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INTRODUCTION

There is no doubt that community leaders, both elected and non-elected,
representing all spectrums of life, place a great deal of emphasis on
"action oriented neighborhood planning." After all, we are all involved
in planning our everyday life, however simplistic planning may be in this
particular form. Neighborhood planning is much more complex in that there

is an innumerable array of issues that must be considered, compiled and

studied in order to arrive at a viable, cost effective, and possibly acceptable

plan of action which may result in some action and success.

The first year funding (1979-1980) of the Coastal Zone Management

Program (CZMP) for the West Bayfront Area of the City of Erie was a milestone

for the Martin Luther King Center. This was the first time the Center's

planning staff embarked upon examining and addressing the planning problems

of the bayfront area in a comprehensive manner. 1In this planning undertaking

the staff identified the purposes and organizational structure of the
Martin Luther King Center, including its areas of operations and activities.
In addition, a general review was conducted of prior planning studies, the
area strengths and weaknesses, including an analysis of demographic, socio-

economic and overall neighborhood characteristics.

Long range strategies were proposed in the plan together with a five
(5) year Action Plan dealing with: a) public access to the waterfront,
b) sites of historical value, c¢) physical improvements, d) economic

development and, e) cultural and institutional development.

In this second year funding of the CZMP, the Martin Luther King Center
planning staff will introduce an ambitious short and long range planning
and implementation program encompassing an area bounded by Sixth Street to
the south, the Bayfront to the north, Peach and Cranberry Streets to the
east and west respectively. The Center conducted a partial block by bleck
visual survey of this area to determine the physical problems in each block.
Another purpose of the survey was to identify specific long and short range
remedial actions needed to permanently upgrade the neighborhood and
establish a program of residential and economic revitalization in the years

ahead.



Another significant highlight of the 1980-1981 Planning Program was
a telephone poll survey of the neighborhood residents to determine first
hand their '"needs and desires." What follows in this report is a short and
long range action program with the main thrust and emphasis being placed
on programs that can be accomplished expediticusly and economically and

within a reasonable amount of time.
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Area Map & Project Description



A. Background

1. AREA MAP AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project area is located in the City of Erie, Pennsylvania and is
bounded to the east by Peach Street, Sixth Street to the south, Cranperry to
the west and the bayfront to the north. It encompasses over fifty (50) City
blocks and contains approximately 255 acres. It is located at the northern-
most part of Erie, fronting on Presque Isle Bay adjacent to Lake Erie,
comprising approximately 20% of Erie's waterfront and close to 2/3 of a mile
in length. It consists of essentially two (2) strips of land paralleling
the water; a low-lying portion containing docks, industrial activities, Port of Erie
facilities, major utility plants and rail lines; and atop the waterfront
bluff south of the bay the area consists of primarily residential use and

development.

The project area is a naturally beautiful section of the bayfront area of
the City of Erie. 1t has many picturesque portions of waterfront property.
It contains several city parks, medical, governmental and other convenience
facilities. The bayfront has been the literal "front'" of the City of Erie.
The housing built in the project area as well as the rest of the bayfront
formed the first settlement and center of development. The general area
includes the lower portion of the central business district of the City
terminating at Presque Isle Bay. Most recreational and marine related businesses
are concentrated in this area, in both the east and west basin. The area in
which the project is located is service-oriented and extremely active during

the seasonal months of the year.

Many historic landmarks are found throughout the study area indicative of
such significant periods as the Battle of Lake Erie; cultural and historical
landmarks include a scientific museum specializing in local history. The area

is depicted on MAP 1.
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A. Background

2. Bayfront NATO Organization
MARTIN LUTHER KING CENTER

ORGANIZATION AND STAFFING

The Bayfront Neighborhood Action Team Organization (NATO) Incorporated
Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Center, is located in population Census
Tract #3, adjacent to the Erie bayfront and bounded by Chestnut, Fourth,
Third Streets, east, south and to the north respectively. The very nature
of the location of the Center lends itself to services for residents in the

Bayfront neighborhood.

The Bayfront NATO Martin Luther King Center is a minority founded
organization, chartered in 1966. The Center is a non-profit multi-human
service agency. Current programs and activities under the auspices of the
Martin Luther King Center include: Day Care, Dental Clinic, Medical Clinic,

Social Services, Tutoring Programs, Recreation, Cultural Programs (Art,

Music and Dance), Nutrition, Library, Senior Citizens, Marine & Environmmental

Science, Housing Counseling and Neighborhood Revitalization. TABLE 1,
derived from the recent telephone poll survey, indicates the use of services

by residents.



A. Background

2. Bayfront NATO Organization (continued)

The Bayfront NATO Martin Luther King Center is managed and governed
by a Board of Directors consisting of twelve (12) or more members elected
or selected, with a complement of qualified staff. All members on the
Board represent the poor in the area. As a neighborhood based community
center which provides services to residents in the designated Bayfront
NAYO area, the Center works cooperatively with a number of organizations
in all of its programmatic efforts, Some of these organizations are:
the Booker T. Washington NATO Center, the John F. Kennedy NATO Center,
Catholic Social Service organizations, Boy's Clubs, Young Men's and Young
Women's Christian Associations (YMCA and YWCA), the Erie School District,
Children Services of Erie County, the Greater Erie Community Action
Committee (GECAC), the Arts Council of Erie, City and County of Erie, and

many other social and civic community agencies.

