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Executive Summary '1 / 

~L"..:r ~OOw~\urv~ 00 r ai inois 
~~ 'CA;J ~ 
~ Bristol Place.~ predominantly African-American, low- to mit1t::#e-income 

J f\ 
neighborhood W relatively isolated from the rest of the Champaign-Urbana area due to 

vw--A ~ 
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 
II, tlyAt,r + n~ rlJl)~~ .• ;I ~ 

a lack of community organization. e ristol Place Resident Survey{s~e 
'vf~Mr SJ4AtK; ,tfM vJ U /l ~ [,..M ~~ {n FAJlp#,. 

there is under-employment and crime there is a positive feeling about the neighborhood 

1\ ~¥Jkwf }V\ t1 
and thCT 'Iu~pe J-"M- a~ommunity organization. 

Yr PI Iof u 11-.v 
.hi. 1he pages that follow, ~\IIe ,~ill describe riIM" survey methodology, prg§snt,gJ~ 

findings, and Jrecommendations ~csc finnings. Ph-em: I e:eammeJldq#~ 
~ ~~ r;I ,..J 

-witt address residents' needs, such as improv~ city and community relation'J-,physical 

conditions, and re(,Fe€l;tiMt as well as reduc~ crime. WB fl,886Ft that ~ugh the 

formation of a neighborhood organization, Bristol Place ;:;;r be empowered to fill ~ *6 Ik 
/I 

own needs with some 9,!idance and assistance from the City of Champaign and other 

VR}f}fj'~!JV~v10 e~~~ 
ey~wna-~[ 1 

I 



(j~ ,:: I~ ~Vf)bD, 'f ~ ~ ~ 17~, ~ ~ ,ck ~m'f\-L 1'~ltWH 
011 ~1 '1"! ~~hle/ ~ ~t,.A""cAw"'1'>~ IMF..J €?ff!1I&~ t:(;J,~Jf f>11~A/ f/~ ~ 
/.5 MethOd;; , C-~J_Jv'~ ~~~~~. ~ ~ ~ 

Sampling ~ ( f'I~(I\~,;-L IJ.}-M.~ ( ~f~ -) P .-----Y L 1// . f"U J allYl ~ 
n /Mit bo;4~tR-"''''·Y .""'f'Io y,~strati~~ random sam:; '1 ~e,.~ /~--\ j 

. >Iri'i'~121°ts. From this total .... ::~s.J ~wnedbythe.~ 
City of ChampaigWr,eligious institution~ 0 owner listedTbased on tax 

