I
IT
IIT Skilled 30% 3645%
IV Semi-skilled 46% 40.5%
V Unskilled 24% 23,0%

Not significant

141,
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Table 11

Work record

142

Tenants from older
"P,A." houses

Tenants from
bontrol group

Tenants holding 1 job

continuously over 82% 73.8%
previous 2 years
Not gignificant
Table 12
Housewives going out to work
Older "P.A."
housges Control
Housewives going.out
to work 21% 26.,9%
Not significant
Table 13
Travelling to work
"Reachability of work" Older "P.A." houses Control
"Easy reach". 4 .
(Up to 15 minutes) 18% 30.5%
"Fairly easy reach"
(15+ - 40 minutes) 58% 48, 0%
"Difficult"
(Over 40 Minutes) 24% 21.5%

Not significant
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Table 14
Weekly Insurance Payments
Older "P,A." houses { Control _
Pamilies paying +*
weekly insurance 89% 96.4% |Y = 3.88 P ¢_0.05
Average weekly
payment 6/74 7/1d | Not significant
Table 15
Savings
! Older "P,A."houses | Control
I Not
Yamilies with savings 63% 54,9% | significant
Table 16
: ~ Checks & Clubs
Older "P,A." houses| Control
Households with } N
checks and clubs 1%% 27.3% | X = 4.22 P¢0.05
Average weekly Borderline signi-
payments 5/6d 10/4d | ficance
t = 1.66 P<O0.1
Table 17
Hire Purchase Commitments
Older™ . A.™ B
houses Control
Hbouseholds with hire . o
purchase commitments 19% 26°8%. Not significant
Average weekly pay-
mentsg 7 17/84d 15/64 Not significant
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Table 18
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Older "P,A, T

Households with houses Control

Television 68% 75.5% Not significant

. . ) Borderline signifi-
Washing machines 8% 21.1% cancge.

¥% 3.57 P ULl

Telephones 13% 5.9% sz 3,90 P € 0,05
Cars 16% 10,2% Wot significant
Table 19

Past history of"serious illness"

Older "P.A."
houses Control

Persons with history A
of serious illness 7% 8.7% Not significant
Children with history
of serious illness - 1.5% Not significant
Adults with history
of sérious illness 10% 14.0% Not significant

Table 20
Admissions to hospital over 6-month period be-
fore rehousing
Older "P.A,T
houses Control

Persons admitted 3% 4,4% | Not significant
Children admitted 3% 3.3% | Not significant
Adults admitted 3% 5.2% | Not significant N
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Table 21

W i 8

ferscons calling doctor to house over 6-month
perlod before rehousnnv

Ider "P, A" TTTTTrTTTr
houses Control .
Persons calling doctor 9% 12,1% | Not significant
Children calling doctor 22% 17.4% | Not significant
Adults calling doctor 37 8.2% | X 5.13 P05
Lable 22
‘Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month
perliod before rehousing
Oider "B AT T
houses Control ) ;
— =5
Persons going 12% _15.2% Not significant
Children going 14% 12.7% Not sienificant
)(l~
Adults going 10% 17.1% = 5,52 P €& 0,02
Table 23
Pregnancy
STIsE T - e s e e
houses Control

Housewives pregnant 3% 5.8% | Not significant
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FAMILIES IN WHICH THRE GENEZRAL HOME BACKGROUND

(AS DISTINCT FROM Tum FOUSE) WAS ASSESSED AS

"POOR"™ OR _"BAD"™ (44 cases)

Table 1
Duration of occupancy
"Poor" or "bad" group Control
Average duration
of occupancy 8.1 years 9.0 years
Not significant
Table 2
Average age
"Poor" or "bad" Control
Average age
of tenants 39.1 years 38.5 years
Not significant
Table 3
Time on Corporation housing list
"Poor" or "bad" group Control
Average time 8.1 years 10.3 years

t = 3.51 P € 0,001
Table 4
Sime of houses
. 1l-apt. 2-apt. %-apt. Over 3-apartments
"Poor" or
"bad" group] 18% 73% 9% -
Control 14.%% 64 5% 15.0% 6.2%
Not significant.
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Table 5

Persons per room

Iy 7

Persons per room "Poor" or "bad" group Control
Up to 2 55% 66.5%
2+ - 3 32% 25.9%
Over 3 1%% 7 o 6%

Not significant

Table 6

Overcrowding of sleeping accommodation

Houses in which more than 1
person slept per single bed
or more than 2 per double bed

"Poor!" or\"bad" group Control

27%

12.1%

L
X = 10.61 P< 0.001

Table 7
Toilets,baths and running hot water
"Poor'" or
"bad" group Control
A N
Toilets 27% 52.5% |X= 12.53 P< 0,001
Borderline significance.
Baths 7% 17.1%  |X%=2.90 P & 0.1
: derline significance,
Running . QPr
hot water 7% 17.6% 1X= 3.26 P< 0.1
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Table 8

Social class

Iy g

Social class

(Registrar General) "Poor" or "bad" group Control
I,IT & ITI (Skilled) 13% 3645%
IV (Semi-skilled) 32% 40.5%
V (Unskilled) 55% 23,0%
X«
X =26.40 P < 0,001
Table 9
Work record
"Poor" or "bad" group Control
Tenants holding one job
continuously over prev-
ious 2 years 59% 7% .8%
)
X =5.56 P<¢O0,02
Table 10
Opinion of district
"Poor" or "bad" group Control
Like 41% 55.3%
Reserved 5% 14.3%
Dislike 54% 30.4%

XY= 11.43

P € 0.01
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Table 11

Rent and Rates

"Foor" or "bad" group Control
Average weekly rent
and rates 11/64 15/44
t = 3.45 P <€0,001
Table 12
Average net weekly income
"Poor" or "bad'" group Control

Income per household

£1l2 - 1 - 74

£13 - 19 - 1d

Income per head

58/1d

65/64

Table 13

Weekly insurance payments

"Poor" or 'bad'" group

Control

Households with

Not signi=-

insurances 95% 96 ,4% ficagtég
Average weekly payment = 2,
of above households 5/114 7/1d  P<0.05
Table 14
Savings
"Poor" or "bad" group Control
Families with savings 32% 54.9%

i N
X = 10,54 P €0.001
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Tgble 15

Hire purchase commitments

"Poor!" or "bad" group Control
Households with hire
purchase commitments 41% 26.8%
Average weekly H.P,
payments of above
households 15/14 15464

Households with H.P.commitments

kN
X =14.95 P ¢ 0.05

Average weekly payment

s. Not significant.

Table 16

Checks and Clubs

"Poor" or "bad" group Control
Households with checks
and clubs 43% 27.3%
Average weekly payments
of above households 10/3a 10/44

Households with checks

and clubs Xz"= 6.23 P 45 0.02

Average weekly payments. Not significant.
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Table 17
Households with "Poor" or "bad"| Control
L Borderline signifi-
Television 64% 75.5% capce
{*= 3,76 P 0.1
‘ ) ) Borderline signifi-
Washing machines 11% 21.,1% C%EEG
X= 2.82 Pe 0.1
Telephones 5% 5.9% | Not significant.
Cars 2% 10,2% | Not significant.
Table 18
Past history of "serious illness"
Past history of "Poor" or
"serious illness'" | "bad" group { Control
Persons 12% 8.7% Not significant
Children 4% 1.5% Not significant
Adults 18% 14.0% Not significant
Table 19
Illnesses

Admissions to hospital over 6-month period before rehousing

Admissions "Poor" or "bad" groupl! Control
Persons 6% 4.4% | Not significant
Children 5% 3,3% | Not sienificant
Adults 6% 5,2% | Not significant
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Table 19 (contd.)

Persons calling doctor %o house over 6-month period hefore re-

housing
o TPooT T oT
'bad" group |Control ‘
Persons calling doctor 13% 12.1% | Not significant
Children calling doctor|  20% 17.4% | Not significant
Aults calling doctor | 6% 8.2% | Not significant

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month period hefore

rehousing
TPoor™ or "bad" o
group Control
Persons going 18% 15,2% | Not significant
Children going 10% 12,7% | Not significant
, , w ;
Adults going 25¢% 17.1% | ¥™=5.20 P £0.05
Table 20
Pregnancy
"Poor™ or "bad"
g2roup Control

Housewives pregnant 12% 5.8% | Not significant
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ISIONERS (55 cases)

Table 1
‘ Households with T
Houses with pld-age pensioners|{ Control
. i i e e
Toilets 69% 52.5% |X = 6,99 P & 0.01
Baths 38% 17.1% | XM 19.83 P < 0.001
Running hot N
water 35% 17.6% 1X"= 12,10 P € 0.001
Table 2
Households with
Households containing|old-age pensioners|Control
no wage-earners Y
20% 3.8% (R = 45.41
P 40,001
Table 3
Standard of management
Standard of management| Households with
0ld-age pensioners Control
Good 80% 66.5%
Fair 15% 23.0%
Poor or bad 5% 10.5%
™ -
Borderline significance X =5.19 T < 0.1

Table 4

Hire Purchase commitments

Households with
old-age pensioners

Control

Households with hire

Not signific-

purchase commitments 20% 26°8% |ant
Average weekly pay- Not signific-
ments 14/24 15/6d | .+
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Table 5

Checks and Clubs

184,

Households with

old-age pensioners|Control

Households with

checks and clubs 18% 27.3% | Not significant
Average weekly

payments 9/8d 10/4d4 | Not significant
Table 6

Households with
Households with jold-age pensioners | Control

- ]
X= 44.90 P< 0.001

Television 44% 75 5%

Washing machines 22% 21.1% | Not significant.
N

Telephones 13% 5.9% |X=5.22 P<€0.05

Cars 7% 10.2% | Not significant.
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5 OR 1ORE CHILDREN
Table 1
Sige of Ffamily !"l-child" | "2-chilg" "3 or wore children™
Average durat-
ion of occup- 9.5 7.6 749
ancy years years years
No significant differences
Table 2
Size of family "l-child" "2-child" "% or more children®
Average time
on waiting- 10.1 10.6 10.9
list years years years
No significant differences
Table 3
Time on waiting j"l-child" "2-child" "3 or more children
list families families families
Under 10 years 32% (247) 16% —
10 vears or Owr 68% (76%) 84% .

3
1 child families - 3 or more children families X =

7.16 P &0.0L

Table 4

Size of family |["l-child" |"2-child" "3 or more children"
Average age of

tenants 38.2 yrs. | 36.2 yrs. 36,7 years

No significant differences
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Table 5
Size of house Households containing
1 child 2 children % or more children
l-apartment 17% 9% 12%
2-apartment 56% 79% 59%
3 or more
apartments 27% 12% 20%

Significantly more "2 child" families in 2-apartment houses
than "1 child" or "3 or more child" families.

"2 child" - "1 child" families x1F=14°Ol P £0.001.

"2 child" —~ "3 or more child" families x'-= 12,04 P g 0,001.
i
Table 6

Qvercrowding of rooms

Persons per room Households containing
1 child 2 children 3 or more children
Up to 2 78% 79% 15%
2+ - 3 21% 12% 69%
Over 3 1% 9% 16%
Over 3 persons per room.,- "2 child" - "1 child" families

XT= 4.96 D € 0.05.q "3 or more child" families - "1 and
2 child" families. X= 9.28 P& 0.01.

