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Executive Summary

g/,h/gi\_} Waﬁooa we)surv

exlted Bristol Place predommantly African-American, low- to middte-income

J/
neighborhood i relatzvely isolated from the rest of the Champaign-Urbana area due to
W
its location between major arterial roads, interstate highway and railroad tracks. A

common notion about Bristol Place is that it is plagued by under—employment crime, and
Ll g 7

In ordar f)w, /L@MLM

¢ Bristol Place Resident Survest

a lack of community organization.
The goevon Shawso Dhel ool 7 o cosdhached 1 ol o ool T
there is under-employment and crime there is a positive feeling about the neighborhood Lo W
4

4 / ‘7—1‘0/”4- 1A 7}«
and thex@@é@hepe—ﬁyr acommunity organization. /u/l,ytt boelus
Viable
;n;./mrvey methodology, preseni-emns: \_,/

& th 7/e pages that follow—swewiH describe
findings, and maée/recommendations basedom-thesefirmtings—FheSerecommendations_
+o . ey . o
-witt address residents’ needs, such as improvég city and community relatzons/\ physical

conditions, and recreation as well as reduc'{i/e-g crime. We-assen—tku'ch/rough the >
formation of a neighborhood organization, Bristol Place witl be empowered to filz .

own needs with some guidance and assistance from the City of Champaign and other

yarievifecries or;
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é stratified random sampléﬂ

hohr -
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,212 lots. From this total we-eh%&ed_lm owned by the

_ lobs LoyT-
City of Champaig L religious institutions efsed no owner listed/ based on tax

assessor’s data. . 9\vacant or not used for residential

V}@ﬂ/& Lidal &b

purposesfy/" -------- o vacant lots a walk-through ,

. f {1,( lp¥z.

. s W& ’HA&;QI /¢,MI/A MWO%W;M //’%
@uﬁey’ of housing quality-conducte he .

oy 0207
remaining 201 lots were then divided into two groups: owner-occupled and rentai-um{ ] s /rﬁw”?‘q”/

y ot er students of the graduate warkshop

Fgeglbt;ze tax assessor’s dat erpdined th r/retier Yatie O
r Qﬂ%ﬂﬂq fowfen UntVEvs~ W««ﬂo@
We-t-hea—dnqded_eash S 1fleejaen (owrerand-renici-mto'i1ve adrreategories-based-oa
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housing quahty as determmed by theﬁixou ing quality s&%e*y' Ratios of owner housing
/ Conducte /vt prive 4 Thia sv -
quahty and renter housing-qualities were a& determined. Using a random numbexgtablfe\w7
_@, /qm/zy/h,-v.},( rv/omm 5714/.—'/&, zs‘/”l/hé M LD i
60 propertles thfee—ﬁﬂm'}wm/ w

and&qnéldcnng-ehem&bm-@he-uﬁwe;se,ma_ﬂnen.sdwed
Thin wroned bl The minimem smph sise - fhon an acttitivnd 125 properhos
(Appendix A shows the entire 180 property

producing T total-sample-of-1-80-properties
NWWM .&/ﬂﬂW A Lo inevegao Thre 5% }MM Frie al a"’-‘-‘r/

sample). T} rties 1d ac eplac elections t uld

) mo TO 3 -
F/» e o ensure safety in the field, waﬂé‘é:gtber survey-takers met with the

Champaign Police Department. The Police Department pointed out 21 individual

properties where recent crimes have or werc’suspected . An additional 12
4c2 abandoné eE-member

lots were remeved-when-deeme ]

werkshoep, temporarily unoccupied, or u-n&ér impossible to approach, g«ugzs

é)roperties with locked gates or unchained viscous guard dogs} Wa-semoue#gse

properties from-the-sample-and replaced cbé with lots of the same type (i.e.

owner/renter and housing quality) from the reserve set of randomly selected properties.
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Survey Design ‘
. 1n J+V Lt ’V\j/
“~——__Themain goal of the survey/\was to collect‘ﬁnformatlon that would produce a
wn 19
social inventory of the neighborhood, including data on employment and safety.—m _
- 177 S e
yr v 1.
demgﬂmgxhuu_wehad—te—cmmfdéma&rwourdﬂmmd In persons mandatimg
M"f‘f//é /IMK A

ith sensitively-phrased questions. Some questions were based on the

r

U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey. Others were written by members

et w25 Ledl By Pher e servi by 5}70
of b&wmm%m%mé%mmmm&% City of C/hampalgn p;omded"\ g /

cmnments—aad-sug.gesmns Appendix B contains the final copy of the survey

Testing the Surviu

e

Although the survey was not pre-tested on residents of the neighborhood, it was

£ /WW

T ,
tested on other members of Champaign-Urbana aneh%er communitigs. We-revised-the

/3‘6/2.2 - £ L///frvﬂm-«a oﬁ\wS.
sumy‘tﬂ clanfy and eliminate questions i gse te
- T 4
,,A&’mmzstermg the Survey
— ) ‘

WMgroup of survey—takers that included oafscl-ves;@iﬁcr members of
Vi /uﬁ//A N pn Therses "77}./b fq:!a// Wee orl

the graduate workshop, junior and senior undergraduate students in a 's’;(ular workshop,

7 A
and freshman students from an introductory urban planning course, The total pumberof 2o

4 /
survey-takers@ was-twenty.

