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AGENDA
SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING

MONDAY, MARCH 22, 2010
(RESCHEDULED FROM MARCH 15, 2010)
7:00 P.M.
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL.- 45 LYON TERRACE
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT

Prayer

Pledge of Allegiance

Roll Call

MINUTES FOR APPROVAL:

Approval of City Council Minutes: February 16, 2010
COMMUNICATIONS TO BE REFERRED TO COMMITTEES:

Communication from Central Grants & Community Development re
Supplemental Information concerning Item 39-09, Program Year 36 Annual
Action Plan: CDBG, ESG, HOME, HOPWA, referred to Economic and
Community Development and Environment Committee.

Communication from OPED re Disposition of City Owned Properties by
Auction Sale to Abutter or Bridgeport Housing Authority and request for
Public Hearing Ordered concerning the same, referred to Economic and
Community Development and Environment Committee.

Communication from Mayor re Proposed Five-Year Capital Plan for fiscal
years 2011-2015, referred to Budget and Appropriations Committee.

Communication from OPED re Disposition of City Owned Property 751
Kossuth Street to The Boys and Girls Clubs of Bridgeport, Inc. (BGC),
referred to Economic and Community Development and Environment
Committee.

Communication from OPED re Disposition of City Owned Properties to
Habitat for Humanity, referred to Economic and Community Development
and Environment Committee.



of

Agenda

 Page 2

City Council Meeting
March 15, 2010 rescheduled to:
March 22, 2010 Special Meeting

48-09(a)

48-09(b)

*41-09

COMMUNICATIONS TO BE REFERRED TO COMMITTEES CONTINUED:

Communication from Neighborhood Revitalization re Approval of East Side
Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan Resolution, referred to Economic
and Community Development and Environment Committee.

Communication from Neighborhood Revitalization re Proposed amendment
to the Municipal Code of Ordinances to add new Chapter 8.77 East Side
Neighborhood Revitalization Zone, referred to Ordinance Committee.

MATTERS TO BE ACTED UPON (CONSENT CALENDAR):

Contracts Committee Report re Collective Bargaining Agreement with
Nurses Local 1199, July 1, 2008 thru June 30, 2012.



THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSONS HAVE REQUESTED PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE
CITY COUNCIL ON MONDAY, MARCH 15, 2010, AT 6:30 P.M., RESCHEDULED TO MARCH 22,
2010 AT 6:30 P.M., IN THE CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 45 LYON TERRACE,
BRIDGEPORT, CT.

NAME SUBJECT

Marilyn Moore Termination of Dr. Marian Evans
666 Cleveland Avenue
Bridgeport, CT 06604

Cecil C. Young Unethical tactics used by City Officials
99 Carroll Avenue
Bridgeport, CT 06607



CITY OF BRIDGEPORT
CITY COUNCIL
PUBLIC SPEAKING ‘
MARCH 22, 2010 =
ey
ATTENDANCE.: 130th - Susan Brannelly, Martin McCarthy .
131st — Denise Taylor-Moye
132nd — M. Evette Brantley, Robert Walsh
133rd - Thomas McCarthy, Howard Austin
134th - Michelle Lyons,
135th - Richard Bonney
137th - Manuel Ayala, Lydia Martinez
138th - Robert Curwen

139th — Andre Baker, James Holloway
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CALL TO ORDER
Council President McCarthy called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.-m.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERSONS HAVE REQUESTED PERMISSION TO
ADDRESS THE CITY COUNCIL ON MONDAY, MARCH 15, 2010, AT 6:30 P.M.
RESCHEDULED TO MARCH 22, 2010 AT 6:30 P.M., IN THE CITY COUNCIL
CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 45 LYON TERRACE, BRIDGEPORT, CT.

>

NAME SUBJECT
Marilyn Moore Termination of Dr. Marian Evans
666 Cleveland Avenue

Bridgeport, CT 06604

Ms. Marilyn Moore came forward and addressed the Council Members regarding her
concerns about the Mayor’s statements in the paper regarding Dr. Evans. Ms. Moore said
that she would like the Mayor to apologize and then went on to list a number of Dr.
Evans’ attributes and pointed out that she was a role model. Ms. Moore then turned in
copies of Chapter 2. 86 Social Services Commission from the Bridgeport Code of
Ordinances to Mr. White for distribution to the Council members.