Over 2 persons per room., - "3 or more child" families - "l and
2 child" families. X&= 123.74 P «0.001.
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Table 7
Overcrowding of sleeping accommodation
] Households containing
Persons sleep}ng nore 3 or more
than 1 to a single 1 childi 2 childrens children
bed or more than 2 to I -
a double hed 2% i 13% i 27%
|
. : : o T
"3 or more children" - "2 child" families. X = 8.19 P& 0.01
"2 child" - "1 child" families. X™= 6.77 P« 0.01
Table 8
' Houses with Households containing
1 child | 2 children | 3 or more children _
Own toilets 53% 54% 55%
Baths 21% 12% 18%

Running hot )
water 21% 14% 18%

Toilets - no significant differences.

Baths = "2 child" - "1 child" and "3 or more children" families
= 3.92 P € 0.05.

Running hot water. No significant differences.
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Table 9
Rent and Rates
size of family "l childn "2 child" | "3 or more children"
Average weekly
rent & rates 15/104 13/94 16/84d
"2 child" - "1 child" families. 1t = 2,65. P € 0,01
"2 child" - "% or more child" families. t = %.62 P 0.001

Table 10

Social class

social clags of

Households containing

tenants
1 child 2 children |3 or more children
I
Skilled 1II %9% 35% 40%
III
Semi-skilled IV 42% 42% 36%
Unskilled V 19% 23% 24%

No significant
differences

Table 11

Work record

2 years

Size of family n] child" | "2 child" |"3 or more childrel
Tenants holding one job ,
continuously over pre- 72% 79% . 75%

No significant differences
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Tabhle 12

Size of family "1 child" "2 child" | "3 or more children"

Housewives going
out to work 32% %1% 11%

"l and 2 child" families - "3 or more child" families
X*= 16.39 P ¢ 0.001

Tahle 13
Savings

Size of family "] child" "2 chilad" "3 or more children"
Households :

putting by 59% 59% 47%

Savings

"] and 2 child" families - "3 or more child" families.

¥¥= 4.52 P 0.05

Table 14
Weekly insurance payments

Size of family "1 child" "2 child" "3 or more children”

Households with o
insurances 99% 99% ] 95%

Average weekly
payment of those

households with 6/11d 7/74 7/104d
insurances :
Pavments - "1 child" families - "3 or more children'" families

t =197 P e0.05
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Tahle 15

Hire purchase commitments

1690

Size of family "1 child" ! "2 child"|{"3 or more children"
Households with hire

purchase commitments 26% 29% 33%

Average weekly HP

payment of above

households 15/- 16/1d 16/54

No significant differences

Table 16
Checks and Clubs

Size of family "1 child"{ "2 child"|{"3 or more children
Households with ]

checks & clubs 28% 24% 39%

Average weekly

payments of above

households 10/44 9/1d 12/1d
Checks and clubs. "1 and 2 child" families - "3 or more child"
families X% 6,29 P «0.02

Average weekly payments. "1 and 2 child" families - "3 or more
child" families. Borderline significance. € = 1.94 P ¢ 0.1
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Table 17
Standard of management

Assessment of management Households containing
of house
1 child | 2 children| 3 or more child-
ren
Good 66% 65% 56% 5
Fair 24% 23% 305
Poor or bad 10% 12% 14%

No significant differences

Table 18
Households containing
Households with _
1l child 2 children % or more children

Television 77% 85% 73%%
Washing machines 19% 23%% 21%
Telephones 8% 5% 5%
Cars 11% 12% 9%
Television., "1 child" families - "2 child" families. Border-

Tine significance. X% 2.71 P <.Qy1" L N

"3 or more children" families - "2 child" families R™=

5.82 P &£ 0.02
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Table 19

162 .

Past history of "serious illness"

No significant differences

Size of family "l child" | "2 child"| "3 or more children"
Persons with hist-

ory of serious ill-

ness 9% 7% 6%
Children with hist-

ory of serious ill-

ness 3% 1% 1%

Adults with history

of serious illness 11% 12% 13%

Table 20

Admissions to hospital over 6-month period hefore rehousing

Hospital admissions o
during previous 6 Households containing
months .

1 child 2 children| 3 or more children
Persons 4% 3% 4%
Children 2% 4% 3%
Adults 5% 2% 7%

No significant differences.
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Table 21

163

“

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month period

before rehousing

Size of family "1 child" | "2 child" | "3 or more children’
Persons going 19% 19% 14%
Children going 20% 17% 10%
Adults going 18% 20% 20%

Children going to doctors' surgeries

Groups compared )(2‘ Significance
"l child" - "2 child"
~ "3 or more children 9.73 P ¢ 0.01
"l child" - "2 child" - Not significant
"2 child" - "3 or more
children" T.24 P € 0.01
Table 22
Persons calling doctor to house over 6-month period before
rehousing
Size of family "] ¢child" {"2 child" | "3 or more children"
Persons calling .
doctor ° 11% 13% 129
Children callin
doctor g 23% 18% 15%
Adults callin
doctor c 6% 7% 8% i
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Children calling doctor to house

Groups compared )‘ L Significance

"] ¢child" - "2 child"

- "% or more children" 5633 Borderline, P € 0.1
"] child" - "3 or

more children" 4,04 P € 0,05

"] child" - "2 child" - Not significant.

"2 child" - "3 or

more children', ~ Not significant.
Table 2%

Pregnancy

Size of family "1 child" | "2 child" | "3 or more children
Housewives

pregnant 7% 5% 7% -

No significant differences
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FROM DISABILITIES WHICH SECURSD THAM PRLORLITY
1 HOUSING (35 cases)

Table 1

Time on housing list

Medical priority

Time on group Control
housing list

2,9 years 10.3 years] t = 12.35 P € 0.001
Table 2
Age of tenants
Age of tenants "Medical Priority" group Control
Up to 29 years %1% 11.7% .
30 = 44 years | 35% 66.7%
45 years & over 34% ' 21.6% _
Table 3
' Size of house
Size of house "Medical priority" group Control
l-apartment 20% 14.,3%
: o,
2—-apartment 43% 64 45%
or more
apartments 375 21.2% —

x'L__ 5
Significant excess of 3 or more apartment houses = 5.8
p ¢ 0.02
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Table 4

e

Houses with

"Iedical priority" group

166 .

e e et o i et e

Control

Toilet

66%

Not

52.,5% | significant

Bath

17%

Not

17.1% | significant

Running hot
water

20%

Not
significant

17.6%

Table 5

otandard of management

"Medical priority" group

Control

Good

T7%

66.5%

Fair

14%

Not
signifi-

23.0%

Poor or
bad

9%

a

cant

10.5%

Table 6

Overcrowding

Persons per
room

'Medical priority"

group

Control
group

Up to 2

80%

66.5%

Over 2

20%

33 ,5%

Not significant

more than 1
person per
single bed or
more than 2
per double bed

Households with

6%

12.1%

Not significant
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Tahle 7

167

"Medical priority" group

Control groupi

Rented houses 91% 01.2%
"Abandoned" houses 6% 5.7%
Owned houses 3% 3,1%
Mverage weekly rent
and rates of rented
houses 15/74 15/44

No significant differences

Table 8
Housewives going out to work
"Medical priority'" | Control
group group e -
Housewives going (=
out to work 6% 26.9% | K= 7.99 P€0.01

Table 9

Travelling to work

Mledical priority"

"Reachability of work" group Control group

y |
"Easy reach! _
(Up to 15 minutes) 10% 30.5% e
"Fairly easy reach" ;
(15+ —= 40 minutes) 57% 48.0% -
"Difficult" of
(Over 40 minutes) 33% 21.57 -

x"= 7.16 P ¢ 0.05
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Tahle 10

Work recorad

6%

"Medical priority" group

Control group

continuously over

Tenants in one job

previous 2 years 83% 7% .8%
Not significant
Table 11
Income

-

Average net
weekly income

"Medical priority" group

Control group

Per household £13 - 5 - 54 £13%3 - 19 = 1d
Per head 70/54 65/6d
Table 12
Savings
Contro o
"Medical priority" group| group|
Families putting 7 . Not signi-
by savings 51% 54.,9% | ficant
Above families x‘*
unwilling to state = 4.98
amount saved 17% 41.5% | P €0.05
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Table 13
Teekly insurance payments
"Medical priority| Control T
group group _
Households with
insurances 100% 96.,4% | Not significant
Average weekly
payments of
households with
insurances 5/10d 7/14 | t = 2.04 P €0,05
Table 14

Hire purchase commitments

"Medical priority"| Control o
group group
Households with .
hire purchase 37% 268%{ Not significant
commitments
Average weekly o
H.P.payments of 18/1d 15/64 | Not significant
above families
Table 15
Checks and clubs
Tedical priority"] Control
group group
Households with .
checks & clubs 20% 27.3% | Not significant

Average weekly
payments of above
families

7/64

10444

Not significant
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Table 16
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-

m s . .
felevision sets,washing machines,telephones and cars

"iledical priority'l Control
Households with group group
o ¥&= 63.71
Television 20% 73 . 2% P<0.L UL
. ) _ ‘ Borderline signi~
Washing machines 9% 21.1% | ficance. f%=2.84
P 0.1
Telephones 9% 5.9% | Not sisnificant
Cars 9% 10.2% | ot significant
Table 17
Admissions to hospital over 6-months period before
rehousing
"edical priority" Control T
group group -
XL="16.38
Persons admitted 11% 4,4% | P <€ 0.001 )
Children
admitted - 3,3% |Not significant.
x1= 23-30
Adults admitted 16% 5.2% | P €0.001

Table 18

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over o-months period

before rehousing

Medical priority"{Control
group group  CEReTE _
Persons going 24% 15.2% | P<0.01
ggiggﬁ:g 19% 12.7% E§{=sigsgficant
Adults going 25% 17.1% | P €C.05




. i %
APPENDIX VIT 7I’

Table 19

Persons calling doctor to house over 6-months period hefore

rehousing
"Medical priority™] Control
_group group

Persons calling
doctor 14% 12.1% | Not sienificant
Children call-
ing doctor 19% 17.4% | Not significant
Adults calling .
doctor 12% 8.,2% | Not significant
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T

FAMILIES RSHJUSFD FROM 1,

MENTM2IN o
FAMTILIES R“HQUQWD FROM 1, 2 AND 3- AﬁfRT”WNT
HOUSHS SWIN 6 MONTHS APTHR REHOUSTNG

PTENEMANT

2 AND 3~

Ty ‘nlrr\'v.-rn-—-»

'D/‘

172,

T‘ /|'7_‘"\'|’m

Tenants' opinions of districts

Aamilies from l-apartment houses

Opinion New district 01d district
Like 82% 46% ){,_ -
Reserved 10% 14% )
P € 0.001
Dislike 8% 40% ——
Families from 2-apartment houses
Opinion New district 0ld district
Tike 90% 53% b
X = 99.77
Reserved 8% 14%
P € 0,001
Dislike 2% 33%
Families from 3-apartment houses
Opinion New district 014 district
Tike 85% 58% t I
: / X = 10.23
Reserved 11% 17%
iis . : P €0.01
Dislike 4% 25% _
Table 2
Opinions of rents and rates
Tenants From 1 Rent and rates consldered excessive -
houses of - in -
>w house 014 houde
New hou =T7750
l-apartments 2% 51% iﬁioigg%14
, P<€0,001
2-apartments 4% 487 . S
. B = 4.92
3-apartments 9% 267 P ¢0,.05