As a training exercise, each survey-taker read and practiced both delivering the

questions and recording the answers. th Te ari

T ferd? o 45
apsWers Toteaclrsypvey taker—#After the training sessions, sve revised the survey to—

G- 7 979 o
- enstre clarlty to th@ survey-takers in the field.

f / (0 o e ﬁeld groups of two survey-takers approachaééch docir) This-grouping

%J&

would add a level of safety to the surveying as well as speed up the process, as one

person could deliver the questions while the other could record the answers. Ezecd
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Prior to surveying in the field, we delivered notices to the residents in the sample.

These notices informed the residents that students working with the City of Champaign

14

may visit their home to conduct a survey about their neighborhood. The notice also gave

/M
the hours surveying may occur and when the surveying period would end. ( A sm o z 7/
v I "‘a
Hours in the field fell between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. The 4 p.m. end time was Jin \
p——— i

suggested by the Champaign Police Department to ensure safety. The beginning time of

10 a.m. was changed to 11 a.m. or 12 p m. as experience showed few people answering

L T % /[
the door earlier. jﬂ ez e Carv W 24 M 7; /ﬁ %Vfl Vt’ ]
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N\ Surveying began on October 21 and ended on November 5, 2000. Dlzri/régjat
e,

/ ue
=)
\ \/ rate of 60.8% of the sample and 43.5% of the available Bristol Place universe (excluding

erlod we-eompleted 73 surveys, out of a possible sample of 120 prom a response
properties eliminated by safety hazards and vacancies). Only a handful of residents

(13%) directly refused to respond to the survey.

Although the sample reflected the entire neighborhood in terms of the
owner/renter ratio (54% owners to 46% renters), the actual responses did not. More
renters than owners were home and willing to complete the survey, producing a surveyed
owner/renter ratio lower than that of the universe (47% owners to 53% renters). Despite
discrepancies that may exist between demographic proportions gathered by the survey
and reported by tax assessor and census data, we believe the results produced by the

survey are valid and can be applied to the Bristol Place neighborhood as a whole.
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Demographics and Trends — General Bristol Place Resident Survey Report and
Cross Tabulations

General Demographics
fwof-Bristh‘Ptace_‘“was-constmctc&To-sarnnlc.a_gmaﬁﬁﬁdJaBd

L
o

:;tlﬁmgimmﬁdﬁmmg@ 2 Because the Resident Survey was

~ 5 repreeendrh VL v
random, the demographics and results illumi it provide usefaflf-aﬂel relevant
N A

information about antol Place residents. It should be noted, however, that there are

Aoy er
some d;serepﬁﬂefes e;a&é between the data produced by the Resident Survey and data

produced by the 1990 U.S.Census. Presented in the table below are some of the general

demeographics provided hy the-4+996-5-S—Census.«1t is suggested that any

recommendations based on the Resident Survey findings be validated by the forthcoming

2000 US Census data.
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o # e thM i The gvrvy
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Demographic Variable Surveyed 1990 Census Block Group
‘Number of households 214
Average size of household | 3.18 People 3.19 People
Household income (Mean) 19,430.77/ Year 27,700/ Year
/_j £ £
Average Age U / /LO’/}/W_; 31.5
or cpn Hol)
Average rent or mortgage Rent=$433 Rent = $476
Mortgage=$378* Mortgage = Unavailable
Unemployment rate 12.5%** 14.7%**
*Does not include residents | **U.S. Census Data
who have paid off their includes 16 year olds and
homes older in their employment
totals, the Bristol Place
Resident Survey includes
18 year olds and older.
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Geographic Cross-Tabulation T

Geographic Cross-Tabulation Analysis was conducted on the results of the Bristol

Place Resident Survey, using Market Street to divide the neighborhood into two groups
(East and West). This division, shown by Appendix % is a natural ong as Market Street is

a heavﬂy traveled arterial that divides the Bristol Place nelghborhoo@L.oLan.Ly ly/sually f hosnnes
/M/(, V7 ;élo/ < /W (/n/umé/,L &N ﬂu LMJ‘! Sl[((,

but rovides a physical batri . Homes along Market

§ Mar
west/] whﬂe 43. 84% live im the east). This—rs-dae-te-@he-faef-&wt-thefe-afma&ymwfe
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As Chart #3 presents, Westerness are also likely to hold higher skill level jobs —

leading to higher wages and more job stability.