-6-



TABLE 1

USE OF SERVICES AT THE MARTIN LUTHER KING CENTER

NUMBER

PERCENT

SERVICE USING SERVICE USING SERVICE RANK
Dental Clinic 32 27.6 4
Day Care 14 12.3 7
Food and Nutrition Programs 12 10.5 9
Tutoring 3 2.7 16
Health Clinic 60 51.7 2
Recreational Programs 29 25.7 5
Counseling with Social Worker 1 0.9 18
Emergency Food 2 .8 17
Emergency Clothing 0 0] 19.5
Art 18 16.1 6
Music 9 8.0 13
Dance 10 8.9 11,
Library 8 7.3 14
Social Events 59 50.9 3
Bayfront Bulletin Newsletter 72 62.1 1
Alcoholics Anonymous 0 0.0 19.
Youth Group Events 10 9.1 10
Senior Citizen Group 13 11.6 8
Men's & Women's Associations 10 .9 11.
Hdusing Counseling 5 4.5 15
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Bayfront Neighborhood Perceptions

Problems and Conclusions



IT. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION

A. NEIGHBORHOOD PERCEPTIONS, PROBLEMS AND ISSUES

MARTIN LUTHER KING CENTER - USE OF SERVICES

Results of surveys undertaken by the Martin Luther King Center in connection
with the 1981 Coastal Zone Management Program revealed that programs operated by
the Center are used frequently by the residents in the neighborhood. (Pfease see
Tables 2-20 following this text for detailed survey results.)

The Bayfront Bulletin Newsletter ranked the highest (62%) as the most
used service provided by the Martin Luther King Center, with the Health Clinic
as the second most utilized service. Social events organized and administered
by the Center ranked third (mearly 51%). Dental Clinic, Recreational Programs,
Art, Day Care, Youth group events, Senior Citizen Group, Food and Nutrition
Programs, and a host of other comprehensive activities, make up the remaining
list of resident use at the Martin Luther King Center. Some of those
questioned suggested that the Center provide additional, or better organized,
youth programs, expanded medical/dental services and more arts, dance, or music

including community involvement.

SERVICES

Aside from the streets and sidewalks, which residents thought to be in fair
or poor condition, over 417% rated police protection as fair and over 257 as
poor. Recreational facilities also rated as fair or poor by over 567 as did

playgrounds over 57% and off-street parking over 84%.

SPECTFIC CHANGES

Over 84% of the residents surveyed considered street and sidewalk improve-
ment would result in the betterment of the Bayfront neighborhood while 68%
thought housing for the elderly is a desired need. Improving waterfront
appearance and access, and preserving historic buildings and monuments the
residents thought would greatly enhance the study area. Bike paths, medical
buildings and clinics, low income housing and high rise apartment buildings
were other improvements sought by the neighborhood residents to improve and

better the neighborhood study area.
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PROBLEMS AND 1SSUES

Buildings in the neighborhood needing repair was perceived as the most
serious problem. Other areas such as vacant structures, abandoned autos,
rodent control, and house insects (roaches, etc.) were not thought to be
very serious or serious enough problems in the neighborhood needing attention.
When residents were asked what should be done about these problems and who
should do it, a total of 38 percent (38%) of the respondents cited the need
for a general clean-up of the study area. The need for more police protection
and more neighborhood involvement were also felt to be important. A large
number of responses in an unclassified category expressed the need for housing
redevelopment, demolition of vacant buildings and the need for housing
inspections. Many of those surveyed felt dogs or cats were a problem and said

that the Humane Society should pick-up stray dogs and cats.

When asked 'who should do it," that is, who should work on the solutions
to these problems, the majority of the respondents felt that people in the
neighborhood should undertake work on these problems. City government was the
second choice, followed by '"those responsible for the problem;" federal and
state governments were the last choice. Perhaps more surprisingly, when
respondents of the survey were asked if they or other members of their househo.d
would be willing to help make needed improvements in the study area, a very large

majority (over 72%) said ''Yes."

CHARACTERISTICS

Nearly 70 percent (70%) of those surveyed own their own homes which are
forty years old or older (81%);with nearly 35 percent (35%) having lived in

the same home for over twenty years.

Over 37 percent (37%) of the households are made up of three or four
persons, with the two person family ranking second. More than half of those

surveyed are married with 22 percent (22%) making up the single persons category.
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Most people not associated closely with the neighborhood perceive its'
composition as being mostly black. This is far from fact, as the survey
revealed that over 83 percent (83%) of the respondents are white with 26 percent
(26%) retired and 22 percent (22%) having blue collar occupations; 15 percent

(15%) are white collar workers.
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CONCLUSIONS

Some of the more interesting findings and results of the survey are

summarized below and will be used as the basis to assemble and orchestrate

both the study area short and long range programs.

The attitude toward the Bayfront neighborhood is generally and in
the most part positive. The major problems are superficial ones

- with the most obvious one being buildings in need of repair.

Respondents indicated a willingness to work on cleaning up the
neighborhood themselves. Apparently, they just need to be

organized and provided with the materials to do the job.

Reactions to change or addition of services in the neighborhood
was also positive for those items which would improve neighborhood
appearance; improving the waterfront area, repairing streets and
sidewalks. Bike paths and parks are considered as desirable

additions.

Changes which might result in decreasing the quality of the
neighborhood are considered negative. Examples of this include
industry, bowling alleys, and office buildings.

Problems in individual homes are generally seen as not serious.

The surveys reflect a stable neighborhood of homemakers who are

long~time residents of the area.