Cecil C. Young Unethical tactics used by City Officials
99 Carroll Avenue
Bridgeport, CT 06607

Mr. Young came forward and said that there were unethical tactics used by the City
Officials who were spreading misinformation that he had resigned from his position

City Of Bridgeport
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Special Meeting
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rather than being terminated. He pointed out that all the Council Members were
Americans, regardless of their ethnicity. He then asked why the Council Members were
not responding to his issues.

Council President McCarthy announced that there was one additional speaker signed up.

Mr. Isa Mujahid came forward and said that he was present in support of the
reinstatement of Dr. Marian Evans as Director of the Health Department. He said that he
was a City employee and a resident. Mr. Mujahid then listed a number of Dr. Evan’s
attributes and pointed out that she was from Bridgeport and came back to Bridgeport to
work. Mr. Mujahid said that he worked at the Health Department and was very upset
when Dr. Evans announced that she had been terminated.

Council President McCarthy closed the public portion of the meeting at 6:53 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Sharon L. Soltes
Telesco Secretarial Services
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CITY OF BRIDGEPORT
CITY COUNCIL
SPECIAL MEETING
MARCH 22, 2010

CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Finch called the meeting to order at 7:05 p.m.
PRAYER
A short prayer was offered by one of the audience members.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Council Member Holloway led those present in the Pledge of Allegiance.
ROLL CALL
Ms. Hudson called the roll. The following Council Members were present:

130th - Susan Brannelly, Martin McCarthy
131st — Denise Taylor-Moye

132nd — M. Evette Brantley, Robert Walsh
133rd - Thomas McCarthy, Howard Austin
134th - Michelle Lyons,

135th - Richard Bonney

136th - Angel dePara

137th - Manuel Ayala, Lydia Martinez
138th - Robert Curwen,

139th —~ Andre Baker, James Holloway

Ms. Hudson stated that a quorum was present.
MINUTES FOR APPROVAL

Approval of City Council Minutes: February 16, 2010

** COUNCIL MEMBER BONNEY MOVED TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF
FEBRUARY 16, 2010.
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** COUNCIL MEMBER MCCARTHY SECONDED.
** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

COMMUNICATIONS TO BE REFERRED TO COMMITTEES

** COUNCIL MEMBER HOLLOWAY MOVED THAT THE FOLLOWING
COMMUNICATIONS TO BE REFERRED TO COMMITTEES:

39-09(S) COMMUNICATION FROM CENTRAL GRANTS & COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT RE SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION CONCERNING ITEM
39-09, PROGRAM YEAR 36 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN: CDBG, ESG, HOME,
HOPWA, REFERRED TO ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE.

44-09 COMMUNICATION FROM OPED RE DISPOSITION OF CITY
OWNED PROPERTIES BY AUCTION SALE TO ABUTTER OR BRIDGEPORT
HOUSING AUTHORITY AND REQUEST FOR PUBLIC HEARING ORDERED
CONCERNING THE SAME, REFERRED TO ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE.

45-09 COMMUNICATION FROM MAYOR RE PROPOSED FIVE-YEAR
CAPITAL PLAN FOR FISCAL YEARS 2011-2015, REFERRED TO BUDGET
AND APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE.

46-09 COMMUNICATION FROM OPED RE DISPOSITION OF CITY
OWNED PROPERTY 751 KOSSUTH STREET TO THE BOYS AND GIRLS
CLUBS OF BRIDGEPORT, INC. (BGC), REFERRED TO ECONOMIC AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE.

47-09 COMMUNICATION FROM OPED RE DISPOSITION OF CITY
OWNED PROPERTIES TO HABITAT FOR HUMANITY, REFERRED TO
ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT
COMMITTEE.

48-09(A) COMMUNICATION FROM NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION
RE APPROVAL OF EAST SIDE NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION ZONE
PLAN RESOLUTION, REFERRED TO ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE.

48-09(B) COMMUNICATION FROM NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION
RE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE MUNICIPAL CODE OF
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ORDINANCES TO ADD NEW CHAPTER 8.77 EAST SIDE NEIGHBORHOOD
REVITALIZATION ZONE, REFERRED TO ORDINANCE COMMITTEE.