Wage-earners

Families from l-apartment houses

173

After moving

Before moving

Total number of wage-—earners 65 61
Average number of Wage—earnefs
per house 1.33 1.22

FPamilies from 2-apartment houses

After moving

Before moving

Total number of wage-earners 354 283
Average number of wage-earners
per house 1.40 1.44

Families from 3-apartment houses

After moving

Before moving

Total number of wage-ecarners 71 67
Average number of wage-earners
per house 1.51 1.26
Table 4
Housewives going out to work
e e

Famnilies from
houses of -

Housewives going out to work

After moving

Before moving

l-apartment 37% 28% Not significant
2-apartments 27% 28% Not significant
3-gpartments 12% 9% Not significant
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Table 5

]

174

Tenants changing their

l Pamilies from houses of -

work during lst six l-apartment|2-apartments| 3-apartments
months after rehousing
9% 4% 3%

Table 6

Travelling to work

Families from l-apartment houses

"Reachability of work"

After moving

Before moving

"Easy Reach"

(Up to 15 minutes) 18% 36%
"Fairly easy reach"

(15+ - 40 minutes) 53% 46%
"Difficult”

(Over 40 minutes) 29% 18%

Not significant

Families from 2-apartment houses

"Reachability"of work

After moving

Before moving

"Tagy Reach"

(Up to 15 minutes) 20% 31%
"Fairly easyreach"

(15+ - 40 minutes) 5%% 47%
"Difficult" ,
(Over 40 minutes) 27% 22%

2
X= 7.59
P<0.05
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Table 6 (contd.)

Families_from 3-apartment houges

15

"Reachability" of work| After moving| Before moving

"Kasy reach"

(Up to 15 minutes) 12%

"Fairly easy reach" Not

(15+ - 40 minutes) 52% 57% significant
"Difficult"

(Uver 40 minutes) 36% 35%
Tabhle 7

Income

FPamilies from l-apartment houses

Average weekly income

After moving

Before moving

Per household

£11 - 9 - 74

£10 - 18 - 24

Per head

65/~

64/7d

Families from 2-apartment houses

Average weekly income

After moving

Before moving

Per household

£13 - 16 - 1d

£13 - 12 - 64

Per head

67/24d

66,/9d

Families from 3-apartment houses

Average weekly income

After moving

Before moving

Per household

£14 - 14 - 64

£15 - 1% -~ 0d

63/6d

60/94

Per head
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Table 2

Hire Purchase

Households with hire| After |Before
purchase commitments| moving moving

From l-apt.houses | 69% 26% x1‘= 18.68 P < 0.001
From 2-apt.houses 54% 29% x‘; 34,52 P < 0,001
From 3-apt.houses 51% 15% X"= 14.81 P ¢ 0,001
Average weekly H.P. After |Beforel

payments of above moving{moving

families |

From l-apt.houses 18/64 | 14/34 Not significant
Prom 2-apt,.houses 17/3d4 | 14/44d t = 2,02 P €0,05
From 3-apt.houses 14/74 | 18/94 Not significant
Table 9

Checks and Clubs

Households with After |Before

checks & clubs moving |moving

From l-apt.houses 14% 26% Not significant
From 2-apt.houses 14 29% Xlé 17.32 P <« 0.001
From 3-apt.houses 13% 26% Not significant
Average weekly pay- | After |Before

ments of above fam- | moving{moving

ilies

From l-apt.houses 10/44| 11,54 Not significant
Prom 2-apt.houses 10/3@ 10/104 Not significant
From 3-apt.houses 12/4d4] 11, %d Not significant
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Table 10
Standard of management

FPamilies from l-apartment houses

17

Standard of managemént After moving Before moving
Good To% >

Fair ;2% o

Poor.or bad L6 » _—
Borderline significance X‘l:_: 470 P € 0.1 et e o e

Families from 2-apartment houses

Standard of management After moving | Before moving
Good 78% 66%
Fair 17% 23%
Poor or bad 5% 11%
< eeromme
X=11.59 P<eo0.01

Families from 3-apartment houses

Y

Standard of management After moving

Before moving

XE 6,96

Good - 89% 68%
Pair 7% 25% .....
Foor or bhad 4% %
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Table 11

Families

from l-apartment houses

17¢.

Pamilies with -

After moving

Before moving

Television 67% 58% Not significant.
Washing machines 20% 12% Not significant.
Immersion heaters 4% - Not significant
Telephones 2% - Not sienificant.
Cars 2% 4% Not

Families from 2-apartment houses

gignificant’

Families with -

After moving

Before moving

Television 88% 84% Not significant.
Y= 5,10
Washing machines 31% 23% P € 0,05 N
Immersion heaters 3% - Not significant
Telephones 4% 4% No change
Cars 11% 11% No change

Familieg from 3-gspartment houses

Families from -

After moving

Before moving

Television 83% 76% Not siqnifioanzj
Washing machines 345 25% Not significagzn
Imuersion heaters 4% - Not significant
Telephones 6% 10% Not significanti
Cars 9% 8% Not significan®,
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Table 12

1o e et et

Hospital admissiouns over 6-month periods before

t79

and

after rehousing

Families from l-apartment houses

Hospital admissions | After moving

Before moving

Persons 5% 6% Not significant
Children 5% 4% Not significant
Adults 4% 7% Not significant
Families from 2-apartment houses

Hospital admissions | After moving |Before moving

Persons 3% 4% Not significant_
Children 3% 3% No change
Adults 4% 5% Not significant

Families from 3-apartment houses

Hospital admissions) After moving | Before moving .
Persons 4% 4% No change o
Children 6% 3% Not significant
Adults %% 6% Not sienificant
Table 13

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month periods he-

fore and after rehousing

Families from l-apartment houses

-

After moving | Before movin o
Borderline slgnifi-
Persons going 30% 22% cance.
= 3.29 P<0.1
Children going 32% 10% X;ZVLJ,QB €0, 001
Adults going 29% 30 Not sienificant
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Table 13 (contd.)

Families from 2-apartment houses

After moving | Before moving
_ xt= 14,39
Persons going 26% 19% P « 0,001
= 12,42
Children going 24% 15% < 0,001
l‘: 4.15
Adults going 27% 22% P < 0,05
Families from 3-apartment houses
After moving | Before moving .
: ] we= 13,19
Persons going 28% 14% P 40,001
xl= 10.80
Children going 299% 11% P <« 0,01
) W= 3,88
Adults going 27% 17% P € 0.05

Table 14

Persons calling doctor to house during 6-month periods hefore
and after rehousing

Families from l-apartment houses

After | Before T
moving | moving
Persons calling doctor 17% 15% Not significant .
Children calling doctor 327 21% Not significant -
Adults calling doctor 7% 11% Not significant ~

Families from 2-apartment houses

After Before
Moving | moving

W= 7.55 P& 0.01

Persons calling doctor 16% 12% ¥
Borderline significancs
Children calling doctor 22% 17% X= 3.58 + ¢ 0.1

= 4.0%
Adults calling doctor 12% 8% P € 0.05
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Table 14 (contd.)
Families from 3%-apartment houses
After Before
moving | moving
Persons calling doctor 18% 14% Not significant
Children calling doctord 24% 22% Not significant
Adulte calling doctor 12% 7% Not significant
Table 15 Pregnancy
After Before
Housewives pregnant | moving | moving
From l-apt.houses 4% 11% Not significant
X2= 60.35
Prom 2-apt.houses 1% 5% P < 0.02
From 3-apt.houses 2% 11% Not significant
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APPENDIX TIX FAMILIES REFOUSED FROM RUILDINGS DUE FOR DEMOILI-
TION SEEN 6 MONTHS AFT R PREHOUSING (52 cases)

Table 1
Tenants' opinions of district
Opinion New district 01ld district
Like 90% 29% <@
X "= 42.59
Reserved 6% 15%
P ¢ 0.001
Dislike 4% 56%
Table 2
Opinions of rents and rates
New house 0ld house
Rent & rates considered excessive 4% 60%
1
X=35.16 P < 0.001
Table 3
Travelling t0o work
After Before
"Reachability" of work moving moving
"hasy reacn®
(Up to 15 minutes) 24% 44%
| "Fairly easy reach” Not
| $15+ -~ 40 minutes) 47% 38% significant
1fficult”
(over 40 minutes) 29% 18%
Table 4
Wage-earners
After Before
moving moving
Average number of wage-earners per house 1.37 1.38
Housewives going out to work 40% 39%
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Table 5

Incone
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Average weekly income

After moving

Before moving

Per household £11 - 15 - 0 £11 - 4 - 9
Per head 68/34 66/5d
Talle 6
Hire purchase
After Before
moving | moving
Families with hire LS
urchase commitments 62% 42% X = 4,16 P € 0,05
Average weekly HP pay-
ments of above fam- a
ilies 17/10 | 11/1 C=2.52 peo.o2
i

Table 7
Checks and Clubs
After Before
moving jmoving
Families with X‘L
checks and clubs 25% 46% = 4,88 P4 0,05
Average weekly pay-
ments of above fam- d
ilies 11/~ 9/1 Not significant

Table 8
Standard of mamagement
After | Before
Standard of management moving | moving
Good 62% 35% xz
= T7.79
Fair 23% 38%
P 0.05
Poor or had 15% 27% <
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APPENDIX IX
Table 9
Families with After moving | Before moving
Not
Television 77% 62% significant
Washing Not
machines 15% 7% significant
Immersion
heaters - - No change
Telephones - ~ No change
Cars 6% 6% No change
Table 10
Hospital admissions over 6-month periods before and after re-
housing
After Before
Hospital admissions moving moving
Persons 4% 5% Not significant
Children 6% 5% Not significant
Adults %% 5% Not significant
Table 11

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month periods be-

fore and aftver rehousing

After Before

moving moving
Persons going 31% 21% ‘xzi 4,54 P & 0,05
Children going 35% 16% X"= 6.84 P ¢ 0.01
Adults going 28% 24% Not significant
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Tgble 12

Persons calling doctor to house over 6-month periods before

Igs

and after rehousing

AfTter Before
moving moving
: Borderline significancyg
Persons calling doctor| 21% 14% X% 3.38 P.<0.1
L
Children calling doctor| 33% 19% X™= 4.12 P ¢0.05
Adults calling doctor 12% 10% Not significant
Table 13
Pregnancy
After Before
moving | moving
Housewives pregnant | 3% 14% Not significant
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APPENDIX X FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM OLDER PUBLIC AUTHORITY

HOUSES SEEN 6 MONTHS ATTER RBEHOUSING (35 cases)

Table 1
Tenants' opinions of district
Opinion New district 0ld district
Like 86% 78%
Reserved 114 11% Not significant
Dislike 3% 11% -
Table 2

Opinions of rents and rates

New house 01d house

Rent and rates considered excessive 11% 24%
Not significant
Table 3
Travelling to work
After Before
"Reachability" of work | moving| moving
"hasy reach”
_$Hp to 15 minutes) 13% 18%
'"Fairly easy reach" Not .
(15+ - 40 minutes) 58% 58% significant
"Difficult" ;
(Over 40 minutes) 29% 24%
Table 4