Underlying these conclusions is a positive feeling about the study area

and the recognition by the residents that certain problems exist and their

willingness to work for their elimination.
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TABLE 2
CONDITIONS OR AVAILABILITY OF SERVICES AND FACILITIES
(Cell entries are the number/percent of
respondents in each category condition)

SERVICES GOOD FAIR POOR NO COMMENT
Medical Services 170 (57.2) 78 (26.3) 26 ( 8.8) 23 (7.7)
Streets 40 (13.4) 108 (36.1) 151 (50.5) 0o - -
Sidewalks 50 (16.7) 109 (36.5) 140 (46.8) 0 - -
Public Transportation 158 (53.6) 66 (22.4) 17 ( 5.8) 54 (18.3)
Police Protection 83 (27.9) 124 (41.6) 77 (25.8) 14 ( 4.7)
Recreational Facilities 59 (19.8) 95 (31.9) 75 (25.2) 69 (23.2)
Playgrounds 54 (18.1) 91 (30.5) 80 (26.8) 73 (24.5)
School_s 72 (24.2) 60 (20.1) 39 (13.1) 127 (42.6)
Off-Street Parking 25 ( 8.5) 95 (32.2) 154 (52.2) 21 ( 7.1)
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TABLE 3
REACTION TO SPECIFIC CHANGES IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD
(Cell entries represent number (percent)
of respondents)
RESULT OF CHANGE
CHANGE FOR THE FOR THE NEUTRAL DON'T
BETTER WORSE KNOW

High Rise
Apartment Buildings 111 (37.0) 105 (35.0) 62 (20.7) 22 ( 7.3)
Low Income Housing 141 (47.2) 79 (26.4) 64 (21.4) 15 ( 5.0)
Street and Sidewalk
Improvement 253 (84.3) 0 - - 43 (14.3) 4 (1.3)
Housing for Elderly 203 (68.1) 34 (11.4) 51 (17.1) 10 ( 3.4)
Office Buildings 91 (31.2) 110 (37.7) 72 (24.7) 19 ( 6.5)
Medical Buildings
and Clinics 158 (52.7) 40 (13.3) 88 (29.3) 14 ( 4.7)
Industry 40 (13.4) 190 (63.8) 49 (16.4) 19 ( 6.4)
Grocery Stores 202 (67.6) 30 (10.0) 63 (21.1) 4 (1.3)
Clothing or
Department Stores 130 (43.8) 104 (35.0) 53 (17.8) 10 ( 3.4)
Drug Stores 97 (65.7) 32 (10.7) 69 (23.0) 2 (0.7)
Improving Waterfront
Appearance and Access 250 (83.3) 3 (1.0) 25 ( 8.3) 22 (7.3)
Preserving Historic
Buildings and Monuments 238 (79.6) 16 ( 5.4) 37 (12.4) 8 (2.7)
Bike Paths 217 (72.6) 32 (10.7) 40 (13.4) 10 ( 3.3)
Parks 201 (67.0) 24 ( 8.0) 68 (22.7) 7 ( 2.3)
Bowling 79 (26.4) 141 (47.2) 58 (19.4) 2L (7.0)
Swimming Pool 159 (53.4) 72 (24.2) 47 (15.8) 20 ( 6.7)




TABLE 4

PERCEPTION OF THE NEED FOR MINI MALL SERVICES

PERCENT SAYING SERVICE

SERVICE WAS NEEDED
YES NO DON'T KNOW
Food Store 77.9 17.4 4.7
Beauty Shop/Barber Shop 55.2 23.9 20.9
Restaurant 56.6 24,9 18.5
Laundromat /Dry Cleaners 66.8 22,1 11.1
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TABLE 5

PERCEPTION OF PROBLEMS IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD

Cell entries represent number (percent)
of respondents

—16-

DEGREE OF PROBLEM
PROBLEM AREA VERY SERIOUS NOT VERY NOT A TOTAL
SERIOUS SERIOUS PROBLEM HERE | PERCENT

General Crime 14 ( 4.7) 80 (26.7) 139 (46.3) 67 (22.3) 100
Juvenile Crime i7 (. 5.7) 74 (24.7) 137 (45.8) 71 (23.7) 100
Vandalism 23 (1 7.7) 65 (21.7) 143 (47.7) 69 (23.0) 100
Buildings
Need Repair 59 (19.7) |118 (39.5) 94 (31.4) 28 ( 9.4) 100
Vacant Buildings 14 ( 4.7) 48 (16.0) 125 (41.7) 113 (37.7) 160
Trash 29 (. 9.7) 72 (24.0) 101 (33.7) 98 (32.7) 100
Abandoned Autos 1 (0.3) 5 (1.7) 42 (14.7) 249 (83.8) 100
Rats and
Other Rodents 11 ( 3.7) 39 (13.0) 100 (33.4) 149 (49.8) 100
Insects
(Roaches, etc.) 6 (2.0) 30 (10.0) 79 (26.4) 184 (61.5) 100
Dogs 26 ( 8.8) 90 (30.5) 106 (35.9) 73 (24.7) 100
Other 17 ( 5.7) 24 ( 8.0) 9 (11.5) -— (-=-) 100
Total Numbers 217 ( 7.1) | 645 (21.2) 1075 (35.4) 1101 (36.2)
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TABLE 6

PROBLEMS IN RESPONDENT'S HOME

Cell entries give the number and

(percent) of responses

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM

L

PROBLEM
MAJOR MINOR NO PROBLEM

Plumbing Problems 12 (4.0) 53 (17.7) 235 (78.3)
Electrical Problems 9 (3.0) 57 (12.4) 252 (84.6)
Window Problems 10 (3.4) 55 (18.5) 233 (78.2)
Inside Painting or
Plastering 14 (4.7) 57 (19.1) 228 (76.3)
Qutside Painting or 14 (4.7) 66 (22.1) 219 (73.2)
Siding Repairs
Structural 13 ( 4.4) 37 (12.6) 243 (82.9)
Sewers 9 (3.00 40 (13.4) 250 (83.6)
Heating 17 ( 5.7) 21 ( 7.0) 262 (87.3)
Basement Flooding 9 ( 3.0) 47 (15.7) 244 (81.3)
Gutters and Downspouts 10 ( 3.3) 35 (11.7) 254 (84.9)
Roof 15 ( 5.0) 50 (16.7) 234 (78.3)
TOTAL NUMBERS 132 518 2654 3304
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TABLE 7