Chart #3. Employment Skill Level By Location (P=.506)
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Westernl\residents are more likely to own their own homes than Eastern Residents.
(\. v . G n
58.5% of the Western ;g:mdents surveyed eensiderthemselves homeowners compared to

only 31.3% of the residents of the East. These statistics again speak to the transience

hatit, e [nipegds £ 17 au\kjééa/ﬂt
differences in the two neighborhood sections, as homeowners i - ﬂw

K Pt o 4o,

of a nc_eighborhood. jé’ Py
VRN o e Wm/;%,//%

This diserepancy in the-senseof permanency is also reflected in the level of
involvement in neighborhood groups. While roughly half of each of the geographic
respondent groups are likely to be aware of neighborhood organizations (51.6% of
Eastern residents and 50.0% of the Western residents), aware Westerners are more likely

-

to be involved in the neighborhood organizations than aware Easterne o_38.1% of the

7
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awé-{ Westerners aware of such an organization are in}'olved with that organization
ﬁ\'«' reeovr— G /ok

while on}y 26.7% of the aware Easterners are inyolved. P
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Owner or Renter of Home Cross-Tabulation
.S e . .
Cross-Tabulation analysts-wasatso conducted comparing the residents who own
their homes in Bristol Place to the residents who rent their homes in the neighborhood.

Not surprisingly, the owners tend to have lived in the area longer. Chart #5 provides a

g ’ /! ..
graphic description of this phenomenons/ hwet 15 o 7 G ‘/1‘4/%7 519N ept k

Chart #5. Length Of Residence by Owners and Renters (P=.000)
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Interestingly, monthly rent and mortgage payments do not reflect the@
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T —

ot

differences. Owners who have not finished paying their mortgage are paying

significantly less per month than renters. The mean reported monthly mortgage payment

ﬁggmgmndems was $378 while the mean reported monthly rent was $433. This $55
‘gvm — "

monthly discrepanC)énay not seem too stee%but when other variables are factored into

the mix, the discrepancy\is amplified further.
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£10w ners B Renters
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Additionally, owners and renters show a difference in the quality of the jobs that
they hold as well. As Chart #7 shows, renters are more likely to hold jobs requiring
lower skills, thus yielding less benefits and salary. ;

' T Y \\ Ve T ,
I | 1
12 o ps V4L 9 —

et

/ (2




Chart #7. Employment Skill Level By Owners and Renters (P =.508)
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Finally, there is a significant difference between owners and renters in terms of

K\}O -~ involvement in neighborhood organizations. While both groups are underrepresented in

izations; owners are more involved than renters (38.9% of owners are
involved compared to 27.8% of renters [P = .559]). This is ironic, as renters seemingly

M have more need for a neighborhood organization — illustrated by the information provided

above as well as the notion of satisfaction with the neighborhood. Only 29.4% of the

owners were dissatisfied enough with Bristol Place to want to move while 53.8% of the

renters wish to move. ’ﬂ/\‘{,o b W W (e

General Desires of Residents
g\\wr/’)
i esident Survey%m'uat\eg a great deal of desires among

residents as well. When asked to list their fist, second and third most desired changes to

Y



their neighborhood, the residents gave a variety of answers that reveal a great deal about

. et plgres &
the neighborhood. Chart #8 below istribution of the first cheiees-ef needed

changes g;iven by the residents. The resident®srespons
(VN AL M -
pressing issue$ faged by Bristol Place. While all of the areas of need will be addressed in

different sections of the Bristol Place report, the rémajnder of this section will focus on
improving safety (a response given by 34.38% of the respondents as the most needed
improvement in the area), improved city and community relations (a response given by
6.25% of the respondents), improved recreation (a response given by 14.06% of the
respondents), and improved physical conditions (a response given by 14.06% of the
respondents). Other areas of need, such as traffic mitigation (of interest to 6.25% of
respondents) and the increase of business and employment opportunities (of interest to

15.63% of all respondents) will be explored in other sections of this report.