Wage-—-earners

After moving

Before moving

Total wage earners 45

81

Wage-earners per house 1,29

2,13
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Table 5

Income

Average weekly income

After moving

Before moving

Per household

£13 - 4 - 10d

£18 - 0 -~ 3d

Per head 7%/~ 61/5
Table 6
Hire Purchase
After Before
moving | moving
FPamilies with hire
purchase commitments 69% 19% x = 19,90 P<« 0,001

Average weekly HP
payments of above
families

17/1a | 17/8% | Not significant

Table 7

Checks and Clubs

After Before
moving moving

Families with
checks and clubs

9% 13% Not significant

Average weekly pay-
ments of above
families

7/64 5/64 Not significant
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Table 8

Standard of management

189

Standard of management

After moving

Before moving

Good 86% 79%
Fair 11% 16%
Poor or bad 3% 5%

Not significant

Table 9
Families with - After moving| Before moving
Television 71% 68% Not significant
Washing machines 2%% 8% Not significant
Immersion heaters 3% - Not significant
Telephones 3% 13 Not significant
Cars 9% 16% Not significant
Table 10
Hospital admissions over 6-month periods before and after
rehousing
Hospital
admissions After moving | Before moving
Persons 4% 3% No change
Children 4% 3% No change
Adults 4% 3% No change
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APPENDIX X

Table 11

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month periods
before and affer rehousing

After moving Before moving
¥t- 14.21
Persons going 28% 12% P £« 0.001
Children going 25% 14% Not significant
X&= 12,91
Adults going 29% 10% P £ 0,001

Table 12

Persons calling doctor to house over 6-month periods before
and after rehousing

After “Before
moving | moving
Eb;gerline s1gnifi cance
Persons calling doctor| 17% 9% X% 3.34 P <€ 0.1
Children calling doctor| 25% 22% Not significant
¥+= 5.95
Adults calling doctor 11% 3% P€0.02
Table 13
Pregnancy

After moving Before moving

Not
Housewives pregnant 6% 3% significant
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APPENDIX XI FAMILIES TN WHICH THE GENERAL HOME RACKGROUND
AS DISTINCT FROM THS HOUSE) WAS ASSESSED AS
"POOR" OR_"BAD" BEFORE RLHOUSING,SEEN 6 WMONTHS
AFTER RBHOUSING
(4% cases)

Table 1
Tenants' opinion of district
Qpinion New district]| 014 district
Like 88% 41% T
X'= 21.35
Reserved 2% 5% P ¢ 0.001
Dislike 10% 54%
Table 2
Opinions of Rents and Rates
New house 01ld house
Rents and rates considered excessive 7% 60%
L 58
Significant X = 23.58 P € 0.001
Table 3
Travelling to work
After Before
"Reachability" or work | moving| moving
"Basy reach"
(Up to 15 minutes) 127% 24%
"Falrly easy reach" L
| (15+ - 40 minutes) 49% 50% Not significant
"Difficult" _
(Over 40 minutes) 39% 26%
Table 4
Wage—-earners
After Before
moving moving
Average number of wage-earners per house 1.21 1.30
Housewives going out to work 21% 24%
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Table 5

Income

19

Average weekly income

After moving

Before moving

Per household £11 - 16 - 54 £12 -1 - 174
Per head 58/1d 58/14 -
Table 6 ,
Hire Purchase
ffter Before
moving moving
Families with hire [
purchase commitments | 67% 41% X = 5.73 P <K 0.02
Average weekly HP
payments of above
families 16/5d 15/1¢ | Not significant

Checks and Clubs

Table 7
After Before
moving moving
Pamilies with checks
and clubs 33% 43% Not significant
Average weekly pay-
ments of above fam-
ilies 9/44 10/3d Not significant
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APPENDIX XTI
Table 8
Standard of management
Effer | Zefore
Standard of management | moving| moving
Good 26% - kN
X= 45.61
Fair 43% =
P €0.001
Poor or bad 31% 100%
Table 9
After Before
Femilies with moving | moving
Television 67% 64% Not significant
Washing machines 19% 11% Not significant
mmersion
heaters 2% - Not significant
Telephones - 5% Not significant
Cars 5% 2% Not significant
‘Table 10
Hospital admissions over 6 month periods before and after
rehousing
After | Before
Hospital admissions | moving | moving
Persons 5% 6% Not significant
Children 4% 5% Not significant
Adults 6% 6% No change




APPENDIX XI

Table 11

193

Pergonsg going to doctors' surgeries over 6-month periods

before and after rehousing

After Before
moving | moving
] Boraiiline significance
Persons going 26% 18% X&~ 3,53 Pe 0.1
. ) X
Children going|  30% 10% X=11.39 P <0.001
Adults going 22% 25% Not significant

Table 12

Persons calling doctor to house over 6-month periods before

and after renousing

After Before
moving| moving
Persons calling doctor | 21% 13% Not significant
Children calling doctor | 23% 20% Not significant
T
Adults calling doctor | 18% 6% X™=5.38 P €0.05
Table 13
Lfregnancy
ATter | Before
moving| moving
Housewives pregnant 3% 12% Not significant
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APPENDIX XTI FAMILIES CONTAINING OLD-AQR PRNSIONERS VISITED
O-MONTHS ARTHER [I0VING INTO NEW HOUSES (24 cases)

Table 1
Tenants' opinion of district
Opinion New district | 01d distriet
Like 87% 55% q
= 9.74
Reserved 13% 13% P ¢ 0.01
Dislike - 27%
Table 2
Hire Purchase
After Before
noving [moving
! Pamilies with hire
! purchase commitments 33% 20% Not significant
Average weekly HP
payments of above
families 15/84 |14/24 Not significant

Table 3 :
otandard of management

After Before
Standard of management | moving| moving

Good | 96% 80%
) Iq 3 13 .
Pair , _ 15% ot significant

Poor or bad A% 5%
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Table 4
After | Before
Families with - moving | moving
Television 71% 44% kY= 4.95 » <0.05
Washing machines 42% 22% Not significant
Telephones 8% 13% Not significant
Cars 8% 7% Not significant
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APPENDIX XITI FAMITLIES CONTAINING 1 CHILD, 2 CHILDREN AND
5 OR MORE CHILDREN WHEN SEEN 6 MONTHS AFTER

REHOUSING

Table 1
. Tenants' opinions of digtrict

"One-child" families

Opinion New district| 01d district
Like. 88% 59% LS
K = 20.46
Reserved 8% 10%
P & 0,001
Dislike 4% 31%
"ywo-child" families
Opinion New district Old district
Like 89% 57% .
Reserved 8% 12% X - 46.14
P € 0,001
Dislike 3% %1%
"Three or more child" families
Opinion New districty 0ld district
Iike 87% 55% 2
Reserved 9% 18% X = 26.45
P £ 0.001
Dislike 4% 27%
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Table 2
Opinions of

rents and rates

i?'?

-

Families containing- Rent and rates considered
excegssive in-
new house 0ld house
X*239.93

I-child 2% 40% P <0001

/ % 5861
2-children 3% 40% ‘1§<c53-001

Ra 36 o
3 or more children 6% A1% §<(3)-O(5)r]?.
Table 3 .
- Wage-earners
"One-child" families After moving | Before moving
Total number of wage-earners 149 E 172
Average number of wage- I:75 I-01
i earners per house
"Fwo—child" families g After'moving . Before movingb
Total number of wage-earners E 203 ! 218
Average number of wage- I-37 f:lémmﬁwummwm
earners per house ‘
e SRR S

"Three or more child" After moving Before moving
families
Total number of wage-earners II2 142
Average number of wage- I-.17 I1-38
earners per house
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Table 4

Housewives g01ng out to work

; Famllles contalnlng- i housew1ves g01ng out to work-
§ 1 After moving | before moving
| I-child _ 37% Mm‘sz/og Not significant
] _
§ 2-children 27% 51%) Not significant
| 3 or more children | 8% 1% | Not significant
Table 5
! Tenants changing their Families containing-
! work during the first I~child | 2- children 3 or more
i six months after re- ' children
i housing :
5% | 1% 9%
Table 6

Travelling to work

"One child"families

. "Reachability of work"|{ After Before
' moving moving
"Eagy reach" f
(Up to IS5 minutes) I7% 38% .
- = .48
"Fairly easy reach" ’r -4
(154-40 minutes) 50% 40%
3 P<LO-0I
"Difficult" <

(Over 40 minutes) 33% 22%
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Table 6 (contd.)

. "Two-child"families

i

"Reachability"of work After Before

f moving moving
"Easy reach"

i (Up to I5 minutes) I7% 31% N
"Fairly easy reach" x = 181
(I54-40 minutes) 55% 46%

"Difficult" P 0-02
(Over 40 minutes) 28% 23%

ﬁThree or more child"families

"Reachability"of work i After Before
moving moving
"Easy reach"
(Up to I5 minutes) 19% 23%
"Fairly easy reach" s s
(154-40 minutes) 55% 57% Not significant
"Difficult”
(Over 40 minutes) 26% - 20%
Table 7
' - Incomg

"One-child"families

Average weekly income-

After moving

Before moving

Per household

£14 - 1 - o

£I5 - 6 - T4

Per head

82/~

78/5%
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?gp}eijA(contd.)

"?ﬁofchild"families

. Average weekly income-

2. 00

After moving | Before moving
é‘E;}vhouéé}EﬁEfwww £13 = 7 = 4ﬁ £I3 - 8 - Id
| Per head 64/4% 62/11%

"Thféé'6f1ﬁ6re“éhild“fémiliééuv

Average weekly income-

After moving

Before moving

Per household

£13 - 19 - 10%

£14 - I5 = 3¢

Per head 51/~ 49/10¢

Table 8

T Hire purchase

Households with hire | After | Before | T
purchase commitments moving moving

"I-child" families 58% 26% |Y¥=18-59 P<0-00I
"2-child" femilies | 55% 29% X%:22.89 PO-00I
"3 or more child" | 66% | 33% | RK%a 2116 P<O0-00I
families ;

Average weekly pay- After Before

ments of above moving moving

families

"I-child" families 16/3% 15/ Not significant
"p_child" families 18/7% 16/1¢ Not significant
"3 or more child" 16/7° 16/5% Not significant

families
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Table 9
- Checks and clubs

§ Households with checks ; After Before |
. and clubs moving moving !
j ' |
{ "I—child" families Y 28% | K= 964 P<0-0I
t "2-child" families E 16% 24% %Borderline .X§3-4I
i ;significance » PO-I
{ "3 or more child" L 2I% 594 | X =765 PLO0I
: families ; !
i Average weekly pay- — After Before
é ments of above 1 moving moving §
| families : :

"I-child" families . 9/5% | 10/4% | Not significant

: : T R
"2-child" families j IO/Id 9/Id | Not significant
| b o

"3 or more child" - 12/- 12/14 i No change

families : !

