County

Note:

Table 2A

Changes to 5 Subjective Variables Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels
By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004
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And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

Chi-Square p-value:
likelihood of same

treatment
OVERALL 0.000 **
Cass Twp 0.159
Center Twp 0.000 **
Clinton Twp 0.000 **
Coolspring Twp 0.000 **
Dewey Twp 0.018 *
Galena Twp 0.000 **
Hanna Twp 0.000 **
Hudson Twp 0.000 **
Johnson Twp 0.061
Kankakee Twp 0.000 **
Lincoln Twp 0.396
Michigan Twp 0.000 **
New Durham Twp 0.057
Noble Twp 0.000 **
Pleasant Twp 0.000 **
Prairie Twp 0.060 ;
Scipio Twp 0.000 **
Springfield Twp 0.000 ** %
Union Twp 0.000 **
Washington Twp 0.055
Wills Twp 0.000 ** ¢

* Significant at 95% confidence level

** Significant at 99% confidence level, or higher
The subjective variables included in the test were:
Grade

. Condition

. Effective Age

. Physical Depreciation

. Obsolescence Depreciation

Pct of Existing
Unsold Parcels
with Changes

154

8.3
143
104

7.5
45.7

1.9

2.9

4.3

31

8.8
54.7
28.3

5.1

2.7

5.4

11

2.9

4.0

19

9.3

1.2

Pct of Existing
Sold Parcels
with Changes

29.3

12.3
28.9
25.3
25.9
59.3
13.8
17.6
17.4
14.3
20.0
58.0
41.5

8.4
11.0
15.8
10.0
16.1
16.4
12.0
16.5

9.6

-- Neighborhood quality was not included in the test since it is not parcel-specific.

Increased
Likelihood of
Change If Sold

90%

48%
102%
143%
245%

30%
626%
507%
305%
361%
127%

6%

47%

65%
307%
193%
809%
455%
310%
532%

77%
700%
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Table 2B
Changes to Grade Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels
By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004
And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

Chi-Square p-value: Pct of Existing  Pct of Existing

likelihood of same Unsold Parcels Sold Parcels with

treatment with Changes Changes

OVERALL 0.000 ** 7.6 18.1

1 Cass Twp 0.014 * 0.7 33

2 Center Twp 0.000 ** 6.7 17.8

3 Clinton Twp 0.000 ** | 4.8 19.0

4 Coolspring Twp 0.000 ** | 14 15.0

5 Dewey Twp 0.250 39.6 42.6

6 Galena Twp 0.000 ** 0.9 8.5

7 Hanna Twp 0.000 ** 0.0 11.8

8 Hudson Twp 0.000 ** 0.9 8.4

9 Johnson Twp 0.110 1.0 7.1

10 Kankakee Twp 0.000 ** 1.8 16.4
11 Lincoln Twp 0.681 441 42.5
12 Michigan Twp 0.000 ** 14.4 25.4
13 New Durham Twp 0.000 ** 0.6 4.9
14 Noble Twp 0.000 ** 0.5 7.7
15 Pleasant Twp 0.000 ** 1.1 5.0
16 Prairie Twp 0.735 11 0.0
17 Scipio Twp 0.000 ** 1.1 7.6
18 Springfield Twp 0.000 ** 0.8 12.4
19 Union Twp 0.000 ** 0.3 7.2
20 Washington Twp 0.000 ** 1.3 11.4
21 Wills Twp 0.000 ** 0.3 7.0

* Significant at 95% confidence level
** Significant at 99% confidence level, or higher

Increased
Likelihood of
Change If Sold

138%

371%
166%
296%
971%
8%
844%
N.M.
833%
610%
811%
-4%
76%
717%
1440%
355%
-100%
591%
1450%
2300%
777%
2233%
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Table 2C

Changes to Condition Code Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels

By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004

And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

Chi-Square p-value:
likelihood of same

OVERALL

Cass Twp
Center Twp
Clinton Twp
Coolspring Twp
Dewey Twp
Galena Twp
Hanna Twp
Hudson Twp
Johnson Twp
10 Kankakee Twp
11 Lincoln Twp