~111~{LJf~ 
~~~~~:!!§fijHil~~-b7\. vacant or not used for residential 

"., ...;....------------
~f"V~I~,~~ -,' , 

purposest{ .. ' iVacant lots; , . - a walk -throug,hf-,) 1/ Jv J _. 

~', _ / ~ , ~+, h~ I 1~~u..('4 tua.VW'U ~ e--iHfV1; ~ 
l Y of housing qualit~nducte y.ot er students of the graduate wQrksligp. The . 

40 ~ 
" if iJCkVI' I 

remaining 201 lots were then divided into two groups: owner-occupied and rentakH.*t:s) M /~-Ir.c.,~ 

~ "tlle tax assessor' s d~ e ne th rlr er . 0 . /I 
f\ (]}v ow~~r~ ()I\,lile¥~"',~~-> . 

We theB-GiV4tted~if~ l'}Wiier and {sater) illt6'Yfive ~~eggries OiUlie ~ 
. I t1/d-rY 1\ -l/~N~ '1 II V ~ , f (hJ,Wr IlN-b by 

housing quality as determined by the hom~ing quality ~ Ratios of owner housing 
(\ /\ ut\~J/t'+fIJ~r..f-,> 1tv:A >tJ~ 

quality and renter bom;iBg qualiti@B- were ~ determined. Using a random numbeAable I" 
I .~ I!r,)pP/~ rvr~~ '" ~ 1>..jy"V1.~ ~/;J' . ,.... ... 
and cQl1sj der jng Hie ratiQ~ urithiB Hi~ QBi¥~r~~, we then selected 60 properties t~>-~. fI 

fh0 ~ k/\ ~ PlI111Mvl'V\ j~k .cJ~, ~~ ~ lZ,iI fr~~ >£JIUf'lo.J!, 
prG4:t:tcing a t~ 8arBfJ18 gf l.gQ J.3fepeFties (Appendix A shows the entire 180 property 

~~W .Prff re-fJ~ ptM -/-v /nc-y~ fJ.-~~ ~~-..q rn-<" VvI(PJ~_ 
sample), 11 t 0 rties ld ac e lac ent elect' s t uld 

o mo ro s . 

5 ~ ~o ensure safety in the field, we aftdigther survey-takers met with the 

Champaign Police Department. The Police Department pointed out 21 individual 

properties where recent crimes ha~ or w~uspect~ oi~'~[ng. An additional 12 

~k-~ ~.;;/I1/F"'·):';'/ ~'f"Jv... ~vrv~ ~ j7--~ ~ 
lots were ~ev0El when Ge6~cant or abandQMd by other meIlibe«of the 

wef~ temporarily unoccupied, or UQ~ @f impossible to approach, ~ 
~roperties with locked gates or unchained viscous guard dog0 w~ r@H:lQu~I~.se 
properties fl:Qffi the ~ t:I:l*l replaced ~ with lots of the same type (i.e. 

owner/renter and housing quality) from the reserve set of randomly selected properties. 



Survey Design · . L. .f 
'" I (l ,flY ",tit·#-

''-----·---The-main goal of the survey was to collecMnfonnation that would produce a 
1\ {/f1b ~ 

social inventory of the neighborhood, including data on employment and safety.-m-
A Sill '!jMY re-Pf V7 'i-e--

de8igniIlg the SlJfvey. we haa te COIlSi'det that-it would be COnducted in person, IHfl:ndating " ~ 
~~vv:{ /~ fl. - 11 r 

a shoI:t SHf¥6Y with sensitively-phrased questions. Some questions were based on the 

u.S. Census Bureau's American Community Survey. Others were written by members 

~ r{..'~"~-i( ~ ~ b-AU ~ ;O/~~ f ;VIU ~/h 
of M4tfte grad-Yate afla Ufidct gtaduate wOIkshup"'s.-:Ihe City of Champaign ~ 

CJ 
commeflts_~d ~nggestjQns. Appendix B contains the final copy of the survey. 

-.~ 

-"'~-...... ..... 

~ing t~~~r:V 
Although the survey was not pre-tested on residents of the neighborhood, it was / /J;.-/ 

~ ~~'£0~~' 
tested on other members of Champaign-Urbana ~el communi s. ~ 

r e..{; ~ 5' i. .£../, ¥'}'~"L n fJ--s, 
sUfvey-ffi clarify and eJ.imiH.ate questions iRt~:-I3-ft&eJc...ocru~&1~L 

.' -~ (! 

~~~~~~.i:~t~e~~;: " . ./' ~/W ~ 
We RS8cnrbied 1\ group of survey-takers t.mrt included oafselves~r members of 

/1 /<--h;-tl" ~ fotJ~J '1t14. r~ NV/.( Uf),~) /2--
the graduate workshop, junior and senior undergraduate students in a similar workshop, 

~ A ~~ I 

an~ freshman students from an introductory urban planning cours; "g;le totallltHtl-Mfft'"e'""cr"l'" of z.-o .. 

survey-takers ~. 
{!) .---

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

questions and recording the answers. th re ari ¥-tI'tlel~!JlS.-fm9. 
~ /.wv:/~ ~ . 

np:~~Gr: After the training sessions, 1lfe revisoo the survey re-
...CD-/' Ii (~ 9J 

.. ' . .errsID'e clarity toth~ survey-takers in the field. 