Table IO

Standard of management

"One-child"families

Standard of management After moving Before moving
Good N 3 83% 66%
Fair 12% 244 B
Poor or bad o 5% 10%
Xt=729 P & 005

"Two-child"families

Standard of management After moving Before moving -
Good 8% <7
Fair 7% 3
Poor or bad 3% o2
X" s 10-85 P < 0+0I ‘ S
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APPENDIX XIII
Table II "Three or more child" families
- ” Standard of management
Standard of management v After mov1ng s Before ﬁgtlﬂéhm"*WWer
— i _ ﬂhég%wWw»wV: e R
= Mwmmwwmwnwig%mmwmmn“m_uwmgb%ﬂwimmmmm”w.hm
Poor or bad ) N I17% 14% o
X&E6.52. P<0°05. This indicates a significant overall
shift from fair to good and fair to poor or bad. The shift in
any one direction is not significant,
Table I2
"One-child"families
% Families with- ; After f Before f B
§ - moving ! moving
r”'i“:re_lwewrision ”m”mlwvivN{.Sﬁ%m””?”,mff%ﬂ"W;Mﬁttméiéhifitént B
i Washing ‘machines c27T% r I9% ! Not significant
! Immersion heaters P 4% i - ! Not significant
mfgiéﬁﬁéﬂééWWWwa‘ . .E ,‘7%MN.{W __s%f.mg, th‘éiéﬁifigéﬁtby
Cars Y] I1% | Not significant
"Two-chlld"famlligs
Families with- After Before
moving moving
Television 89% 85% | Not significant
Washing machines 29% 23% Not significant
Immersion heaters 2% - i Not significant
Telephones 3% 5% Not significant
' Cars 104 ¢ I2% ! Not significant




i

|

| ‘
! Persons ; 4% ; 4% No change
RS e
+ Children § 4% E 3% 'Not significant
" Adults L 4% B £ Not significent

APPENDIX XIII

Table I2 (contd.)

"Three or more child"families

Families with-

After
moving

Bef
mov

Television

S

ore |
ing

R S TITCUUEE——

13

%WWM

X% =565 P <002

Washing machines

21

%

x"- 26-27 P<€ 0°02

Immersion heaters

Cars

vTable I3

,Eglépﬁdﬁésu,wmmwuwnwmw

L ] S R A

r

Not signif£5;ﬁ£m

P

Not significant

P
[N

9

P SR S—

—

Not significant

Hospital admissions over six month periods before

and alter rehousing

"One-child"families

Persons

Children

Adultsv

Hospital admissions

]

After moving

PR
«€§%Mw,wwwm”w“mw

‘ Before moving

2%

5%

5%

PR

_[Not significant

Not significant

No change

"Two-child"families

Persons

Hospital admissions

After moving

Before moving

3%

3%

No change

Children

3%

4%

Not significan%

Adults

3%

Not signifiééﬁ%

Hospital admissions

1 After moving

i Before moving,
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Table 14

perlods before and after rehousing

"One~child"families

moving

Afféfmwwmw

Before |

moving

L0y

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over six month

Persons going

Children going

¢
. ) ¢

Adults going

30%
ox

Caor

19%

"

‘ig%“m”

x‘- 1027 P € 0-01

| Borderllne 31gn1flcancew
X+ =317 P<0°I

Xt=8:01 P< 0-0I

"Two-child"families

After
moving

Before
moving

Persons going

Children going

Adults going

i
L
!
1
v
)
1

28%
24%

26 |
o fee
207

197

X*: 10-10 P< 0-01

}}iIOW{ P< 0°0I

Not significant

"Three or more child families

Persons going

Children going

P
moving |

25%
23%

Before
moving

14%
10%

X = 1967 P < 0-001

R o
X: 2040 Pgo-00I

Adults going

27%

20%

Borderline significance
Xt=23-41 P O.I
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Table I5
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.

Persons calling doctor to house over six month periods

before and after rehou31ng

i "One-chlld"famllles “

» After i

Persons calling doctp;_»

moving

16%

moving

11

Children calling doctor 26%

Before”

“;Thrée ofuﬁbfe child“

After

23%

X

X'z 1439 P 005

5017 < 005

Not 81gn1flcant -

Adults calling doctor | I2% 6%
"Two-child"families After ; Befqre;
jmoving | moving |
_Persons calling doctor 18% é 3%
Children calling doctorwmm?4%,mfww¥§%m_
Adults calling doctor | I2% | 7%

wuBefdregv'

- |
X=4-40 P <005

_ Not 31gn1flcant

X 2 4.43 P& 005

_families moving } moving)
, , T
Persons calling doctor 17% 12% ) e 644 P < 002
2
Children calling doctor | 20% | I5% | K= 3-99 P< 0-05
Adults calling doctor 12% 8% | Not significant
Table I6
T Pregnancy
Housewives pregnant After | Before |
moving | moving

"I-chlld"group o

e

g T

Not significant

M"2-ch11d“group - ”WE% Not significant
"Three or more child"
group 2% 1% Not significant
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APPENDIX XIV FAMILIES IN WHICH ONE OR MORE MEMBERS SUFFERED
FROM DISABILITIES WHICH SECURED THEN PRIURITY
IN HOUSING, VISITED AFTER SIX MONTHS. (34 cases)

TﬂﬂeI
T Tenants' opinions of district
. §
Opinion New district ! 0ld district
Like 88 ? 51% 2
-%»_,...‘_.ﬂ [yrye— E O 7 e e e x : I 2 . 32
; Reserved 6% s 9%
i e i P ¢ 0-0I
i Dislike 6% i 40% '
Table 2
- j»n Opinions of rents and rates
New house 0l1ld house
Rent & rates 90n81dered excesgive{wwwmmf 49% S
X" 19-41 P ¢ 0-00I

Table 3
—  Travelling to work

"Reachability"of work| After moving| Before moving

"Easy reach"
(Up to I5 minutes) | 28% 10%

Not
"Fairly easy reach" o
(I5--40 minutes) 38% 57% significant

"Difficult™
(Over 40 mlnutes) _ 34% 33%

__Table 4

After | Before
moving w'mpving

Housewives going out to work 18% 6% Not significant
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Table 5
T Income
Average weekly income- After mo%ihgwWmﬂgéfé;;”55;iﬁéwmwwwwu““
Per household £12 - 10 - 79| £15 -5 - 54
Per head 76/14 70/5%
Table 6 :
—_— . Hire purchase . |
EAfter 5 Before
, moving moving
Families with hire 50% 37% Not significant
purchase commitments
Average weekly pay- 20/4d 18/1d Not significant
ments of above
families i
Table 7
- Checks and clubs
© After Before
— _MMwmjmmOVing moving
i Femilies with checks | 6% 20% - Not significant
. and clubs ' : i
Average weekly pay- 5/= 7/6% Not significant
- ments of above
+ families
Table 8 .
Standard of management
Standard of management | After moving | Before moving
! Good 85% T1%
Fair 9% 14% Not
Poor or bad 6% 9% significant
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' Families with-

Television
Washing machines
Immersion heaters

Telephones

After

T4%

moving

e
w T
R

Before
moving

L0oR.

20%

Xt 4-96 P< 0-05

~ Not significant

~ Not significent

 X¥:19-87 P<0.00I
._é%ﬁ.. s

Cars

9%

Table IO

No change

Hospital admissions over six month periods before

and after rehousing

Hospital admissions

Persons

Children

Adults _

Table II

5%

13

. After E Before |
moving ! moving;
St~ Bbviboion =58

Borderline significance

6%

5%

D or1g

L1 X=2-78 P<O-I
Em - E,Not gignificant

: Y

| 16% | K35-12 P<0°05

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over six months

periods before and after rehousing

Persons going

After

moving

35%

Before

moving

24%

'

Not significant

Children going

4%

19%

Not significant

Adults going

25%

|

Not significant

33%

b
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APPENDIX XIV

Table 12
' ~ Persons calling doctor to house over six month periods
before and after rehou31ng
After Before .
) oo v ... tmoving | moving)
Persons calling doctor 16% 14% Not significant
Children calling doctor | 4I% 19% Borderline significance
el | Xt=366 P<oOI
Adults calling doctor 6% 12% Not significant
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Table I

FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM I,

210

v

2 AND 3-APARTMENT

‘?PypﬂﬁNT”HQUb ES SEEN ONE YEAR AFTER RhHUUSING

Tenants' opinions of Drumchapel

Families from I-apartment houses

)

Opinion ' After I year | After 6 months
Like @ . 84% ! 82%
! —1 Not
Reserved 10% ! 10%
I significant
¢ Dislike 6% 8%
e . , S B .
Famllles from 2-apartment houses
“EEﬁnlon WAftef I ygarrwm After 6 months
§ Like 88% 90%
: o Not
5 Reserved 9% 8%
" S - significant
! Dlsllke 3% o m,,Z%.H_,
Famllles from B-apartment houses
Oplﬂzbn o After I year HE After 6 months R
St ettt e S Pt i o
Like 89% f 85%
e SRR o ST Mot
Reserved ! 9% : 114
ol P | significant
Dislike 2% 4%

Table 2

Opinions of rents and rates

Tenants from
houses of -

Rents & rates of new house
congidered excessive

After I year j After 6 months
f:gbartment i 4% h é%mwmmwv Not sigﬁificant
2-apartments 2% 4% Not 31gn1f1cant
B-apartments ‘~-Wwé% 9% Not 31gn1f1cant M
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Table 3

Wage-earners

Families from I-apartment houses

2

g After I year ' After 6 months
'f;t;i'numbéfﬁdf‘Wage-earners | 59 - 65
Avefsée'ﬁﬁﬁbé}MSf>¥sés;ssfh;;svmcvnwizégmm“hMWWWWWWAI-BB
per house ; !
e S R B

Families from 2-apartment houses

After Ei year 5

- Total number of waé;;earnsfs 359 E 354
~l;sfage number of Wage-earners .i-45-ﬂ' Mmﬁumv.wi°40”'
per house i !

e O U SR

Families from 3-apartment houses

After 6 months

After I year After 6 months
‘Total number of wage-earners 69 71
Average number of wage-earners I-53 I-51
per house !
Table 4
T Housewives going out to work

houses of -

I-apartment

2-apartments

28%

Families from | Housewives going out to work
After I year

24%

After 6 months
37%
27%

1

Not 51gn1flcant

Not gignificant

3-apartments

19%

ig%mww

Not significant
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Table 5

‘ Tenants changing their

22

. Families from houses of -

é work during the second
! 6 months after rehousing; I-apartment | 2-apartments | 3-apartments
% S 6% .
Table ©
T Travelling to work from Drumchapel
Families from I-apartment houses
: .
Y"Reachability"of work After I | After 6
year i months
"Easy reach" i
(Up to I5 minutes) 21% i 18%
"Fairly easy reach"
(154-—40 minutes) 52% 53% significant
"Difficult" |
(Over 40 minutes) 27% 29%
Families from 2-apartment houses
 “Reachability"of work . After I | After 6]
' year months
"Easyrreachﬁ N
(Up to I5 minutes) 23% 20%
"Fairly easy reach" Not
(I54-40 minutes) 58% 53%
"Difficult" - gignificant
(Over 40 minutes) 19% 27% :
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Table 6 (contd.)

Families from 3-apartment houses

"Reachability"of work

fror 1 ‘ e
year . montihs

"Easy reach"
(Up to I5 minutes)

¢
;

,l ?
i
!
!
!