** COUNCIL MEMBER DEPARA SECONDED.
** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

MATTERS TO BE ACTED UPON (CONSENT CALENDAR):

*41-09 CONTRACTS COMMITTEE REPORT RE COLLECTIVE
BARGAINING AGREEMENT WITH NURSES LOCAL 1199, JULY 1, 2008
THRU JUNE 30, 2012.

** A MOTION WAS MADE TO APPROVE THE CONSENT CALENDAR AS
PRESENTED.

** COUNCIL MEMBER CURWEN SECONDED.

** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Council President McCarthy said that Council Member Blunt had an accident was not
able to attend. Council Members Paoletta, Silva, and Vizzo Paniccia were not able to
attend due to conflict in scheduling.

Council Member Holloway asked Council President McCarthy about Council members
who have already had diversity training with the City having to repeat the training
Council President McCarthy said that it would be good to attend.

** COUNCIL MEMBER CURWEN MOVED TO SUSPEND THE RULE TO
REFER AN ITEM TO THE ECDCE COMMITTEE.

** COUNCIL MEMBER DEPARA SECONDED.

** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Council Member Curwen said that he would like to have a resolution referred to the
ECDCE Committee that would encourage everyone in Bridgeport to replace gas powered
lawn mowers with electric lawn mowers. It is being done in California. Council Member
Holloway asked if it would be applicable to just residential lawn mowers or also to
commercial mowers. Council Member Curwen said that there are electric commercial
mowers available.

** COUNCIL MEMBER BRANTLEY MOVED TO REFER THE ISSUE OF
ENCOURAGING EVERYONE IN BRIDGEPORT TO REPLACE GAS
POWERED LAWN MOWERS WITH ELECTRIC LAWN MOWERS TO THE
ECDCE COMMITTEE. (ITEM # 53-09)

** COUNCIL MEMBER DEPARA SECONDED.

** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
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Mayor Finch said that he had felt very proud as he watched the House of Representatives
pass the Health Care legislation the previous evening.

The Mayor then read a statement regarding the Chrome Engineering site and informed
those present that the EPA would be removing about 600 tons of heavy metal
contaminated soil. There will be approximately five men in white suits taking soil
samples. There will be additional truck traffic on the nearby streets. The removal of the
soil will take about a month. Mayor Finch said that the City had waited a long time for
this to be done.

Council President McCarthy said that he would like to acknowledge the presence of Ms.
Lubinacci and Ms. Petronelli, two of Bridgeport nurses, who were present in the
audience.

ADJOURNMENT

** COUNCIL MEMBER HOLLOWAY MOVED TO ADJOURN.
** COUNCIL MEMBER AUSTIN SECONDED.
** THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

The meeting adjourned at 7:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Sharon L. Soltes
Telesco Secretarial Services
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
DEPARTMENT OF CENTRAL GRANTS AND

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
999 Broad Street
Bridgeport, Connecticut 06604
Telephone (203) 332-5662

" Fax (203) 332-5657 ANDREW J. NUNN
COMM#39-09S Referred to ECD&E Committee on 3/15/10 GAO
BILL:),I(T;CH Carried over to Special Meeting on 372272010 g%i%\?jg}esi BEL
\oR Honorable Members of the Bridgeport City Council Deputy CAO of Central Grants

and Community Development

FROM: Alanna Cavanagh Kabel, W&’) e R

Deputy CAO for Central Grants & Community Development

RE: Program Year 36 Annual Action Plan:
Community Development Block Grant Program,
Emergency Shelter Grant Program,
Home Investments Partnerships Program,
Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS Program,

DATE: March 10, 2010

As a follow-up to my February 10" memo, attached please find Program Year 36 funding
recommendations for the upcoming fiscal year as approved by the Citizen’s Union. These:
recommendations are based upon the following estimated amounts of anticipated federal fundss

b i

134
Jme :2
Community Development Block Grant Program  $3,554,413 = oo
Emergency Shelter Grant Program $154,971 o 5 rg:
HOME Program $1,651,598 w ==
HOPWA Program $914,776 & gg
-n

The City began its citizen participation process for the PY36 Programs without its fina alloc’g\gﬁong’,
figures from HUD. HUD advised the City to use a 7% CDBG increase and the HOMHE, HOPWA and

ESG amounts identified above for planning purposes.