TYPE OF HOUSING IN WHICH RESPONDENT LIVES

TYPE OF DWELLING NUMBER PERCENT
Privately Owned Home 204 68.2
Rented House 52 17.4
Public Housing 2 0.7
Small Apartment Building 32 10.7
Large Apartment Building 9 3.0
TOTAL 299 100.0
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ESTIMATED CURRENT VALUE OF RESPONDENT'S HOME

TABLE 8

ESTIMATED
HOME VALUE NUMBER PERCENT

$ 6,000 or under 3 1.3
$ 7,000 to $10,000 10 4.5
$11,000 to $15,000 15 6.7
$16,000 to $20,000 25 11.2
$21,000 to $30,000 42 18.8
Over $30,000 56 25.1
Don't Know 72 32.4
TOTAL 223 100.0
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TABLE §

ESTIMATED AGE

OF RESIDENTS

AGE NUMBER | PERCENT
0 to 5 years 3 1.0
6 to 20 years 3 1.0
21 to 30 years 13 4.3
31 to 40 years 12 4.0
Over 40 years 241 80.6
Don't Know 27 9.0
TOTAL 299 100.0
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TABLE 10

LENGTH OF TIME IN CURRENT HOME

TIME NUMBER PERCENT
Under 6 months 14 4.8
6 months to 1 year 15 5.0
1 year to 4 years 60 20.1
5 years to 10 years 51 17.1
11 years to 20 years 54 18.1
Over 20 years 104 34.9
TOTAL 298 100.0
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TABLE 11

USE OF CITY BUS SYSTEM

FREQUENCY NUMBER PERCENT
Never 173 57.9
Once of Twice a Year 16 5.4
Once or Twice a Month 38 12.7
Once or Twice a Week 26 8.7
More Than Twice a Week 46 15.4
TOTAL 299 100.0
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TABLE 13

RESPONDENT MARITAL STATUS

MARITAL STATUS NUMBER PERCENT
Single 66 22.0
Single Parent 9 3.0
Married 150 50.0
Separated 12 4.0
Divorced 19 6.3
Widowed 44 14.7
TOTAL 300 100.0
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TABLE 14

RACIAL HERITAGE OF RESPONDENT

RACIAL HERITAGE NUMBER PERCENT
White 245 83.1
Black 44 14.9
American Indian 1 0.3
Spanish/Mexican 2 0.7
Oriental 1 0.3
TOTAL 293 99.3
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TABLE 15

EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND

EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND NUMBER PERCENT
Grade School Only 21 7.0
Some High School 52 17.4
High School Craduate 135 45.2
Some College 49 16.4
College Graduate 21 7.0
Graduate Work 8 2.7
Technical/Trade School 13 4,3
TOTAL 299 100.0
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TABLE 16

OCCUPATION OF RESPONDENT

OCCUPATION NUMBER PERCENT
Professional 8 2.7
White Collar 45 15.4
Blue Collar 65 22.3
Homemaker 47 16.1
Student 19 6.5
Retired 75 25.7
Unemployed 33 11.3
TOTAL 292 100.0
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TABLE 17

PERCEPTION OF NEIGHBORHOOD PROBLEMS
AS A FUNCTION OF RACIAL HERITAGE

(Cell Entries Represent Percent of
Respondents Who Rated Each Problem
as "Serious" or "Very Serious"

PROBLEM WHITE BLACK OTHER
General Crime 30.2 40.9 16.7
Juvenile Crime 29.5 36.3 33.3
Vandalism 29.7 39.6 16.7
Buildings Need Repair 56.2 77.9 66.7
Vacant Buildings 18.6 34.1 le.7
Trash 32.7 36.4 33.3
Abandoned Autos 1.6 4.7 0
Rats and Other Rodents 13.9 34.9 16.7
Insects (Roaches, etc.) 10.6 35.3 16.7
Dogs 39.7 38.1 33.3
ggtgiCEUEZi:gory 242 42 6
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TABLE 20

ATTITUDE TOWARD NEIGHBORHOOD CHANGE

AS A FUNCTION OF RACE OF RESPONDENT

(Cell Entries Represent Percent of Respondents)

-30-

RACIAL BACKGROUND

POTENTIAL
CHANGE
WHITE BLACK OTHER
Better [Worse [Neutral [Better Worse [Neutral|Better Worse{Neutral

High Rise
Apartments 37.6 |34.7 21.6 40.9 [29.5 13.6 0 66.7 33.3
Low Income
Housing 45,1 128.7 20.9 68.2 J11.4 15.9 16.7 |33.3 | 50.0
Street /Sidewalk i
Improvements 83.7 0 14.7 88.6 0] 11.4 83.3 0 16.7
Housing for 68.3 |10.7 17.3 75.0 {11.4 11.4 33.3 |16.7 50.0
Elderly
Office
Buildings 30.4 |38.3 24.2 43.9 129.3 22.0 0 66.7 33.3
Medical Bldgs-/ | 59 4 |15.9 | 29.0 | 63.6 | 0 29.5 | 33.3 |16.7 | 33.3
Clinics
Industry 13.5 {64.9 15.1 16.7 {57.1 19.0 0 66.7 33.3
Grocery Stores 66.4 |10.7 21.3 81.8 4.5 13.6 33.3 [16.7 50.0
Clothing/Dept. 42.1 |37.6 | 16.9 | 61.4 |18.2 | 16.0| 16.7 |50.0 | 16.7
Stores
Drug Stores 62.4 |112.7 24.1 | 86.4 | 2.3 11.4 | 33.3 ]| 0 66.7
Improving Water-
front Appearance | 82.0 | 1.2 9.4 | 90.9 | O 2.3] 66.7 1 O 16.7
and Access
Preserving
Historic Bldgs. 79.1 6.1 13.1 81.8 2.3 6.8 66.7 0 33.3
and Monuments
Bike Paths 72.2 | 12.2 12.7 72.7 4.5 15.9 83.3 0 16.7
Parks 65.7 9.8 22.4 77.3 0 18.2 83.3 0 16.7
Bowling 27.9 | 44.7 21.3 25.0 |54.5 9.1 0 50.0 33.3
Swimming Pool 51.4 | 27.2 15.2 65.9 |11.4 13.6 66.7 0 33.3
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Telephone Poll Survey Results,
Analysis and Conclusions
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TELEPRONE POLI SURVEY RESULTS,
ANALYSTIS AND CONCLUSTIONS