"Fairly easy reach"
(15+¢-40 minutes)

504 | 52%

24% 124 Not

gignificant

| (Over 40 minutes)

"Difficult”

1
[ SR
i
1
1
¥
1

26% | 36%

3

Table 7
[ Income

Families from I-apartment houses

phzfter I year
d

Ayerage weekly iﬁééﬁéw§
Per household - EII -9 - 2
'

Per head 64/4d

After 6 months

er-9-71

65/~

Families from 2-apartment houses

| Average weekly iﬁéé@;”ﬂ”‘A}?g% i“&§5§i£

t
g

Per head B T

Per househqlduﬁ

Families from 3-apartment houses

£13 - 19 - 4%

i
]
!
'

da

67/

£15 - 16 - 1

After © months

Average weekly income | After I year

Per household

£14 - 16 - 3

£14 - 14 - 6%

| After 6 months

Per head 63,24

63,/6%
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Table 3

| Households with hire
' purchase commitments

From I-apt houses .

Hire purchase

t

After I
year

48%

After 6>
months

69%

21y

X':4.61 P< 0-05

From 2-apt houses

Average weekly pay-
ments of above-
femilies

From 2—§Q§‘hogses

'From 3-apt houseé o

From I-apt houses

After I
year

18/1°

4T%
4%

e 1

54%

After 61

Not significant

ﬁgimsiéhificant

Not significent

16/4%

T m—
i H

Not»significant

From 3-apt houses

Table 9

19/4%

mOnths'§
1

18/6%
17/3%
o
14/74 |

Checks and clubs

' Households with checks | After I

+ and clubs

_From I-apt houses

! From 2-apt houses

!
3
t
]

P

year

13%

2rE

| After 6
!  months
1 .

L. s
L 14%

qut significant

Not significant

¢ Not significant

22%

P S——

I3%

| Not significant

E From 3-apt houses

! Average weekly pay-
; ments of above

After I
year

After 6
months

' families

' From I-apt houses

E From 2-apt houses

s/t
10/24

1074
10/3%

Not significant

Not significant

. From 3-apt houses

[ SN -
i :

11/-

JE SERDR SN RO N
a i
! i

12/4°

Not significant
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Table IO

Standard of management

Families from I-apartment houses

Good

H§§gndard Qf_manageméﬁgwm

21s

) After I year

5%

After 6 months
T2%

Fair

Poor or bad

__Not significant

19%

B

Families from 2-apartment houses

| Standard of management | After I year | After 6 months
Good T7% 78% B

126
166

Fair

18%«.-...

17%

Poor or bad

| S

Not significant

L

Families from 3—apapﬁment houses

5%

Good

Standard of management

After 1 year

8%

After 6 months

89%

 Fair 8 1%
 Poor or bad 4% A%
Not significant




APE=NDIZ £V <6
Table II
“Famllies from I-apartment houses

' Families with- After I' After 6

; year . months
Television ; 83% 67% i Borderline significance

X*=3-33 p<oO-I

Washing machines ~ 27% | 20% ' Not significant

e e g o e vt ot meerenromm ot
i

| Refrigerators ~  Nome | None | No change
Immersion heaters 4% 4% . No change

Telephones L 4% 2% ' Not significant

Cars = E 4% 2% g Not significant

Families from 2-apartment houses

i i ¢

Families with- t After I | After 65
I E year months ;
: |

Television ; 92% j 88% Zx orderline significance
! ' 2299 P< 0O°I
! ! _ e

Washing machines ; 34% | 3I% | Not significant

Not significant

Refrigerators 2%_ - None

@ﬁﬁﬁ&@%ﬁyw9%,_iﬂmfxs5I6Pfﬂo5

] ) . !
| Telephones | II% 4% ,Wi;*a=_8-14.,P:$”9701

Cars otop | 1Ip 1 Not significant

, Families with- {After I. After 6 |
; B | year - months

" Television é 89%  83% ‘Not significant

_Washing machines & 40% - 34%  Not significent

' Refrigerators ? 2%  None :Not significant

Immersion heaters f 9% 4% ‘Not significant

e e

- Telephones . 16% 6% ‘Not significant

. Cars 9% i 9%  No change
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Table I2 Hospital admissions over six month period before
T ;ehousing and second six month period after rehousing

Families from I-apartment houses

Hospital admissions @ Second 6 I Before?
' months moving

i

Persons 7 ; 5%”»77 7 6% | Not significant

f}\:

Children 5% L4 Not significant

Adults 5% 7% | Not significant

Families from 2-apartment houses

| |
Before !
moving

Second 6
months

z i

: b
Hospital admissions !
L
|
¥

Persons 3% . _ 4% i Not significant

Children 128 ! 3% ! Not significant
Adults .. 4% | 5% |Not significant

Families from 3-apartment houses
B e r
Hospital admissions @ Second 6 Before |

' months moving

Persons ) L 5% 4% | Not significant

Children | 6% 3% | Not significant

Adults 5% 6% Not significant




g

~

A?PENDIX XV

Table I3 Persons going to doctors' surgeries over six month
' period before rehousing and second six month period
after rehousing

Families from I-apartment houses

, Second 6 ;Beforei
i months moving
= v

Persons going | 28% 22% Not significant

t ) ! X
‘Children going . 22% . 10% X =450 P< 0-05

Adults going : 35% = 30% | Not significant

R

Families from 2-apartment houses

. Second 6, Before
5 months | moving
P R

_Persons going | 23% | I9% . K= 5-48 P< 002
Children going ' 18% | I5% . Not significant

Adults going . 28% 228 | X= 4-97 P < 0-02

Famllles from 3-apartment houses

[, s i . i e Srnisses e am—————

{ :Second 6 | Before
. months moving

14%
II%

17%

X=4.11 P< 005
Not significent

Persons going f 21

Children going : ”E??HWW”

e vt A s v e

xS 7 TR

Adults going ,i 25% ~ Not significant
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Table I4 Persons calling doctor to house during six month
o before rehousing and second six month period after
rehousing

Famllles from I-apartment houses

.Second 6 Before ;

7 | months ! movings
t_Pgrsons Qallihg doctor E 14% { 15% ék Not significant
Children calling doctor  18% | 2I% | Not significant
Adults calling doctor E 11% % I11% E No change
Famllles from 2-apartment houses. '
- Second 6 FBefore'
- » ;months E moving o N
Eﬂﬁizsons calling doctor g I5% E I2% | Not significant
LChlldren calllng doctorg 16% g I17% Not significant
wAgg}ts calling doctor % 14% ; 8% | Xz':' 7°84 P < 0°0I

Famllles from 3—apartment houses
Second 6{ Before
;months ! moving
_ ; ! .
1

Persons calling doctor 14% I I4% No change

!

Children calling doctor . I5% | 22% | Not significant

Adults calling doctor | I3% | T% | Not significant
Table 15
T Pregnancy

! Housewives pregnant After I '@ After 6

gmm‘m ~ yeer  months é_ L

| From . I-apt houses‘ é” '7%"-i 4% é_ - Not significant
ngromUZ-apt houses : 3% wwmwifmwijwQNMQPYHSIgplflcant
E From 3-apt houses - - % 2% : Not significant




APPENDIX XVI ~ FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM BUILDINGS DUE FOR e
-~ DEMOLITION SEEN ONE YEAR AFTER REHOUSING
Table I
Aahishl Tenants' opinions of Drumchapel

. Opinion ' After I year | After 6 months |

| Like | 84%  90# B
%:Eﬁﬁerve@wiw 1oz 1. 6% | Not significant
i ]
, Dislike , = 6% | 4%
Table 2
T Oplnlons of rents and rates
wiimmwA » d"‘ o fAfter I year After 6 months’
Rents and rates con31dered' 2% 4%
exce381ve .HMMM“MMLWWQ_MMM
| Not 81gn1f1cant
Table 3
‘ Travelllng to work
:‘3ﬁeachab111ty"of work After I year FAft9?A6,anFh$mmm
"Easy reach" '
. (Up to I5 minutes) | = I8% 24% | Not
é "Fairly easy reach" 56% 47% C o "
| (15__40 mlnutes) significan
i \ N R v e ]
i "Difficult" 26% 29%
3 (Over 40 mlnutes) B
Table 4
After I year’ After 6 months
Housewives g01qg ogt to work 40%,mwu E _ @O%

No change




APPENDIX XVI .

Table 5

;ncome
?:AVerage wéékl& income é After I year : After 6 months
| Per household g er2-5-7 |e11-15-oF
| Per head | MMZQ{?“ i M.§§ééwh

Table 6
" Hire purchase

- " After I | After 6 |

year © months
T T L (R
purchase commitments|{ 57% 62% Not significant
Average weekly pay- g q
ments of above 18/- - I7/1I0 Not significant
families S

Table 7

T Checks and clubs

Eﬁwm R . ! htor 1 ?'”After.G ﬁwmwee -

s year ! months |

{ e e e e ST S 1 — e e
: Famllles with i 3I% 25% I Not significant

: checks and clubs X i

: Average weekly pay—. B 4 : 1“WMUWMMNWM

" ments of above ©9/2 11/~ é Not significant

- families ; %

Table 8
T Standard of management

Standard of management f After I ; After 6
year : months

Good 61% : 62%
Fair 29% . 23%
Poor or bad 106  15%

e e e e e e e e e e

Kot

} significant
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Table 9

' Femilies with- | AfterI year A After 6 months ,

= ' : {

: } ! !

‘ Television ! 90% T1% Not significant

1 SRS b gZve o e oL 8
Washing .

_machines - 18% - I5% _ Not significant
Immersion

Telephones | 6% _ - Not significant
Cars 2% f 6% Not significant
Table IO

Hospital admissions over six month period before rehousing and
second six month ‘period after rehou31ng

Hospltal admissions ;Second 6 gBeforeE

2months ; movingi
Persons g 3% E 5% % Not significant
ngi}dren - . 4% | 5% . Not significant
swlts ] 2% 5% . Not sigmificant
-Table II

Perspns g01ng to doctors' surgeries over six month period before
rehou31ng and second six month perlod aiter rehous1ng B o

: Second 6* Beforé’
. months | mov1ngf
b R
Persons going | 32% 21% X = 5-43 P< 0.02
:
|
i

16% | X“= 4:04 P< 0-05
g

Children going | 30%

:p\..-- B e

Adults going | 33% _Not significant
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Table 12

123

Persons calling doctor to house over six month period before

Second 6 EBefore

,rehous1ng and second six month perlod after rehou81ng

.

t
- % months E mov1ng§
1 !
Persons calling doctor 17%! 14% | Not significant
1
 Children calling doctor: 23% i 19% § Not significant
Adults calling doctor | I4% | I0% . Not significant
Table I3
’ A Pregnancy
After I After 6
year months
Housewives pregnant 11% 3% Not signif}gﬁgtMWM>




APPENDIX XVII ~ FAMILIES REHOUSED FROM OLDER PUBLIC AUTHORITY

HOUSES SEEN ONE YEAR AFTER REHOUSING (32 cases)

Table 1

Cmotet poreoms | i i

Children V! 42% §
L R
Adults 75 58% E

Table 2

" Tenants' opinions of Drumchapel
’“6§iﬁiaﬁ ! After I year{ After 6 months 4 ~
ke | e | ek
QESEQEYedg 168 L 1% | Not significent
| Dislike , 3% 1 % |

Table 3

Opinions of rents and rates

Rent & rates con51dered excesslve
by tenants

After I year Afto£mé moﬂﬂﬁo'

!
e 6% II%

Not significant

Table 4

T Travelllng to work
T"Reachablllty"of work - After I | After 6
’ year . months

"Easy reach"

(Up to I5 mimutes)  ; 2TF 1

st e o

l .
"Falrly easy reach" | ; o
(15__40 mlnutes) 5 55% - 58% - Not significant
R
i
|

!
i"leflcult"
1 (Over 40 minutes)

v
[

24% 1 29%
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Table 5
' ' Wage~-earners
. After I year , After 6 months
40 45

E
E . L
Wage-earnersﬂpg;whgusg‘j‘ I-25 ‘ I.29

Table 6

? . .
| Total wage-earners

[ R
i

Hire purchase

i
L

After I | After 6 |
{year . months |

U
purchase commitments 41% 69% |X 2528 P < 0-05

Average weekly pay-
ments of above
families

t
]

Families with hire |
|
E
! d : d . o
 14/3 C I7/1 Not significant
!