~ ~~~~ups of two survey-takers approacdach dOO) 'I'hiS-groupmg 

WQ:Qkl 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. 8~ 

.. ~ ~ #/~ ~ .. //1M~/ bhclulvl w~ ~C-I4-/ 
~ ¥M/ (J1'bfTA--I('£cA wt( ~~ iA.;bv/d. ~ ~. H 
;:; 

.. .r~ 1/( $~4 ~~ fl#"h l ~/-.( ~.-/ ("-T!. n-'l~ J7--.-. /---#0 ~-!f' 
.' -d" I ~ t:+-<-. t:u;1 1't-d·~ .~ ~ .. r-rl ~ ~ / 

. 7 ~ ~ "" ...... J: A--o ~ f ,r,.~ . . ~ 'c. ",' I ~~ ~ -hrt. hk - ~Lt;.t; _ . 



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 

LA 
~ visit their home to conduct a survey about their neighborhood. The notice also gave . /7 _ 

( It 1/1fM 
the hours surveying may occur and when the surveying period would end. A ~tY"1!! (I 

.f 1 (YY' I.i rH ~ 
Hours in the field fell between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m. The 4 p.m. end time was J VL. __ \ 

) 
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 

. J wVJ.,. v~10 eh-. v'~ ~ /z ('etvt?tr vvl/(.l' 
the door earlIer. 1j)(lft1j4 ~/ ~ _ 

///--~ ~~ ~ ~ In b!'" ~~ /0·Dllt4 1 ~ (,v-<.Ll P'~ • 
i .. ~~ . surveYingbeganonOctOber21andendedonNovember~ooo. D~t 

;' ~ AI 1 ft. ;Period, we-emnpieted 73 surveys, out of a possible sample of 120, pro~ a response 
. f~/ (I 

.~ rate of 60.8% of the sample and 43.5% of the available Bristol Place universe (excluding 

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 



Demographics and Trends - General Bristol Place Resident Survey Report and 
Cross Tabulations 

General Demographics 

\'~-0f-B'rist:utPhrr:~~s-ronstmcte<!:~o !@IWl~ a~§.tffifified raR6 
,: -,../ 

re '.resentative of the existing 
\ 

--/ 

niverse, the proportions of th~am.pI; were designed to be 
..-' 

C01duCted, however, the de graphics 0 house I surveyed began to lireak away 

frot t~~.sti~liic prop01'tion~l!!lt. ecause the Residen.t Survey was 
- 5~ ~ rt-pr~~J-t. 4v~ 

random, the demographics and results i1~~by it provide us@Mftfl:d relevant 
/I /\ 

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

e4.pftW~~~ 
some diBeref'ttneies' between the data produced by the Resident Survey and data 

.1\ 

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

~tvfl~' 
demographic r preaQc@d ffem the Resident SUivey of Btistol Place ~p.a~ 

~ ~ 

demographklii proyjded by tb.@ 1990 U.S. Ceasw>. t is suggested that any 

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

2000 US Census data. 

.-¥--........ ------.... --.......... ~ .. ----

'<}u.. ~~~

~c(/~c·f ?;~ ~7-
~ fN. /&/r{) ~ 
~/dw~ 51//r~/ ~r- b/~/j?t-/<;"~~ ~ 

-fr-tr1vr k! /1~ ,..- irr-<- 1"710 ~ "7. / ~ 
/Z~J--kI' 



Demogra~hic Variable 
k 

Surve:yed 1990 Census Block Grou~ 

Number of households ICY 214 

Average size of household 3.18 People 3.19 People 

Household income (Mean) 19,430.771 Year 27,7001Year 

~ 

Average Age U"( /W~~., 31.5 
i); ~ tr·,4) -: 

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. 