The City advertised the availability of funding on December 30, 2009 and January 7, 2010, conducted
two technical assistance workshops on January 21st and January 22™ and accepted applications
through February 12, 2010. The Citizens Union held Public Hearings on February 23 and February
24™ and began their deliberations on March 2nd and adopted the attached Proposed Plan on March 3,

2010.

The ECDE Committee of the City Council will conduct their Public Hearings on the Proposed Plan at
6PM on March 18, 2010 for City Departments and at 6PM on March 23™ (Applications #1-45) and at
6:30PM on March 25" (Applications #46-90) for Outside Agencies in the City Council Chambers,

City Hall, 45 Lyon Terrace.

Staff will be available at all upcoming meetings to answer any questions and to provide you with
additional information as it becomes available.

For your consideration, attached please find the revised resolution authorizing the approval of the
Program Year 36 Annual Action Plan. The City’s deadline for submittal to HUD is May 14, 2010.



Thank you for your consideration.

Cc: Adam Wood, Chief of Staff
Andrew Nunn, CAO
Kelly McDermott, Senior Manager
Tom White, Legislative Services




CONSOLIDATED PLAN 2008-2013
PROGRAM YEAR 36 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN:

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
EMERGENCY SHELTER GRANT PROGRAM
HOME PROGRAM
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH AIDS PROGRAM
DRAFT RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport, Connecticut is required to prepare and
submit to the U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development (HUD) a Five Year
(2008-2013) Consolidated Housing and Community Development Plan which presents a
vision statement of guidance, “to develop viable urban neighborhoods through the
comprehensive funding of programs that have the largest benefit to the City, and aid in
the provision of a suitable living environment and expanded economic opportunities
principally for low and moderate income persons”; and

WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport has developed its (2008-2013) Consolidated
Housing and Community Development Plan in accordance with HUD regulations and
through a collaborative process whereby it has established a unified vision for its
community development actions for the next five years; and

WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport has identified the following eight areas of the
City where slum and blight are to be addressed in accordance with the 2008-13
Consolidated Plan: Boston Avenue/Mill Hill; Downtown; East End; East Side;
Enterprise Zone; The Hollow; South End and the West Side/West End; and

WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport has also developed a proposed PY36 Annual
Action Plan and anticipates the following allocations of federal funds from the U.S.

Department of Housing & Urban Development for FY 2010-2011:

Community Development Block Grant Program  $3,554,413

Emergency Shelter Grant Program $154,971
HOME Program $1,651,598
HOPWA Program $914,776

WHEREAS, four Public Hearings were held, two by the Citizens’ Union on
February 23" and February 24th, and three by the Economic and Community
Development and Environment Committee of the City Council on March 18", March 23"
and March 25th, and a Draft Proposed Plan was developed and published for comment on
March 12, 2010 and the thirty-day comment period ended on April 16, 2010 and
citizen comments were received on the Draft Proposed Plan; and



WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Bridgeport accepts the PY36 Action
Plan (as attached) as part of the City’s 2008-2013 Consolidated Housing and Community
Development Plan in order for the City to apply for, and receive, funds under the
following four formula grant programs: Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Program; HOME Investment Partnerships (HOME) Program; the Emergency Shelter
Grant (ESG) Program and the Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)
Program; and

now, therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the Mayor of the City of Bridgeport and/or the designated
individual is hereby authorized and empowered to sign the required certifications and any
necessary documents and/or agreements required by the Secretary of the U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban Development to accept and execute the Community Development
Block Grant Program, Emergency Shelter Grant Program, HOME Program, Housing
Opportunities for Persons with Aids Program and to present to HUD for approval.



Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

| |

Year 36 _ A

*
Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations * PY33 Award _ PY34 Award | PY35 Award ; a“.““” d Citizen Union | MMN“.“WMMMM | I.MMHMNM\Q.\
, * W_ h ,, amnciwzmza ! :
vtw_._n wmm<_nmm B o w‘ “ i Hﬁ ‘ i ‘ o m . ,
15% Maximum of CDBG Allocation 2533,162 i | ) !
AHCoA (formerly Acorn) C - mo_ ) %0 mmw.ooo_ ) moﬁ M
ASPIRA . S7000  $7000  $7000  $24000 5,000
Barnum Museum Foundation Inc. , $0 mo_ $0! mum 000| S0
Bethel Recovery Center, General Operation vaom«mE T ,, ‘ \ ﬂ ‘ \“ mww 000 mom
Blessed Sacrament - Summer Camp ‘ - 1 mo B B m\m - wo mHmboo ‘ ‘ mom‘
Bpt Housing Authority, Summer Program FT wo, ‘ m.oV ‘ mE 4,000 $13,000! $0|
Bpt Housing Authority, Unique and Unified wo i ‘ mo ‘ mum‘omum : ©$20,000 m‘oJ
Bridgeport Community Landtrust ‘ : - wo : ‘ \mo - i\mol: - wpw Noo ‘ mo :
Bridgeport PAL ‘ | $12000, 312000 $12,000  $20000 10000 |
Bridgeport Tabernacle QER: ‘ ‘ ) “ ‘ \mIow\ \ \\\‘W@ f - wm ‘ m‘ww‘moo \ ‘ - ‘mo ‘
Bridgeport YMCA, Security System ﬁ $0 $0 $0 $8,630 s
Bridgeport YMCA, South End Community Center ‘ H mwo.\ooo mH\oloa o mww\omo - maw‘ooc ; SO ,
Burroughs Community Center ‘ - m\Q o mN,m‘co‘ ‘ ww,moo, N mp‘o,omq - mo;
Center for Women m.‘mm_‘:w‘:mm (new program qmncmmﬁv o 1 o mm, ‘ ‘ mo - m\mv o WNm 013 muobo‘o,
CG&CD, ACT Program Match _ ‘ mmm\mpm‘ - mHoo 000 o muoo omuo - mwm ooo mwaLmN o
Child Guidance Center - Imwnman E.B:«. Oc.:mmw:. A .wwbom.. . mm‘mmvol.l, o mmboo - mao\ooo - mo .
Child Guidance Center - SIHRY " s10000 10000, s10000]  $40000 58,000/
Children in Placement R m\o o $0 - S0 mmmim‘oo ‘ moA
City Lights, Public Art Program o mo ‘ wo mo mmc wmo mov
COB Dept on Aging, Senior Center Program _ mwwooo mw‘omo\oo mwa‘bﬁ_ ‘ mww ooof mwm\ooo,_v
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Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations

Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

T “ T T T _

Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations _ PY33 Award | PY34 Award | PY35 Award Year 36 | Q:”nﬂw“a: H ear 36 ECDE _ Final Council
| Requested Recommend , Recommend w Approval

COB Human Services, East Side mm:_oq Center P‘ommm..: mwowooom,i ) B mof i mm ‘ mm‘m oooi ] mof ) _

COB Human Services, East Side Senior Center Rental ” ‘mm@ooo mbo ooo ‘ mﬁw 000 ) $40, oooA mbo ooo

COB Human Services, Persons with Disabilities ! $25,000 $25,000 mmmboo mwm 886 mww 886,

COB Human Services, Veterans _u_‘o..m«mB - mwN,.oloo - ..meboo,,, . mwm .ooo - .mmw oooH wwm oo,ohv v

COB Human Services, Youth Service Bureau imnns mboooo N mbo ooo A . m»o,mun.vo! muo ooo, mao ocof

COB ONR, East End NRZ so| 1m,m“_, $5,000(  s1s, oo& ) s0l

COB Public Facilities, Mayor's Conservation Corps . o wo, ‘ ‘ _ ‘ mww 000 ‘ wpoo.oooq ‘ mmoh&nw

COB Public Facilities Parks & Rec - Senior Emm@_m ‘ ﬁ ‘ m& ) Mo__ ) mo m\H\m.oooW mow,

COB Social mm2.‘nmm~ Emergency Relocation and Rental P ‘mmw“@ow; mno ooQ mao\mo\o‘ $61,866 P, mk‘#obo‘oi4