Table 7

e o e e e

gbecks and clubs

[Mﬁm~_ R After I B mAi‘tersA S

yesr months |

§ Families with checks

- and clubs I3% % Not significant

. Average weekly pay-
i ments of above

10/~ - 7/6¢ Not significant

- ‘ Income

| Average weekly income © After I year After 6 mont@§>
d

Per household | £13 - 3 = I £13 - 4 - 109
Per head 65/3" T3/
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Table 9

s Standard of management

1

Standard of menagement | After I year | After 6 months

Good 81% 86%

16% I11%

Fair

i
!

SR SUP IO SEDI—4

Poor or bad 3% 3%
| Not ?iﬁ?lflcaﬁt e

Table IO

S g

Families with- | After I | After 6
year | months

‘Television - 78% BN 1I% | Not significant

Washing machinesAr‘P _”31%7 e 236_ | mNgtvsignificant

Immersion heaters - 3% R 3% | No change

6 1 3% | Not significant

Telephones

Cars - | 776%‘7 | 9% . Not significant

Table II

Hogpital admissions over six month period before
rehousing and second six month period after rehou31ng

' Hospital admissions | Second 6 | Before

months moving

Persons - ‘HB%}v R 3%, No change

Children - ..\ 3 | Not significant

Adults | 5% | 3% | Mot significent
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Table I2

period before rehousing
after rehous1ng

—t o

L1

-

Persons going to doctors' surgeries over six month

and second six month period

' Second 6 Before Z
; months moving |
Persons going | 23¢% 124 | Y =822 p<0-0I
L E |
Children going | I3% | I4% |  Not significant
~hiaar me R , , ot si
' ! ' S
Adults going |  3I% 104 | X3 14-47 P < 0-00I

Table I3 Persons calling doctor to house over six month period
— === before rehousing and second six month period after
rehousing
- o | 'Second 6 | Before |
- months mov1ngf
e D [
_Persons calling doctor | 1I2% | 9% . Not significant
Children calling doctor: I1% 22% ! Not significant
, et it SO O St ASURES SO s AN Nt - it ,
Adults calling doctor 13% 5% | Not significant
Table I4
B Pregnancy

o e e e e

3%

Housewives pregnant

| Atter 1 year |

After 6 months

6%

Not significant
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APPENDIX XVIII FAMILIES IN WHICH THE GENERAL HOME BACKGROUND
- AR (AS DISTINCT FROM THE HOUSE ) WAS ASSESSLED AS
MPOOR™ OR "BAD™ BEFORE REHOUSING, SEEN I YEAR
AFTER REHOUSING

Table I

.Tenants' opinions of Drumchapel

After 6 months |

Opinion ; After I year

Like i 88%

Reservedi I10%

see 1
2% Not significant

ORI SUSYS R

Dislike | 2%
Table 2
e e Opinions of rents and rates

T0R

- B After I year | After 6 months

Rents & rates considered excessive! 7% 1% 7

No change

Table 3

Travelling to work

é "Reachability"ggmﬁsfivwdfogér I Af%ér éWMQ S
! year months

"Easy reach"

(Up to I5 minutes) 19% 12%

——— - e e Not

"Fairly easy reach" ' 53% 49%
(15--40 minutes) '

significant

(Over 40 minutes)

"Difficult" . 28% 39%

Table 4

Wage~earners

After I year After 6 months

. Average number of wage-earners

| per house I-24 i-2l

| ,
; Total wage-earners f 51 51
‘ Housew1ves g01ng out to work : 22% E 21%

; Not 51gn1flcant
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Table 5

o Income
i»é?etége"weéki& income | After I year . After 6 months
. Per household g2 - 18 - 197 £11 - 16 - 5¢

i
S . I
!
!
|

é Per head

61/6¢ 58/1%

Table 6

Hire purchase

- | After I | After 6
S | year | months —

Families with hire 61% L 67% Not significant
purchase commitments i ;

Average weekly pay- d qa !
ments of above 16/2 § 16/5 Not significant

familieg ‘ 5

[ e

Table 7
- Checks and clubs

After I | After 6 |
| year | months

Families with checks| 27% 33% Not significant
and clubs

Average weekly pay-
ments of above IO/3d 9/4d
families

Not significant
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Table 8

Standard of management

f Standard of managementi After I: After 6{
months |

_Good

Fair

Poor or bad

Table 9

! year

26%

i 247

43%

3%

L350,

Not significant

Families with-

Television

Washing machines
Immersion heaters

Telephones

Cars

Table IO

|
— : MT

y After 6!
1 months

67%

9%
5% 1 2%

5%

Borderline significance

Xt=3-02 P<0O-I

Not signifiqgnt
Not significant
Not significant
‘No change

Hospital admissions over six month period before

rehousing and second six month period afte

Hospital admissions

Persons

B

S VO SR S S5

4
i

4k | o

Children
Adults

I | 5%

56 | 6%

i }
' Second 6 ; Before:
months | moving |

r rehousing

_ Not significant

Not significant

Not significant
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Table II

7 Persons going to doctors' surgeries over six month
period before rehousing and second six month period after
rehousing > Sla Leora MORLE PEILOR 8 Ls

— . N '

éSecond 6 fBefore
 months ! moving

‘Persons going | 20% ' 18% Not significant
Children going = I4% | 10% : Not significent

Adults going | 26%

Table I2
‘T Pergons calling doctor to house over six month period
before rehousing and second six month period after rehousing

25% g Not significant

Before |
moving !

Second 6
Persons calling doctor | I6% I3% , Not significant

Children calling doctor & I9% 20% | Not significant

Adults calling doctor 14%

§
]
i
:
i
!
!
i

6% | Not significant

Table I3

o e————-

Pregnancy

| After I year | After 6 months

Housewives pregnant 8% 3% Not
Significant
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Table I

Table 2

Tbtal personoé

Adults

Children

(et e

B

FarllLlxS CONTAINING QLD-AGE PENSION%RE
YEAR AFTER MOVING INTO NEW HOUSES

T B = e
VISITED. ONE
cases

b

i 14 19%

6I 81%

: i
ey s e

Tenants' oplnlons of Drumchapel

NQg}g%onr ﬁﬁfﬁgr I year After 6<months
Like 81% 87%
Reserved I5% I3%

. Dislike A
Table 5

S S v —

Tenants considering rents !
and rates excessive

Not significant

Afper i yeaf

4After 6 months

" None

|

None

Table 4

Income

e

Families containing

' Average weekly income

per household

Average weekly income
per head

no wage-earners (II)1 £4 - 7 =~ 114 74/5d
Families containing d a
I or more wage- E£I17 - 2 = 4 82/10
earners (I5) S B
Control group £13 - 12 - 5 67/6d
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Table 5

3
1

1

: Families with hire

, purchase commitments

¢ Average weekly pay-

: ments of above
famllles

Table 6

e e e

! Good

Stendard of management

Hire _burchase

After I
year

5%

| months !

After 6

33%

233

Not signif}eant_» 7

13/114

:
¢

15/8%

Standard of management

96%

After I
year

Not significant

Checks and clubs One household only - weekly payments £I

! E Not
. Fair 4% ; -
,,,,,,,, Lar - significant
Poor or bad - L AR
Table 7
Families with-  After I | After 6 | o
e | year | months ;
Television ”77%.M.W“an?;%WWW4 Not 31gn1flcant

Telephones

S0 |

Washlng machlnesm»

12%

8%

Not

Not significant

i Cars

8%

8%

No change

31gn1f1cant>”
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APPENDIX XX FAMILIES CONTAINING I CHILD, 2 CHILDREN AND 3 OR.

MORE CHILDREN WHEN SEEN ONE YEAR AFTER REHOUSING

Table I

Tenants' oplnlons of Drumchapel

"One-chiliﬁie@%lles

0p1n10n After”ihyeer

! ' Like _ BIg

:”kafééwé'ﬁéggﬁé?wmmmww"

88%

Reserved i ,m¥3%r

Not significant

8%

i Dislike

i

6%

' f
Jramemr o e v caas e

4%

R JPRN I

"TWO-Chlld"famllleS

Oplnlon”w f>After I yeer
b

9I%

!

' Like

R T P P

After 6 months |
89%

0 e g o oy i 2

%

|
Reserved :

Not significant

8%

2%

l

’Dlslike

1

"Three or more chlld"famllles

1w1)'1."1"1:(3‘:(‘ I year
86%

Opinion

%

atter 6 antns |
87%

% Like

Reserved

| Dislike

10%
2%

Table 2

FpUCNIRER——

e e e i S e et e T e i 2

;
!
i
8
!
]
!

I-child

Families containing-! Rent & rates considered,

After I '
year

Opinions of rents and rates

9% | Not significant
4% )
excessive ;
After 6 !
months

i : _
:Not significant

2%

2=children

; 3 or more children ! 2%

i
-No change

‘Not significant
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Table 3
T Wage-earners
‘;“Qﬁéééhild"families - f After I Yéérj After 6 months
_Total number of wage-earners I37 1 149
Average number of wage- E I-71 I.75
_earners per house ;
After 6 months

i "Two— chlld"famllles é After I year

|
' e e
3

Total number of wage-earners 208 vvvvv 205“mwmwvwwmw
Average number of wage- f - i;42 I1-37
_earners Der house fwwwwwmww, o
,—-——w—~ e t . [ — i bttt o e ) vt b B e P A [ P —
i "Three or_mpre_chlld"famllles. After I year | After 6 months
Total number of wage-earners g S b II2
. Average number of wage- | I1.19 I-I7
g earners per house N B
Table 4
T Housew1ves g01ng out to work
§ Famllles contalnlng- Housew1ves g01ng to work _}mem' .
e After I year { After 6 months
| I-child 35% | 3% | Mot stamificant

_27% | Not significant

f
_children 328
|

{3 or more children @ I2% 84 Not significant
Table 5
. Tenants chaﬁéﬁﬁéwfﬂéifuwu | Families c contalnlng """"

work during second six ;I child j 2 children i 3 or more children

i
! months after rehousing 1
| N 1 5% 5% i 8%
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Table 6

ﬁOne-child"families

g

Travelling to work

"Reachability"of work | After I I After 6
, year ! months
M;Eaéwaéééﬁgmum”‘m g,AW,_”mewé e -
(Up to I5 minutes) i I7%  IT7%
J !
. "Fairly easy reach" E :
! (I54-40 minutes) [ 6I% L 50% Not significant
? "Difficult" : §
- (Over 40 minutes) i 22% . 33%
"Two-chlld"famllles
g’"Reachablllty"of work Afferblwil Afféfméwmmwmmww -
L year | months
% "Easy reach"
. (Up to I5 minutes) 27% 17%
§ "Fairly easy reach" o
(15+-4O minutes) 53 1 55% Not significant
| "Difficult" ]
(Over 40 minutes) 20% o g@% |
"Three or more chlld"famlllesw
"Reachability"of work | After I | After 6
year months
"Easy reach"
(Up to I5 minutes) 17% 19%
"Fairly easy reach" PP
| (I54=40 minutes) 62% 55% Not significant
"Difficult”
(Over 40 minutes) 21% 26%
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Table 7
T Income
"One-child“families
Ewéxerage weekly income- é After I year | After 6 months
T . R S il At N R
E Per household © £14 - 8 - 3d £I4 - I - 9
| Per head i et 82/~