Vi
Chart#8. First B Desired Changes as-Listec-ByBristol Plaee
Residents
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Specific Survey Findings
Neighborhood Organizing
Of significant importance in the findings produced by the Bristol Place Resident

Survey is the need for strong neighborhood organizations within the area. The survey

shows a significant distrust of the City of Champaign by the residents of Bristol Place.
pf the residents surveyed have called the City to request services or to make ,? ?Q

suggestions. The general lack of contact between the residents of Bristol Place and the A

Much of thls_lac___uf'

A f/ub\‘ City of Champalgn in1t lly reported that there were no community organizations within
N Ny ; |

esident Survey shows differently. 50.07% of the residents surveyed are A | M

/ N
awar&ef neighborhood organizations within or close to Bristol Place. Within Brlstol é’w Ty

M Sovrie o7
Y ,(‘W Place, Restoration Urban Ministries has a neighborhood organization that has 1nvolved
.f M VRSV m& people in the neighborhood. To the south of Bristol Place there is E\Beardsley Park &/\N\ﬂ
B o
, ‘\ \;/v’ 4 neighborhood group that has opened its doors to Bristol Place and-thus-has-invotved™ W Ay
/ marry=or 1ts residents. There is also a nelghborhocl)d group that meets at the Stratton “\ Vo
: lewe | 7 7 [
/
School. While there are differences in involvement in these groups across geographic % é/\)}

and ownership variables (as illustrated above) these groups are a significant part of the
Bristol Place make-up that cannot be ignored.
Nd%&@, residents within Bristol Place tend to be unfamiliar with each other.

Of the residents surveyed, ofly 45.21% Yf them report socializing with other people on

their block. Because, it showsthat there is very little familiarity among neighbors within



A

h as this does not seem to leave open the opportunit

roved community relations. It should be noted, however that surveyed residents

ristol Place, a figure s

reported affinity for their neighborhood. When asked to rank their neighborhood on a
scale from 1 to 5 (1 being “Hate It” and 5 being “Love It”), surveyed residents averaged a

§v
ranking of 3.39. This mspite the low amount of neighborly interaction within
\\/ Bristol Place, there \}s\exissgg potential er neighborhood organization and development

in the generally positive opinions of the residents.

Public Safety

Public Safety is also of s1gn1flcant concern in Bristol Place. While many of the

.,,,.-réé‘iaénts feel safe in their neighborhood (71.24% of the residents surveyed report feeling )

very or somewhat safe), it is clear that public safety remains an issue in Bristol Placij

.,

s T

idents report a,wareness—ef—rece’ﬁt"c‘ﬁ/‘” al activity. Most residents in the area are
aware of crimes being committed on their block or in their neighborhood. Chart #9

illustrates this phenomenon.

Chart #9. Awareness of Crimes in Block and Neighborhood
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Though drug related crime is clearly a significant part of living in Bristol Place,
the Police have been very involved in the area, working on cleaning the criminals out.
Because of their efforts and presence in Bristol Place, the Police Department has earned a
high level of respect and trust from the residents of Bristol Place. 49.32% of the residents
surveyed said that they were very or somewhat satisfied with the response they had
received from the police due to public safety issues. This is especially respectable when
it is considered that only 21.92% claimed to be very or somewhat unsatisfied by the
police response (28.77% of the respondents did not comment because they had never
called or been involved with police activity). Due to the high level of police involvement

and respect for the police within the area, there is certainly an opening for deeper police

involvement and public safety improvement in Bristol Place. ‘
-/
,w)v//r /| (,f‘/lﬂ/’

WZ&AJWW//W / NP3
e is a high level employment (82.5%) ir’ Bristol Place, there is still the

\--“V
need for improvement in this area. Much of thY:oblems related to employment do not

involve finding a job, but rather finding the right \'nd of job. Of the respondents
currently employed, about half (51.1%) report that they would like to find a different job.

" This desire to change jobs may be due to the skill level of the jobs held. Almost half

i

(49%) are employed in low or unskilled positions, even\fewer (41%) are employed in

1 W skilled positions, and only 10% fill management position\é. As the data presented in the
W _ . . , . . . \




In addition to holding non-management jobs, the respondents do not hold their

jobs for a very long period of time. Chart #10 j tes the length of time that jobs have

been held by respondents. Most respondents\(68.75%) have held their current job for less

A ¥ 1nelode nwf svce

/VL% //J"CfL ///

[}

than 8 years.

Chart #10. Length of Job for Bristol Place R;Rdents Y
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Finally, it is important to note that respondents report short unemployment

lengths. Of the residents unemployed and looking for work, almost three-fourths (73.3%)

’§
have been unemployed for less than three months. This statistic ceuld-be-a result of the

/4\&&/’744«1

current economy and general low unemployment within the greater community. W
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Children

The survey shows that pre-school childcare is not a pressing issue in Bristol Place; of the
surveyed residents using child care, no respondents wished to change anything about
their childcare situation. The provision of safe, organized recreation is a priority,
however. Residents desire safe, organized activities for their children to participate in. A
majority (71%) of elementary-aged children are supervised by someone within the home.
If the children had an alternative place to go, perhaps additional adults within the home
could enter the workforce or attend school. Additionally, when ranking things that the
neighborhood needs, recreation averaged a rank of third. Included in the recreation

category were items geared toward children, such as playgrounds and recreation centers.
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