The most important planning and implementing resource in any undertaking is the

"neighborhood residents."

Every past survey and examination undertaken for the bayfront, particularly
the project area, has confirmed and indicated that the area is in the advanced
stages of deterioration. Population has steadily decreased and it is projected
that by the mid 1980's additional serious losses of neighborhood residents may
occur. Further demographic characteristics indicate that:

- median family income in the study area is one~third less than that
for the City of Erie as a whole;

- unemployed heads-of-household comprise nearly double of that of
the City;

~ female heads-of-household comprise nearly double of all households
compared to the City;

-~ there is steady decline in owner-occupied housing in this study area;

- fifty percent of the housing stock is either deteriorating,
deteriorated or dilapidated;

- vacancy rate in the neighborhood is twice that of the City of Erie;
- there is a high turn-over in occupied units;

- the high incidence of crime evidenced by the fact that the area

ranks second in Part I Offenses in the City of Erie.

In the telephone poll and survey of the bayfront neighborhood, a total of
three hundred (300) individuals from Census Tract 3 were interviewed. A total
of twenty-four (24) questions were asked of each person interviewed. From these
twenty-four (24) questions, a total of ninety-eight (98) responses were obtained

from each interviewee.

The major results were summarized as follows:

1. A total of 39 percent of the sample said that they had visited the
Martin Luther King Center. For those who visited the Center, the
most used services were the Bayfront Bulletin Newsletter (62 percent)
and the Health Clinic (51.7 percent). Nearly 51 percent have visited
the Center for various social events such as receptions and parties.
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When asked if additional services should be provided at the
Martin Luther King Center, 15.5 percent said yes. Services most
frequently mentioned include organized youth activities.

Given a list of 16 potential changes or additions to the
neighborhood, those most often thought to be a change for the
better include Street and Sidewalk Improvements and Improving
the Waterfront Appearance and Access. Historic preservation was
also given a very high rating. Two changes considered to be for
the worst include the addition of Industry (64 percent against)
and Bowling Alleys (47.2 percent against).

The availability of medical services was rated "Good" by 57.2
percent of the sample. Public Transportation availability was
also ranked "Good" by 53.6 percent. The two worst were Off-Street
Parking availability and Street Conditions.

Reaction to all four services to be included in the mini-mall were
very positive. These include a Food Store, Restaurant, Laundromat
and Beauty/Barber Shop.

Respondents rated the neighborhood in general to be average or
better (70.1) percent, The major problem in the neighborhood
is buildings needing repair.

Crime and vandalism were generally not considered to be serious
problems in the neighborhood.

A general cleanup was the most often mentioned solution to the
problem. When asked who should do it (i.e., clean up), the
majority said that people in the neighborhood should solve the
problems.

Over 72 percent of those surveyed indicated that they would be
willing to help in the cleanup.

There appeared to be few major problems within the individual
homes. Of those mentioned, outside painting or siding repairs
were most frequently mentioned.

The majority of the sample lived in privately owned homes, the
great majority of which are at least 40 years old. Nearly

35 percent of the sample have lived in the same house for more
than 20 years.

The above results present some interesting findings. The attitude

toward the Bayfront Neighborhood area is generally positive. The respondents
indicated a strong willingness to fix up the neighborhood themselves. The
problems seem to be perceived primarily as superficial - painting, cleanup

and other outside repairs.

) NN U8 @GN oy An M

,,
- .



-33-

Desirable additions or changes are also related to appearance
~ waterfront, streets, and sidewalks. Undesirable changes are those which

may create more noise, traffic, or "visual pollution." There was a high

degree of interest expressed in preserving historic structures.

To the extent the perceptions expressed here are accurate reflections
of the neighborhood, major improvements could come from within. All that is

apparently needed is organization of the effort and a supply of raw materials.
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SECTION III

NEIGHBORHOOD LAND USE SURVEY AND EVALUATION

Land Use and Structural Conditions
(Peach/Liberty/Bayfront /West Sixth Streets)

Block Tabulation and Analysis

Street and Sidewalk Survey
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LAND USE AND STRUCTURAL CONDITIONS

The thrust of the Coastal Zone Management Program as it relates to the
Bayfront neighborhood is directed primarily at Public Access for recreation,
preservation of historical sites and structures, Port activities, inter-

governmental coordination and public involvement.

Few of these objectives, if any, can be met however without the
establishment of a viable, structurally sound Bayfront neighborhood. It is the
very existence, revitalization and successful continuance of the neighborhood
that is at the very base of developing, meeting, and successfully maintaining
all of the Coastal Zone Management objectives. Accordingly, while a great
deal of emphasis and effort has been placed throughout this report to take
into cognizance the basic CZM objectives that should be addressed through
neighborhood development, a thorough analysis and evaluation has also been made
of the area thus resulting in a two-pronged approach: a) achieving CZM
objectives and b) evaluate the Bayfront neighborhood so as to stabilize and

upgrade its character.