"Two—-child"families

Per head 3

66,/2%

"Three or more child"families

After I year | After 6 months

Average weekly income- : After I year | After 6 months
i ;
Per household . . . £13 =15 - 1%| £13 -7 4%

£13 - 14 - 4

d

£13 - 19 - 10

a
’
49/4%

51/

64/4°

I"Average weekly income- f
Per household E
Per head '
Table 8-

Hire purchase

Households %ifh’ﬁiré"W
purchase commitments year months
"J_child"families 50% 58%

s e —

Em?grchild"families

: Average weekly payments

i * ” '
i "3 or more child"families °

' of above famllies

B T P pup—
: . i

“I-child"families

54% 55%
57% | 66%

' Not
- Not
- Not

_year months

6t | 15/3_

After I After 6

_WNot

;Not

"2_child"families

IB/I e 18/7

"3 or more child"families

17/1§M 16/7%

%Not

ﬂfﬂ Frer T After © ‘HMW_M”vW.W

significant

significant

gignificant

significant

81gn1f1cant

81gn1f1cant
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Table 9

Households with
checks and clubs

; "I-childﬁfamilies

{ "2-child"families

H

e

i "3 or more child"families

N Average weekly payments
i of above families

Checks and clubs

- After I  After 6
. year  : months

3% 9%
6% - 16%
19%  2I%

After I = After 6
year 'mggnths

4
!
b
S
y
1y
'
H

16%

i

238

|
3
i
{
i : .
i Not significant

 No change

SN SRS

Not significant

§

E

H
i
i
b
i
!
i
i
I
]
|

i 12 _child"families

| "T—child"families

et 95t
o/6  10/1%

"3 or more child"families

ot

L 1r/11 | 12/-

?
i Not significant

E Not significant

ms e

. Not significant

v eame

Table IO

g e e e v

Standard of management

"One-child" families

Staﬂéﬁrd of_maﬁagéﬁéﬂ%wv

- Good

E

Pair

Poor or bad

~ After I year
80%

H;After z @oﬁEhs R

83%

19 124
% 5%

Not significant

"Two~child" families

Standard of management

t After I year

i After 6 months

Good

T9%

Fair

80%

18%

I7%

Poor or bad

3% i

3%

Not significant
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Table IO (contd.)

"Thpge OT more child" families

Standard of management | After I year { After 6 months

Good | BA® k&

S Poor or bad 16% I7%
| Mot significant
Teble 11
"One-child" families
Femilies with- . After I  After 6
_______ ....Jear _._months e
Television 95 8% . Not significant
Washing machines  35% ? 27% é Not significant
Refrigerators 5% - ' Not significant
_Immersion heaters ? 5% : 4% ; Not significant *
‘Telephones  I4% é 7% ~ Not significant
Cars 10¢ 98 | wot significent
"}';[:wo-child"familiis_ - -
Families with- “After I | After 6
: year j months
g Television E 93% § 89% | Not significant
g Washing machines - 33% - 29% Not significant
i Refrigerators ?n 2% § - Not significant
EAITmersion heaters 1 9% ; 2% é Not significant
E Telephones ; 9% : 3% E Not significant -
1

. Cars ! 10% . 10% . No change
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Table II (contd.)

"Three or more child" families

EFamilies With-

i Television

EWashing machines
E

PRgfrlgerators

Immer81on heaters

!mm,.
i

 Telephones

H
- Cars

{ year

24y~

Not significant

42% 1
IR

5%

R
10%

"Table iéh‘

After I After 6
. months |
' 90% 8l% |

8%

) Not 31gn1flqaqu

~—Hospital admissions over six month period before re-

Not~significgnt

Not significant

Not significant

No change

IS

hou51ng and "second six month period after rehousing

"One-child" fanilies

"Hospital admissions

Persons

4w e

Second 6

months

4%

Before [
mov1ng

4% |

No change

" Children

6%

2% |

Not significant

" Adults

"Two-child" families

4%

5% i

Not significant

! Hospital admissions

| Second 6

months

—— O O

Persons

X Chlldren

A%
2%

R L T

Before
moving

4%

Not significant

3E

Not significant

;Adults

5%

S 2P

o e i e #2

2%

Not significant
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Table I2 (contd.)

"Three or more child" families

i

4.

i Hospltal admlsslons N FSeédnd“6”i'“Befaféwygumuu'“NM
* months ; moving E
: o SN s
5 4% i 4% ' No changer‘” -

Persons

; Chlldren;

- Adults

4% &

JR

Table 13

,Persons going to doctors‘,surgerles over six month

before rehousing and second six month period after
rehousing

"One—chlld" famllles

5 Second 6@ Before'
. months ¢ mov1ng
% . ST g .
. Persons going  25% 419% ; X = 4.29 P< 0-05

‘ Chlldren going 18% . 20% g Not significant
_Adults going s 285 - 18% | X"a 7-09 P < 0-0L

V "Two-chlld" famllles

3% 5 ‘Not significant
% ! Not significant

: : Second“‘é"}’ﬁéfé}'é N

' ~months | moving

i Persons going ' 23% © 19% | Borderline significance
i ...l .¥*=335 pRoO-I

1 : ! v '
§ Children g01ng‘ 20% c I7% Not significant

g Adults going 26% ? 20% § Borderline significance
i i i T2 3.11 P <O-I
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Table I3 (contd.)

"Thrge or more child" families

]

i

%
j Adults going Jﬁwgﬁﬁmm”“‘i 20% § Not significant

i Persons going 20% o 14% ;

g e s e s g 1o 208 4 o s i WA

‘Second 6 Before?
months | moving
RORVHS |
‘ i
1
|

XF‘767 P<O(H.W B
X:7-61 PgoOOI

S S

Children going | I7% - 10%

T Ry e e s

Table I4 Persons calling doctor to house over six month rlgg
— before rehousing and second six month period afte

rehou31ng
. "One-chlld ;;fmamllles o ‘SeCOIIld 6 l Before F e e e o
. months movingf
\ Persons calling doctor - I5% é II% . Not significant

5 i = 2t e s et A v o = . S . [ -
:‘

; Children calling doctor .

18% : 23% ; Not significant

- Adults calling doctor 9% . 6% Not significant

g

"Two-child"families I Second 65 Beforei

I
f X
¢ months | moving'!

' Persons calling doctor 15% ¢ I3% § Not significant
ki snniiuiytste |
~ Children calling doctor . 16% i 1I8% : Not 81gn1f1cant

¢ / L N
Adults calling doctor  I56 | 7% ' K'=10-94 P <;o -001

; "Three or more chil&" M?Wégggnd 6 | Before & o -
f families i months moving
Persons calling doctor 1 13% I24 | Not gsignificant

- — 2 T

Chlldren calling doctor ! 1I4% 15% Not significant

{ Adults calling docﬁqr 12% 8% Not significant
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Tab%e I5

Pregnancy

@ o St e B i

Housewives pregnant

"I-child"group

| After I

| year

¥

5%

6%

V’Affer 6'
‘months

Not significant

"2-child"group

1%

"3 or more child"group

2%

Not significant

No change
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APPENDIX XXI TFAMILIES IN WHICH ONE OR MORE MEMBERS SUFFERED
== FROM DISABILITIES WHICH SECURED THEM PRIORITY
IN HOUSING, VISITED AFTER ONE YEAR (34 cases)

Table T
T Tenants' opinions of Drumchapel
| Opinion After I year | After 6 months
o ‘ F
: Like T1% 86%
Reserved - 29% 6% Not significant
" Dislike - 6% .
Table 2
T ‘_Oplnlons of rents and rates

¥

| After I year ! After 6 months

N Lo

l
Rents & rates con31dered ex06881ve

¥

None ' None

Table 3

e

After>I year After 6 months

Total number of wage-earners : 44 } 49
f Average number of wage-earners | I-29 é I-44
_per house I
Table 4
‘ Travelllng to work
: "Reachablllty" of Work‘ After I | After 6
- year months
"Easy reach" f
(Up to I5 minutes) P 25% 28%
. -
: "Fairly easy reach" '
(I54-40 minutes) | 549 38% Not significant
: ]
"Difficult" :
(Over 40 minutes) — ; 2I% | 34% .

s ¢ st v
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Table 3

i

H
¢

i‘Hpusewives going to work% 12%

!

| After I year ' After 6 months

18%

Not significant

Table 6

B —————

Income

 ——— >

Average weekly income-

After I year

LETR S

f After 6 months

‘Per household

£I2 = 16 - 69

g12 - 10 - 78

¢ Per head ! 79/3d 76/Id
Table 7
SR Hire purchase

e ——— 114 e 4 . o A S e e 8 e
:

5

.E .

After I | After 6|
year . months

|
|
s
|

Families with hire é
purchase commitments

:
£
4

A44% . 50%

Not significant

Average weekly pay-

. ments of above i

families i

15/~ - 20/4%

Not significant

Table 8

W . T

Checks and clubs

1 After I After 6

. year | months

Families with checks

and clubs 6% 6% No change
Average weekly pay- i
ments of above 7/6 i 5/= Not significant

_ families
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| ————— 5 B3 i St

Table O
e e standard of managementw

Standard of management After I year | After 6 months

i

14

i Good wwmwmwmw‘ 82% 85%
{ Poor or bad 3% g 6%

Not significant

‘Table I0

Families with- After I year | After 6 months |

Television 62% T4%_ | Not significant
”ﬂgshingkmgghipes 38% ; 32% E Not_slgnlflcant
Refrigerators None é None ; No change B
; Immer81on heatg{s*w j% ? 3% E No change )
| Telephones . 6% i 3% | Not sigificant

Cars E 3% é 9% w__««mfwﬁpﬁ significant

Table II Hospital admissions over six month period before re-

——-——  Housing and second six month period after rehousing
Hﬁ;épltal admissions -“véééondmgﬂ>t”Before'

months mov1nv§

Persons 6% 11% f Not significant
’Children - - kNo change

Adults 9% 16% E Not significant
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Table 12 Persons going to doctors! surgeries over six month
- 7 pefore rehousing and second six month period after

rehousing
" Second 6 Before.
| Persons going | 3% 246 | Mot significant
! Children going 19% Q 19% ? No change
i Adults going 38% 25% E Borderllne significance

! ; i X*23-42 P < O-I

Table 13 Persons calling doctor to house over six month period
“— -~ Tbefore rehousing and second six month period after

3393u81ng
Second 6 | Before !
months g movingg o
}Persog§wga£}§§g doctor iw.;§%wmww§wn{4%.m“” Not Slgnlflc%ﬁf-“_-.v
Children calling doctor 16% g 19% i Not significant
| Adults calling doctor | IT% | I2% j Not significant

Housewives pregnant, One out of 33,
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