12 Michigan Twp
13 New Durham Twp
14 Noble Twp

15 Pleasant Twp
16 Prairie Twp

17 Scipio Twp

18 Springfield Twp
19 Union Twp

20 Washington Twp
21 Wills Twp
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* Significant at 95% confidence level

treatment

0.000 **
0.701
0.000 **

** Significant at 99% confidence level, or higher

43

0.4
2.6
6.0
0.9
9.7
0.8
0.0
0.8
0.0
0.9
21.8
9.6
0.7
0.3
1.0
11
0.4
11
0.0
0.8
0.2

Pct of Existing  Pct of Existing
Unsold Parcels
with Changes

Sold Parcels
with Changes

9.7

4.9
6.7
13.9
7.3
11.0
7.7
11.8
7.8
0.0
6.4
249
14.9
34
6.6
9.9
0.0
5.9
9.1
3.0
114
0.9

Increased
Likelihood of
Change If Sold

126%

1125%
158%
132%
711%

13%
863%
N.M.
875%
N.M.
611%
14%
55%
386%

2100%
890%

-100%

1375%
727%

N.M.

1325%

350%
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Table 2D
Changes to Effective Construction Year Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels
By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004
And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

Chi-Square p-value: Pct of Existing  Pct of Existing Increased
likelihood of same Unsold Parcels Sold Parcels Likelihood of
treatment with Changes  with Changes  Change If Sold
OVERALL 0.000 ** 2.9 113 290%
1 Cass Twp 0.000 ** 0.7 7.4 957%
2 Center Twp 0.000 ** 4.5 13.7 204%
3 Clinton Twp 0.000 ** 1.0 7.6 660%
4 Coolspring Twp 0.000 ** 1.0 13.8 1280%
5 Dewey Twp 0.001 * 23.2 39.6 71%
6 Galena Twp 0.000 ** | 0.7 9.2 1214%
7 Hanna Twp 0.000 ** | 0.0 4.4 N.M
8 Hudson Twp 0.001 ** 2.7 7.8 189%
9 Johnson Twp 0.000 ** 0.0 14.3 N.M
10 Kankakee Twp 0.000 ** 0.9 4.8 433%
11 Lincoln Twp 0.000 ** 6.2 14.0 126%
12 Michigan Twp 0.000 ** 4.2 10.7 155%
13 New Durham Twp 0.012 * 0.2 1.5 650%
14 Noble Twp 0.000 ** | 0.0 8.8 N.M
15 Pleasant Twp 0.000 ** 0.8 124 1450%
16 Prairie Twp 0.003 ** 0.0 10.0 N.M
17 Scipio Twp 0.000 ** 0.5 8.5 1600%
18 Springfield Twp 0.000 ** 0.6 9.5 1483%
19 Union Twp . 0.000 ** 0.0 7.2 N.M
20 Washington Twp 0.000 ** 0.6 8.9 1383%
21 Wills Twp 0.000 ** 0.0 3.5 N.M
* Significant at 95% confidence level

** Significant at 99% confidence level, or higher
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Table 2E

Changes to Neighborhood Quality Code Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels
By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004
And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

Chi-Square p-value:
likelihood of same

treatment
OVERALL 0.010 **
1 Cass Twp N.A.
2 Center Twp 0.023 *
3 Clinton Twp 0.019 *
4 Coolspring Twp 0.858
5 Dewey Twp N.A.
6 Galena Twp N.A.
7 Hanna Twp 0.675
8 Hudson Twp N.A.
9 Johnson Twp 0.701
10 Kankakee Twp 0.106
11 Lincoln Twp 0.663
12 Michigan Twp 0.274
13 New Durham Twp N.A.
14 Noble Twp N.A.
15 Pleasant Twp N.A.
16 Prairie Twp N.A.
17 Scipio Twp N.A.
18 Springfield Twp N.A.
19 Union Twp N.A.
20 Washington Twp N.A.
21 Wills Twp 0.000 **