Lake Erie and Presque Isle Bay have been primarily responsible for the
diverse development pattern existing along the Bayfront neighborhood. Other
than the commercial and recreational boating activities west of State Street
along the Bayfront shore, the remaining waterfront is primarily devoted to
industrial development of sand and gravel operatioms. A major plant of the
City of Erie water works is also located in the study area at the foot of
Chestnut Street. The remaining waterfront above the bayshore is largely an
escarpment which does not readily lend itself to utilization for large and
significant development activities. An area currently under development is
the Commodore Perry Yacht Club at the foot of Cherry Street. All access to the

waterfront facilities is through a road below the escarpment.



-35-

A thorough block by block survey of the area, as depicted on Map 2,
was undertaken to determine the basic physical shortcomings of the bayfront
neighborhood. The survey was also the result of the telephone poll taken
earlier in the summer. In that poll survey over 50 percent of the residents
questioned as to their perception of current conditions in the neighborhood rated
it as "average or okay.'" Nearly 20 percent thought that the neighborhood
was either "good" or "very good" and almost 30 percent categorized the area as
either "poor" or "very poor." There can be no question that the attitude
revealed by the neighborhood residents in the telephone poll survey matched very

closely with what was learned through the visual block by block survey.

While 44 percent of the existing structures in the neighborhood were rated
as good, 34 percent earned only a fair rating; a rather substantial number of
structures in the surveyed area, or 1l percent were classified as poor and

3 percent were found to be in critical condition.

A reasonable conclusion can thus be drawn from this factual statistical
information that neighborhood repairs and upgrading is needed and should
immediately be initiated in order to stem and reverse the tide of neighborhood

decline and deterioration prior to it reaching an irreversible costly point.

The bulk of the structures in the area or nearly 50 percent are single
family dwellings with the second highest occupancy category being in two
families (287%). Twelve (12) percent of the land in the surveyed area is
vacant; somewhat indicative of the fact that citizens are reluctant to invest

in a neighborhood that is plagued by some decline and deterioration.

The block survey also revealed that the neighborhood enjoys a high
occupancy rate in spite of some of the existing undesirable conditions and need
for improvements; ninety-five (95) percent of the structures in the area are
presently occupied. This high rate of occupancy may be due to several
attitudinal and attractive factors. Some of these would be the proximity of
the neighborhood to Presque Isle Bay and Lake Erie, coupled with the availability
of a multitude of recreational activities associated with the waterfront and the
proximity of the central business district, office and institutional facilities.
The neighborhood also has or is very close to a number of small and large City

Parks and play areas for the young and old alike.
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Probably equally as important to the high occupancy rate would be the
very existence of the Martin Luther King Center with its numerous multi-human
services made available to the neighborhood and in very close proximity to
their homes. There can be no doubt that the very presence of the Center closely
working with agencies of the City of Erie as well as the private sector and its
multitude of action oriented programs have brought about some much needed
stability in the neighborhood and stemmed the tide of rapid decline and

deterioration.

A block tabulation and evaluation of the area with the survey results

detailing land usage and structural conditions follow this section of the report.



Block Tabulation & Analysis
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3| |os
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Irs$
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Gannon
University
<
o 103 102 House fo]
w
<
(7))
o
<{
v 109
Erie o
100 |
Red Club ©
Cross
162 150 122
BLOCK __4005-100-109
ADDRESS TNDEX NO. OWNER OWNER ADDRESS CITY/STATE  zIF 0 T  ABSESSED  OCCUTANCY BLDG. BLIG. TAND
VALUE . MAT.  COND._USE
150 Weat 6th St.  4005-103 :‘::'éf_z:a""”""“ 150 West 6th St. Erle, PA 16501 X $ 157,510.00 o© n EX TR
Erie County Court House T
122 West 6th St. 4005-102 Erde County Jall 122 West 6th st. Erie, PA 16501 X $1,652,290.00 © L FX PB
502 Peach St. 4005- Gannon University 502 Peach St. Erie, PA 6501 X 676,530.00__0 " EX [LE
524 Peacl St. 4005~ Erle Club 524 Peach St. Erie, PA 16501 X 717,530,000 H EX _ C-1 )
162 Weat 6th S, _ 4005- Tand Title 62 West hth St. Erle, PA 6501 X 35,060.00 0 " X C2Z
505 Sassafras St. 4005-107 H &R Investment Co. P.0. Bax 29 Erie, PA 16512 v v
Workingman Saving&loan ’ ]
_ Erle County
501 Sassafras St. 4005-106 Bar Associstion 501 Sassafras St. Prie, PA 16507 X $ 7,970.00 © M £X c-2
157 West Sth St, 4005-105_ Madellne Momeyer 157 West_Sth 5t. Erle, PA 16507 X § _ 6,870.00 0 [ EX _ R-L
BLOCK - 4005-100-103
CODES & TOTALS
TOTAL NUMBER OF PARCELS ... = 8
BLDG. OCCUPANCY BULLDING MATERIAL LAND_USE
V = Vacent = 0 A = Alumiaum = O Residential Commercial PB = Public Buildings = 2
0 = O pd = 8 - - !
ccupted 5 = Shingles = 0 Rl = Stngle Fanliy = 1 ¢l = Retall = 1 SP = Semi Public Buildings = 0
W = Wood = 0 R2 = Nult{ Family = O €2 = Offfce = 2 S e R
M = Masonry or Brick = 8 v ) y ¢ P = Puarks & Recreation = 0
R3 = Apartmettts = 0 INSTLTUTION -t L
BULLDING CONDITION (5 + units) = U - Undeveloped Land - 0
—_— R4 = Group Quarters = 0 INS =1
V = Yacant =
EX =~ Excellent = 7 Mixed U, — 1
€ = Good = 0 Zixed Voe
F = Fair = 0 As denoted = 0
P = Poor = 0
C = Critical =0

BLOCK ¢#1

This block, bounded by Peach and Sassafras, West Sixth and Fifth
Streets, is in sound condition. It is made up of eight parcels
and has seven excellent structures. The block contains some
commercial, public and residential structures and can be
classified as mixed use.