Connecticut Legal Services » ‘ mw ) - m‘o% mpo\wom mwo‘oog mo,,

Divine Mortgage, Foreclosure prevention S0 $0. S0 $30,000! mo#

Fairfield 08 $0 N mo' 50 mpw‘oooh mG ooo_

FSW, Inc s sol Cs0l mwmmoo" B $25, oool ‘

GBAPP - Mi Casa - - $12,000/ ) ‘wo 0, 523400 s0|

Groundwork Bridgeport ) ] ) moﬁ ‘ \m\o ‘ mm ‘ mﬁ moo? m? moof |

Hall Neighborhood House - Elia Jackson Senior Center ! mww 000! mpm 000! $20,000 wwo oooA $12, oooﬂ

HEROS sl o T so|  s114833 50!

IDEA - Extended Day/Summer Camp ‘ mo _i ‘ ) moﬂ ‘ mo mwum ooow wo_l

La Casa del Inmigrante/House of the _._BBﬁ,«mE | B mol i Mo mw mwN moow. B mow :

North End Community Council o mof - m|o mo. . mmo ooo# B mol !

Operation Hope Lo %o 8o so  s1s28  so

Original Works Inc. H 84’ $0 mw 000 $35,000/ $20, ooom

Pivot Ministries, GED program ?mi program request) _ mo ‘mo mﬁ - ‘ mHm ‘moo# mm woo,

Playhouse on the Green, Community Theater M mo’ S0 mo_ mwo ooo' mo_
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Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations

Playhouse on the Green, Project ‘m_dma<<m<
Ralphola Taylor Community Center YMCA
RYASAP, Block by Block

RYASAP, Safe Asleep
m,n.x_m Cell
Southwestern AHEC, Give Kids a Smile

Southwestern AHEC, Youth Health Corps
The First Tee Program

The McGivney Community Center, Inc
United Cerebral Palsy, Montano Center
United Cerebral Palsy, Skyward Day Program
United no:mﬂmmm:o:m_ Church

Village Initiative Project College Prep
Witness Project of CT, Inc.

T

T T
{

| _ | 6
Y33 Award | PY34 Award  PY35 Award | Year36 A,D.:.Hnw.wa.oz | Year 36 ECDE | Final Council
i Requested Recommend , Recommend Approval
$0 $0] $10,000 $30,000 $20,000
 $15000  $10000]  $10,000,  $57,953! 1$10,000,
© s50000  $50000  &100000  $30,000] $10,000,
! . $10,000 (Not |
$25,000 mw\moom! Accepted) - 2000 mw.mbooﬁ
Cs0] s $5,000 $20,000 50,
so| s s  $5000 $5,000.
S0, $0| S0 $5,000 s0
sl g0/ s $15,0001 S oso
| $12000  $5000)  $5000  $12000 510,000, |
$0 $0| $0 $55,443 $0l
s0! o wo# ‘ Cso| 37,26 so| |
| s so s sso00l 50, |
U 50 4944 S0l $76500 50
“““ s s so| %5560, g |
;qo;rm . $2328178| 533,162 $0| $0
AL | | |

i
i
i
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Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