Geographic Cross-Tabulation 

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

Place Resident Survey, using Market Street to divide the neighborhoo, 

(East and West). This division, shown by Appendix" is a natural on as Market Street is 
I 

a heavily traveled arterial that divides the Bristol Place neighbOrhOo~~ Usually, ~ 
~.h /4H) It, &1 ~ "f / pr:? 1//1 /1/ Rf/Io Lt- t9Y\- (J... ~ $ttLG / 

.but rovides a physical bar . e . n . Homes along Market 

Street were included in the Western portiOCVf11."ie"saIFl.!e liS they Both fac~d aIld. were £I.. / Iv 
f JVJ~, '/gz.. It; 

IVV- W$ I fPI/; - ~ 

mOl=e physically similar to the :boffi:es is the Vtlest: A majority of the houses c:7L /lA,/ i3<A' 
, 1\ 

J 511d~ 4-<;;. ~ rr.-",,; 'f 
l,I,L@fe"located in tpe West side of the fteighbomGe6>,56.16% of the respondents live iB t~ 

t!1b HA/~.1 tv V (\ 
west while 43.84% live m the eastt. This is dtie to the faet thlit thsre fife mMlY Raere 

/l 



-pe£enttal respoHd€lllts iB-tlle west, Th8fe are 182 lots loeated in the 'N~st and 103 lots __ 

.-loettted in the 5asr:-= , t 
f.~L~ 1!i R 'd ~-.~ E -1 /v!d'rf wb" 't..~ 'J 't Vv- "A / LI 'J ' eSl ency ftt"m.1;; ast ten s to e more tranSIent hml1 leSt eney In he est. s 

~ /, I -II . I 
c,~vJV: I' , , {/ 'i~ ,~_ ... ,1 ~ ~ ("NAAJ 

___ ~ III Chart #1, Eastern resIdents of. "BHstoi Plaee W€Ie more-liire1;Ut?liave lived iii 
~ rvo~» ~ ~w~ ~~ lJ'-'t'-~·~ 

"'---~ ~ the ne\ghborhood for less than three year~)Vestern , re' v J ' 