PEACH



BLOCK #2

P = Poor = 1
€ = Critical « 0

As denoted = 0

This block contains twenty-four parcels and is bounded by Peach

and Sassafras Streets, West Fifth and Fourth Streets.
eighteen structures with one parcel being vacant.

It has

Fourteen of

the structures are in good or excellent condition while four

have been classified as fair or poor.

It is primarily in multi-

family use, with two commercial structures and three single
family residences.

163 159 185 151 49 147 145 143 107 101
218 | 217 216 |215|214] (University L
Apartments 205
@ o|f | 221 207
< ¥ 212
@ 49}
w9 213 204 3
L o9 ] e 4005
(%) +
o) S
< o 203 Ay
n S <
N
¥ 226 | 227 228 | 229 |230 231 o
202 S
236 ~
224 Finegan Hall
160 156 152 148/146 144 i38/136 134 /10 102
BLOCK ___ 4005-200-236
ADDRESS INDEX NO. OWNER OWNER ADDRESS CLTY/STATE fA14 0 T ASSESSED OCCUPANCY BLDG. BIDG. 1AND
VALUE MAT. COND. Use
163 West 4th St, 4005-219 Michsel and
Fhilip McCormick 1341 Liberty St. Erie, PA 16502 v v
59 West 4th St. 4005- Lloyd Cochran 5013 Sunnydale Blvd. Erie, PA 16509 X 3,760.00 [1] S F R-1
55 West 4ch St. 4005~ Gannon Universtty 109 Weat Sixth St. Erde, PA 1650 N 1,150.00 __  Vacant lot v _ |
1 West 4th St. 4005- Gannon University 109 West Sixth St. Erie, PA 1650 X 1,290.00 Vacant Lot v _
47 West 4th St. 4005-2 Gannon University 109 West Sixth St. Erie, PA 16501 X 1,530.00 Vacant Lot v
145 West 4th St. 4005-213  Cannon Untversity 109 Weat Sixth St. Erie, PA 16501 X  $240,870.00 o M EX R-3
University Apsartments
43 West 4th St. 4005-212 Gannon University 1 West Sixth St. Erie, PA 16501 X 1,870.00 v v
17 West 4th St. 4005-207 Irland Beckman 3200 Lenox Rd.Ave. Atlanta, GA 30324 X 12,430.00 0 M 4 R-2__
01 West 4th St. 4005-205 Orthopaedic Assoc.Erie 406 Peach Street Exde, PA 507 X $107,980.00 0 M EX c-
18 Peach St. 4005-204 GCannon Unfversity 109 West Sixth St. Erie, PA 5 X 4,680.00 0 M EX IN:
420 Peach St. 4005-203 Shalkham ________ P.0, Box 147 Erie, PA 512 X 8,900.0 [ H 4 R-
424 Peach St. 4005-202 Walter Marquardt 338 State Street Erfie, PA 5 X 0, 950.0f 0 M c R~
102 West Sth St. 4005-200 Alfred Watson 30 East 4th Street Erie, PA 51 X 3,930.0 (4] M ¥ INS
110 Weat Sth St. 4005-23 Cannon _lmiversity 09 West Sixth St. Ecie, PA 50 X 0,720.0 0 M [ R-2
136 West 5th Sc. 4005-231 Cannon Unlversity 109 Weat Sixth St Erte, PA 16501 X $1,294,320.00 o H X R-3
Finegan Mall Pormitory
ig: :::t g:: g: 4005-230 Gannon University 109 West Sixth St. Erie, PA 16501 X $16,230.00 0 M G R-3
144 West 5th St. 4005-229 Gannon University 109 West Sixth St Erie, PA 16501 X $ 5,850.00 Vacant Lot v
146 West 5th st. p
148 u::: Seh f[' 4005-228 William Niggins 146 West Fifth St Erie, PA 16507 X $44,010.00 [ M EX c-2
| 152 West 5th St. 4005-227 A.J. Jasinski 152 West FLEth St. Erie, PA 6507 X +810.0 A A G R-1
56 West Sth St. 4005-226 Res,Harborcreek tlomes 205 West Ninth St Erie, PA 6501 X +570.0 4] W F R-3
| 160 West Sth St. 4005-224 Cannon University 109 West Sixth St. Erie, PA 6501 X 18,600.0 [¢] ¥ G R-2
1 Seasafras St. Peter Delio
419 Sassafras St. 4005-223 Marive Bank P.0. Box 8480 Brie, PA 16505 X $11,940.00 o s G R-2
415 Sassafras St. 4005-222 Donald Gunter 205 Short Street Exrie, PA 16507 X $ 5,400.00 4] M [4 R-2
4 Sagssafras St. 4005-221 Elizabeth Sanderson 413 Sassafras St. Erie, PA 16502 X $ 4,870.00 0 M [ R-1
BLOCK -~ 4005-200-236
CODES & TOTALS
TOTAL NUMBER OF PARCELS ... 24
BLDC. OCCUPANCY BUILDING MATERIAL LAND USE
V = Vacant = 1 A = Aluninum Siding « 1 Regidential ¥ =
0 = Occupted = 17 S = Shingle = 2 S Lommerclal PB = Public Bulldings = 0
W = Wood = 1 Rl = Single Family = 3 Cl = Retail = 0 sp
- - =