* Significant at 95% confidence level
** Significant at 99% confidence level, or higher

Pct of Existing

Pct of Existing

Unsold Parcels Sold Parcels with

with Changes

7.9

0.0
0.3
4.0
11
0.0
0.0
0.3
0.0
1.0
20.2
19.2
23.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.5

Changes

8.8

0.0
0.7
10.1
1.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
247
17.8
24.2
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
4.4

Increased
Likelihood of
Change If Sold

11%

N.M.
133%
153%

9%
N..M.
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County

Note:

Table 2F

Changes to Physical Depreciation Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels
By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004
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And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

OVERALL

Cass Twp
Center Twp
Clinton Twp
Coolspring Twp
Dewey Twp
Galena Twp
Hanna Twp
Hudson Twp
Johnson Twp
Kankakee Twp
Lincoln Twp
Michigan Twp

Noble Twp
Pleasant Twp
Prairie Twp
Scipio Twp
Springfield Twp
Union Twp

Wills Twp

Chi-Square p-value:
likelihood of same
treatment

* Significant at 95% confidence level
- ** Gignificant at 99% confidence level, or higher

Pct of Existing  Pct of Existing

Unsold Parcels
with Changes

12.0

8.2
104
9.0
7.2
32.4
1.7
2.9
4.0
2.1
8.0
313
22,6
4.7
2.0
4.9
11
2.1
3.7
1.7
8.3
0.7

Sold Parcels
with Changes

22.1

11.5
20.5
203
23.8
49.5
12.3
16.2
14.4
143
11.2
37.3
30.8

5.4

9.9
15.8
10.0
136
13.8
10.8
10.1

4.3

Increased
Likelihood of
Change If Sold

84%

40%
97%
126%
231%
53%
624%
459%
260%
581%
40%
19%
36%
15%
395%
222%
809%
548%
273%
535%
22%
514%
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Table 2G

Changes to Obsolescence Depreciation Between Pay 2006 and Pay 2007 for Existing Improved Parcels

By Whether or Not the Property Sold Since 1/1/2004
And the Likelihood that Different Propensities To Change Arose By Chance Alone

Chi-Square p-value: Pct of Existing  Pct of Existing
likelihood of same Unsold Parcels Sold Parcels with
treatment with Changes Changes
OVERALL 0.000 ** ¢ 0.7 3.7
1 Cass Twp N.A. 0.0 0.0
2 Center Twp 0.000 ** 0.7 16
3 Clinton Twp 0.134 0.2 13
4 Coolspring Twp 0.000 ** 0.3 23
5 Dewey Twp 0.377 2.7 1.1
6 Galena Twp N.A. 0.0 0.0
7 Hanna Twp 0.017 * 0.0 15
8 Hudson Twp 0.002 ** 0.3 2.4
9 Johnson Twp N.A. 0.0 0.0
10 Kankakee Twp 0.156 0.8 0.0
11 Lincoln Twp 0.298 0.8 1.6
12 Michigan Twp 0.000 ** 1.6 9.5
13 New Durham Twp 0.014 * 0.0 0.5
14 Noble Twp 0.582 0.3 0.0
15 Pleasant Twp 0.017 * 0.1 1.0
16 Prairie Twp N.A. 0.0 0.0
17 Scipio Twp 0.019 * 0.0 0.4
18 Springfield Twp 0.000 ** 0.0 11
19 Union Twp N.A. 0.0 0.0
20 Washington Twp 0.682 0.2 0.0
21 Wills Twp N.A. 0.0 0.0
* Significant at 95% confidence level

** Significant at 99% confidence level, or higher

Increased
Likelihood of
Change If Sold

429%

N.M.
129%
550%
667%

-59%

N.M.

N.M.
700%

N.M.

-100%
100%
494%

N.M.

-100%
900%

N.M.

N.M.

N.M.

N.M.

-100%

N.M.