~,~ \ t' 4~';4~~ 

. 1 ,,{ ~ 
} "1~ 
§,Jl'.~'~ 0.0 1 ------------------;:=======;--1 

~ t\ 1 ,11~: 
~ '" -s .,t ~ 30.0 

~~~'\! ~o '. ~ ~'~ "'---J 25.0 

~? '% ~J ~1l 20.0 

~ ~rt \ ~i ::": 
~ 

5.0 

0.0 

mJ East a West 

0- 3 year 4- 14 years 15 + years 

~Uh~Rte'~~~~~~~ ;, "<.!. e East also tend to e less an ts 

...r evtI ~ 1,-, 
su;:ve t e , '. the mean annual income for ~ Bristol 

Place JlI'I"'Ialiatris $19,431:E~""i<lem, make a mean of<Wy $15,333 ~ hh~ wi-, 
p-~ ~-It~ /' I k4 . --~ 1 /Vl4,1 

com~temerS who make a lH€aH of $22,94 I erences 



f' -.J, Vi I I J/ /~ . .-71 r /J L, 11 
; If ~ ~ w (11-.: m ;-vr.>1 j r i .""! ,0 I ~vL-) / r I ~ 

11...//1 {/ 

o ~ sue" as t!tes~ t ~ !':. ~IC:~ff<oli:".belwccn the !~ 0 atOllS gf the 

t rr nsigbbofiteed. In,t .. Ifte Easterr,~."tt~ ~~n t~b:;;~: ~ .eerter !~ 

~ ~ perioos of time. they also tend to haNe helEl jobs fOi shorter f'oriOGS of time, thcrs"fJ7 /11 ~ . 
• ~ gulll1lRteeing Ie •• incom~ 1ft .. ~.ev-i""Q ey _jab helo! fer • le_ porigQ of time. 

~ ~ Chart #2 iU;=the employment differences between the two geographic areas~ 
~~'- ~ 0 
~ ~ . :ijristol.Place As is illustrated by tbi~ Gftttrt,jesidents of the East are ~re likel¥ to hal/e· ..J- f.....,.. 

~
'" ~ '~. ~/~ J~b~ Ad-/ /"'-2-- ~/~~lC< .tH/~~~d~. 

, held their jobs for less than two years than are residents of the West. However, as job J ~ b /vJ-J 
.z--~~ 

length increases, Westerners are better represented as holding long time jobholders. tf • -

~,.' #~ 
~ t ~.-------------------------, jd6 ..s. 

\-=.} ~,V\ Ch." #2. BnpiOyment Lengths by LocatIon (P ~506) t; 
~ 30.0 ,-.=-----------==------;===========;-, ~ 

~ .. ~ ~ ~ 25.0 m East .We" / ;:, 
"'--f. l-...j Q) 20.0 ~ 

:;~ } 15.0 ~ 
,s.~~ ! 10.0 

{~ 

~ 
"-... 

5.0 

0.0 



~/ r«Jr~ 
As Chart #3 presents, Western~ 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) 

70.0,-:========::;----------------, 
1$1 East .West 

60.0 t-'---------J------------______ ----------j 

~ 50.0+--------------------
c: 
Q) 

"C 5 40.0'1-----------
0-
III 
Q) a: 30.0 -1------------o 
"# 20.0'1-----------

10.Oi-~~~ 

\ Management 'Skilled ~ow or unskilled 

western~ts are more likely to own their own homes than Eastern~nts. 
fI. ~ ~ " 

58.5% of the Western residents surveyed eellsiaer t):U~HlSsl:w!s homeowners compared to 

on1~.3 % of the res;ents of the East. These statistics again speak to the transience I 

~ ~ /itlH121-LJ,/~ "-' n:0h~'i/4 
differences in the two neighborhood sections, as homeowners are mefe likely to k1oya1~ -1 ~ 

__ ---,,--1Ste~r"-fesfY.'derrts-1:rl' a ndghborhood. . n ~ &.v 
Ve. ..... \ (J.N-(..,(., ~ L fh,.'-DU-P -1 4rmm II J I 

This c4:serepauq' in the"sensed permanency is also reflected in the level of / f;'-t.-./f "to 

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% ofthe Western residents), aware Westerners are more likely 

to be involved in the neighborhood organizations than aware Easterne~.l % of the 



~ Westerners aware of such an organization are inri olved with that organization 

~. ~o",~A/ 
while OIJ.}Y 26;1% of the aware Easterners are involved. Peffiaps IOOst reyealitrg aspect of 

tJ'()tvrll~ '1vc.l'II-vw~f /{rL f./1't-fPr~ ~r fv/vf"!- P~tvJff! ~ ,.9,r~/6/7 
thi~nomenQn is the reasons given for lack:-ef involvement. AS. showr(~ Cj:hart #4, U 

fh- ~ ~~ 67 ~ IftV~/v.dS/s. fJ-+f. Jl<-Ir\!y 
moTe_pe e in the East ate Rot involv€lQ~ a neighbor.h9W-or ganjzat jon becaHse ta8-Y are 