T

A _ m Year36 | w . .
Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations : PY33 Award A PY34 Award _ PY35 Award _ xMMNMMM d "D.=.~m= Union MMMMWW:MWM W IMMPMM“M\Q\
| |  Recommend m
HOUSING - - - o | |
Bpt Housing Authority, Environmental Rehabilitation b Emc - mo mQ‘ m,b_wboo mcw
CG&CD, Homeowner Rehab Program ; mwo\om0| B mmm‘omo mwmbmo m.mooboo . mo”
CG&CD, Housing Program Delivery $120000,  $136235  $136235|  $140,322|  $110,000
CG&CD, Lead Free Families Program mwmboo ‘ wNm‘moo - mwmﬁmawm - ﬂmwmboo - mmmbog ,.
COB Health Dept, Lead Poisoning Program . mewomo WWWNomo ‘ m»mw\ooo - mumm‘@om ‘ muww.omm,_
COB Housing Code, Enforcement ‘ eas6300]  $472000|  Sa72000  $150,087 $95,000|
COB ONR, Citywide NRZ Iocwm:m m::m:mmBmi 30@&3 o \mm ‘ ,mo - Wm mwwwboo ‘ moﬁ ‘
Marrakech Inc., East Main Street Project g - mo wo mo ) \mm\mﬁooo mow ,
Mutual Housing, Maplewood Court mo ‘ wo\ a ‘mwm.oom - mmobMo moA
Third Stone Ridge Cooperative | 50! 50 $115,855 mzoboo, mow A
HOUSINGSUBTOTAL | s19009]  $343,085 s0
PUBLIC FACILITIES/infrastructure M ‘ - , ) ] | ‘ _
ABCD - Freeman Homes ” ) ‘mo“ wog wo wwoooooﬁ . S0
Ark of Christ, Sprinkler System ‘ SO ] SO ‘ ‘ mm mww\bog wm.ooo
Bethel Recovery Center, Facility Repairs _ m\o mm m.o‘ ©$25000 ‘ S0
Bridgeport Community Landtrust, Urban Gardens mu..m:mnﬂu. . mHoHomo . mwoboo . -me:omuo w.HN‘ooo
Cardinal Sheehan Center, Building x.mvm.:m mo mmm\|oo|o| : mm . WNWwom_ . m.wm.mOm
COB Fire Dept, Fire Rescue Vehicle | ‘ ‘mm N \mo .‘ w\m ‘ mmmobooA - S0 |
COB Public Facilities - Tennis Court Improvements - S0 ‘ mo mm mwooooo‘ ‘ mumo.ooo |
|COB Public Facilities Parks & Rec, Adopt-a-Tree 0 Yy $35,000 1$35,000  $35,000, |
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Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

. T T !
i i Year36 ,.
, , : Year 36 , Year 36 ECDE | Final Council
Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations ‘ PY33 Award | PY34 Award | PY35 Award Citizen Union 7
‘ Requested Recommend ' Recommend | Approval
COB Public Facilities Parks & Rec - Public Park Improvements ” SO SO S0 $87,000 $50,000!
COB ONR, Public Facilities Enhancement Program $0 S0 S0 $1,062,700 $243,065!
COB ONR, NRZ Neighborhood Program $0 $0 50 $226,000 $40,000
Friends of the BPT Public Library - Reading Garden $0 S0 $0! $54,000 S0 _
Hall Neighborhood House - HVAC Unit $0 $0 $25,000 $20,000 $20,000
Hall Neighborhood House - Roof Replacement S0 S0 mo_ $20,000 $20,000
Liberation Programs, Roof Replacement S0 S0 SO $100,000 momh !
Regional Network of Programs Inc., Prospect House Sheiter . o o N S |
Bathroom Renovation mow $0 $25.000 mwnboo_ $19,160! |
Public Facilities Improvements SUBTOTAL, | | $2,913,605|  $626,130]
ANTI-BLIGHT / SLUM ELIMINATION | _, ,
i P f A T B H
D e L _ e |
COB OPED, Demolition | mo. mov 30 $750,000 $60,000
ek M . | |
i j i K
Anti-Blight SUBTOTAL | | $750,000/ $60,000' $oi $0
o T o : oo R - .
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ' | ,
. W A S
| | J
Community Capital Fund : $0 S0 S0 $250,000 $80,000 i
COB OPED, Storefront Improvement Program | S0 mom S0 $200,000 $100,000 ;
COB OPED, Business Development Fund - mof ‘ lm\o_ so| $500,000 $163,065 |
Economic Development SUBTOTAL W $950,000  $343,065 $0 | $0
- i | B R |
W | | i |