M = Masonry or Brick = 14 :g = ::“': Fmtnlly ; 7 C2 ~ Offices =~ 3 Semi-Public Buildings = 0
d artments =
BUILDING CONDITION (5 + Units) Institutional P = Parks & Recreation = 0
BX = - RA = Group Quarters = ¢ INS = 2
EX = Excellent = 5 U = ndeyeloped Land = 0
G = Good » 9 Mixed Use T T
F = Fair = 3 V = Vacant = 6
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BLOGK _4006-100-137
( ADDRESS INDEX RO. OWNER OWNER ADDRESS CITY/STATE z1p (] T A3SESSED OCCUPANCY BLDG. BLDG. LAND
VALUE MAT.  COND._ USE
153 West 3rd St.
155 West 3rd St. 4006-137 A.1. Gabatal 500 Masonic Bldg. Brie, PA 16501 X $ 6,1B0.00 0 A [« R-3
151 West 3rd Sc. 4006-116 Gannon University 109 West 6th St, Erie, PA 16501 X $ 1,370.00 Vacant Lot v
147 West 3rd St.  4006-115 Clavence Sallot ?.0. Box 1328 Houston, Tx 77001 X $5,900.00 ) ) P R-2
Lomas & Nettleton
'Z;H“:Z:fg‘:ds;; 4006-114 Hary Callahan 415 Chestnut St. Erfe, PA 16507 X §6,500.00 0 w I R-2
39 West 3rd St. 4006-113 Raymond Rovalasky 1617 Cole Drive Erle, PA 16510 X 3,870.00 [1] A G R-1
37 West 3rd St. 4006-112 Raymond Rovalasky 1617 Cole Drive Erie, PA 1651 X 5,880.00 0 ¥ P R-1
33 West Jrd St. 4006-111 Richard Ryan 2916 Colonia Avenve Erie, PA 1650 X 11,250.00 o __ L G R-1
127 West Jrd St 4006-110 Russell Groves 121 Hest 3ed St. Erie, PA 1650 X 6,700.00 0 v G R-1
. _ Raymond Ravalasky R
125 West Jrd St. 4006-109 Mutus)l Savings SLoan 121 West 26th St. Erie, PA 16508 X § 5,020.00 [ L P R-2
121 West 3rd St. 4006-108  Russel] Groves 121 Yest 3rd_St. Erie, PA 16507 X $ 5,150.00 0 ¥ G R-1
_ Raymond Ravalasky -
115 West 3rd St. 4006-107 Mutval Savings & Loan 121 West 26th St. Erie, PA 16508 X $ 7,440.00 a " R-2
_ Keuneth Berg i
113 West 3rd St. 4006-106 Lomas & Neteleton P.0, Box 1328 Houston, Tx 77001 X $ 7.770.00 [} W F R-2
_ Hary McKinney -
109 West 3rd Sr. 4006-105 Hutual Savings & Loan 12] West 26th St. Erie, PA 16508 X § 7.870.00 0 w ¥ R-3
_ Fred Wagner -
302 Peach St. 4006-104 Marquette Savings &Loan 920 Peach St. Erie, Ef Av<{§501 X $ 7,940.00 v w F R-2
Dennis Aerron
306 Peach St. 4006-103 | wette Savings sLoan 920 Peach St. Erie, PA 16501 X $ 6,800.00 [ A G R-1
4 Joseph Kirsch ~
312 Peach St. 4006-102 Workingmans Bldg. &Loan P.0. Box 29 Erle, PA 16512 X $ 7,980.00 0 A G R-2
316 pPeach St. 4006-101 Gerald Kessler 316 Peach St. Ecie, PA 16507 X $ 6,650.00 [ § G R-1
104 West 4th St. 4006-100 Raymand_Balch (Chambers) P.0. Bnx 8480 Erie, PA 16505 X $23,910.00 0 M ¢ c-1
Theodore Vesber
112 West 4th St. 4006-136 Colonisl Hotel Smithport,PA 16749 X $ 5,130.00 [ s G R-2
116 West 4th Sc. 4006-135 Joseph Maka 116 West 4th St. Erie, PA 16507 X $12,780.00 [+ W ¥ R-2
118 West 4th St. Mark Henry
120 West 4th St. 4006-~134 Union Bank P.0. Box 300 Erie, PA 16512 X $ 7,220.00 1} s F R-3
22 4t .
:“ :::: “:: gz 4006-133 Ronald Gerano 122 West 4th St. Erie, PA 16507 X $11,290.00 0 W F R-3
126 West 4th St. 4006-132 D.R. Lazzarin 3353 West Ridge Rd. Erie, PA 16506 x $17,170.00 [\] M G R-1
;gg 5::: 2z: g:: 4006-131 Lynnette Doyle 109 Sassafras St. Brie, PA 16507 Unimproved $ 1,730.00 Vacant Lot v
134 West 4th St. 4006-130 Lynnette Doyle 109 Sassafras St. Erie, PA 16507 X $ 5,920.00 v M 4 c-1
140 West 4th St.
| 136 west 4ch sc. 4006-129 Marril Bauman 140 West 4th St. Erte, PA 16507 X $43,760.00 0 S F c-1




148 Weet. 4th St. 4006-128 _John Charney 148 Weat 4th St “Eris, PA 16507 X § 6,890.00 0O__ W S
152 Weet: 4th St.
- Frie . Vaes s
150 West, 4th St. 6006-127 Ellen McCormick 918 Washington Place Exie, PA 16502 X $ 1,050.00 tacant lﬁ[ __V”ﬂA__va>~ N
:;2 o Z:: e 4006-126 Ellen McCormick 918 Wonldnatan Place  Erie, PA 16502 X $1,010.00 Vacant Lot v
162 West 4th St