J II! 1 r / [; pt I)'PJ)w- I) 

not interested in such an organization. This statistic again speaks to the sense of 

(\ ~vl t;v7J".i1.. I)~ A ~ 
pgff.B:anefte,' :V@fSt1~ transience in thefu~ighborhood. In the West, whet'S peopl@ a~'8 lived-> 

I I ...f1... 
/\ ~#Tn /AJr~ ~I' (1'14 ft 

r' , 
19n9.er,....they hav~ more ups Rftd dowfts thrOUgb:OHt t.h€l neighborbood tbu~ rgalizing-

~ 
the-need fOl such a group:..l:a--the more tId"ftsient East,..tbis i~ Rot as tFtte, as residents have 

11 (;S;rJ IT) / ;jJ 
been living in Bristol Place for shorter periods of time and are not as iAo tufte or connected 

to their neighborhood and thus are ~ interested!h A. t1-~/p,y~ Pd~' 
J1 

~ 
Chart #4. Reasons Given to Why Neighborhood Group is Not Larger or More Vocal by Location" (p-::::. "3 cr) 

~ ~~ # 

45.0 1 ------------------;===========::::::;--1 
40.0 -f--------- B1East • West 

35.0 +--------

E 30.0 +---------
GI 

" S 25.0 +---------
a. 
fII 

~ 20.0 +-----

';!. 15.0 +------

10.0 +-------

5.0 

0.0 

transient aren't 
interested 

listens 

Iv 



Owner or Renter of Home Cross-Tabulation 

Cross-Tabulatiorr ~s ~so 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 

graphic description of this phenomenonf<! ~ I~ t!f,I">-l 
/ f1 f--

~ InJz J./J.- ;i J j n •. /11 C-f4IJ 1-

Chart #5. Length Of Residence by Owners and Renters (P=.OOO) 

70.0 r---------·---···----·-----·--·---r===========::;---] 

13 Owners • Renters 

60.0 +------

50.0 -1------

-E 
~ 40.0 +-----
c o 
c-

£ 
'0 30.0 +------
'#. 

20.0 +------

10.0 

0-3year 4- 14 years 15 + years 

Interestingly, monthly rent and mortgage payments do not reflect these incom~ -
differences. Owners who have not finished paying their mortgage are paying 

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

..of the re~Qn4ents was $378 while the mean reported monthly rent was $433. This $55 

,In ~. i>v~ -- ---monthly discrepanc ~ay not seem too steep) but when other variables are factored into 

the mix, the discrepancy . s amplified further. (\ 



As illustrated in the area their 

households. Children, be a drain on income 

as they require food, '"'~"'U.u"~J'. as other expenses that are 

ners and Renters (P=.022) 

25.0r-----------~~~~~==~~~------------------------------_, 

I mJONners 

20.0 4---------------------'=================~ 

• Renters 

.sg 15.0 c: 
Gl 
"C 
'iii 
Gl 
IX: -0 10.0 
~ 

5.0+-----

0.0 
0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80-89 

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. 

~ Ult t JVl>t1d_ 
11~ ?~ ~ ~ ~~_v .. ~.-=:::> 

fWA; ... .--
~.---;~ 



Chart #7. Employment Skill Level By Owners and Renters (P = .508) 

60.0 

~l 
i10wners • Renters 

50.0 

UI ;;J¢ -s::: 40.0 
CIl _ "C 
s::: 
0 
~ 30.0 
CIl 
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c/.:.I~ 
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Management 

.~ ... ---.~iI1Ill!y,.there is a significant difference between owners and renters in terms of 

~ --------involvement in neighborhood organizations. hile both groups are underrepresented in 

~,nelg . mtonr,uwners are more involved than renters (38.9% of owners are 

0/ 

~ 
involved compared to 27.8% of renters [P = .559]). This is ironic, as renters seemingly 

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 

~1}J '~J~ 
I!T Vv Iff\ 'Prv v.e-1 ~~ _ 

/> ~ f/lnJ::! 
General Desires of Residents (' I A) , ~ t f.,L .." /' 

~~~r I .. 11(( 

esident Survey illuIl~ a great deal of desires among jl;...Iv~: <;t;< 

renters wish to move. 

-h'~ 
y-r.-'y 

~ 

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

I) 



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

~k. ~~h 
the neighborhood. Chart #8 below~istribution of the first cheiees-ef needed 

changes J;,iven by the residents. The resident"respons~fHe-efthe ~ 
71tH\- fnt f'44ik<J ~ ~iC 

pressing issues ~ by Bristol Place. While all of the areas of need will be addressed in 
(J 

different sections of the Bristol Place report, the remainder 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. 

~e,o, 1-" ....... ~-

Chart#S. First ~ Desired Changes a.5 listed By:8! ist,,, PlaY 
It Resi"!ems 

~ment 
I (I'IlPl'Ot~·~ 

~'" 
Better traffic flow ---j 

;, ~.)" 
"Recreation-

Other 

fv10re business 

Alysical 
IlJ1)rOVemenG,J 

Irrprove safety 



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 si ificant distrust of the City of Champaign by the residents of Bristol Place. 

Only 30.14% f the residents surveyed have called the City to request services or to make 

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

city is symptomatic of a general feeling of aning onfidence in the City. Furthermore, 

'lil ~the residents who had contacted th City,56.52% ere unsatisfied with the experience. 

~ ~ rtb 
Much ofthisJac: ...... fee Idence is due to a lack of communication. While the 

f\ {;,V'j . City of Champaig~~~llY reporte~'-h t there were no community organizations within 

Ii 1/\ the area eSide~t s~~ws differently. 50.07% of the residents surveyed are 

, aVla:re ~:~t~o:;:'ganizations within or close to Bristol Place. Within Bristol 
SWVV<z fIv'() 

Place, Restoration Urban Ministries has a neighborhood organization that has involved 

~ people in the neighborhood. To the south of Bristol Place there is~ardSley par~ "'~M 
neighborhood group that has opened its doors to Bristol Place aIld thYs has iBvuived 

Hmllf'6l lfs residents. There is also a neighborhood group that meets at the Stratton 
PI P-} l-e lle- / ! 7, u J4 . 

School. While there are differences in Involvement in these groups across geographic 
1\ 

and ownership variables (as illustrated above) these groups are a significant part of the 

Bristol Place make-up that cannot be ignored. 

~, residents wit~n~ristol Place tend to be unfamiliar with each other. 

Of the residents surveyed, 0E2~f them report socializing with other people on 

their block. Because, it ShOWS/hat there is very little familiarity among neighbors within 

,- / nJ47PJ' "'. J~ ,r 17 ' 

tJ~ ~".I((f) 
frve1 ~ ,J.;'j,;z> r~ '. 

~"\' 
\ -\[)U \y. 

7~} 
~ . 

~ 



_-~--r-'---'--------------__ . ___ _ 

h as this does not seem to leave open the op 

s. It should be noted, however that surveyed residents 

reported affinity for their neighborhood. When asked to rank their neighborhood on a 

scale from I to 5 (1 being "Hate It" and 5 being "Love It"), surveyed residents averaged a 

ranking of 3.39. This ~sPite the low amount of neighborly interaction within 

(

Bristol Place, there \exis~ potential for neighborhood organization and development 

in the generally positive opinions of the residents. 

Public Safety 

Public Safety is also of significant concern in Bristol Place. While -----.--J~of the 

..... ·tesl'dents feel safe in their neighborhood (71.24% of the residents surveyed report ~~~,~ ... ,'" 

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

"'~~HauLU 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 

m Block • Neighborhood 



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. 

~ ~ M 1"' .. / vn~1 J~J~ /~ 
Employment g.. &11. ! . >-- i? 

While t Bristol Place, there is still the 
, 

need for improvement in this area. Mu~h of th\ problems related to employment do not 

involve finding a job, but rather finding the righ~nd of job. Of the respondents 
\ 

currently employed, about half (51.1 %) report that ~ey would like to find a different job. 

\.U f).r . Tlris desire to change jobs may be due to the skilllev~ of the jobs held. Almost half 

~ I (49%) are employed in low or nskilled positions, even fewer (41 %) are employed in 

~ skilled positions, and only 10 e fill management pOSitiO~~. As the data presented in the 

~ cross-tabulation analysis ab ve, this discrepancy is even m\pronounced when seen 

tt.b C/ 0 T across location and owner enter lines. ~ - • 
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In addition to holding non-management jobs, the respondents do not hold their 

jobs for a very long period of time. U:H:lStI;aH~S the length of time that jobs have 

been held by respondents. Most respOll1ae~nt~M ve held their current job for less 

~ Jf ,n 61~ f14-. ~tI(V 
I ;t 1fl1,o J M ,I! 

nts 'f' 
than 8 years. 

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%) 

/ ~ flu---
have been unemployed for less than three months. This statistic cetrl:d 136 a result of the 



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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