Page 5 of 9




Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations

Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

j | ﬁ aﬁ "
” | Ly | Year36 \our 36 ECDE | Final Council
Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations | PY33 Award | PY34 Award | PY35 Award | ear 36 | Citizen Union | e Counci
! | | ! Requested | Recommend = Approval
| , _ | Recommend :
.. - i L
PLANNING/ADMIN | V !
MAX=20% CDBG ALLOCATION : | _ Aﬁ
_ |
CoB CG/CD Administration : $672,915 $650,592| $662,739 $710,883 mmww.mwwm
- - = - . ~ — - - - B ——— S — _v —— PR g — e e P [R— ——— e - .t ]
COB ONR, NRZ Planning and Development Project ,, $57,000 mNo.ooo_ :
s e - e .- T - — = — — - - il e - -t t
COB ONR, Citywide NRZ Economic Enhancement & Training M i ,,
Programs | ” | $175,000/ $5,000] ,
. - R . o - - T T "
Planning/Admin SUBTOTAL ", ! mwaw.wwwm m:o.mww‘ $0 $0
e - - R - e , ,
w m W
SECTION 108 ,. , ;
; |
Section 108 Loan Repayments 59832720 083272  s985507] 5938106  $938,106 |
Section 108 SUBTOTAL: | f | $938,106  $938,106| $0| $0
T e - - - - i e Tt :
; |
- i _ . ” i
_ . M |
GRAND TOTAL CDBG| , , o : $0/ $0 .
. W ! A, i
o f o -l !
| | _ W |

Page 6 of 9




Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

EMERGENCY SHELTER GRANT
CANNOT EXCEED $154,971

ABCD - Emergency Energy Assistance

ABCD - Emergency mm:ﬁ.., >mw_mﬁm:nm

ABCD - St. Stephen's Food Pantry

Alpha Community mm_‘<._nmw ‘

Ark of Christ

Bethel Recovery Center

Blessed Sacrament - Nutritional Feeding Prgm
Bridgeport Tabernacle Church

Catholic Charities - Merton House

East End Community Council -EECC Program
Frank Habansky Food vm_i? Inc. - Black Rock FP
GBAPP - ESG

Healing Tree Kings Pantry

La Casa del Inmigrante/House of the Immigrant
Mt. Aery Development Corp ‘
North End Community Council - Food Bank
Refocus Ministries, Support mm_‘.Snmw

Regional Network of Programs Inc.

United Congregational Church
CG&CD, Administration

Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations ! PY33 Award m

COB Human Services, Veterans _u._mm.gzz Food Pantry
$25,000
15000
$11,000]
 $28,234]
B o ‘
%0
$0
S0
 $5,000
$10,000
 $9,000
Y

PY34 Award

T

.

I

PY35 Award

|
|
|

$39,968

$29,986

$14,990

$40,206

$10,000
%0
$14,990
$15,000]
- $14,990|
' $10,000
$14,990|
30

S0
S0
$8,000
$15,000
$7,233

Requested

v T

Year36 | %3 vyear36 £cDE |
i Citizen Union | ;
% Recommend Recommend
el mm\ooou
~$70,0000  $20,000 |
© $50,000  $20,000] |
640,000 $10,000
1$50,0000  $20,000] W
8300000 S0
$30,000! $5,000]
‘ww‘mboo $5,000 ‘
458,800  $5,000] ,
om0 ssoo0
$39,0000  $5,000 ‘
©$9,2000  $5,000
iw‘w‘w.wuﬁ mwo‘ooo.
1$30,000 $10, 000
815,617 $5,000
| $168,504| $7,971
wlp.o:ooo e mWo.oo:
310000 so|
$54,403 $0]
520,000 $5,000]
$7,5000  $7,000

Page 7 of 9

Final Council




Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

' I T T T
| ﬁ i Year36 | |
Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations ” PY33 Award | PY34 Award | PY35 Award | aM\M“MMM J AQ.QNma Union wﬂmmﬂn. w:m MMWM _ I.“MV MMWMM:
m ! : v Recommend |
o ! o s193.861)  $154,971 $0 so
CANNOT EXCEED $914,776 | W ” !
_ ‘ S - k |
AIDS Project Danbury 590,097 $60,097|  $66,642]  $114,001]  $100,000, m
Alpha Community Services L1 s17742  $352000  $35,200
Ark of Christ _ 50 s s $25000 o
Bethel Recovery Center M - wo T mo m,oA mamboo wo ‘
Catholic Charities - Scattered Site Housing o . _ ‘ mwﬁ\hmw - mwﬁwuaw m‘N‘Hm‘wmw\ mw‘ooboo_
Mid Fairfield AIDS Project [ | $122408|  $130,194]  $139,000]  $139,000]
Refocus Ministries A,\ ) Wwomwﬂm , mm,m.‘mx.m..\ ,‘ imww.mwj w‘w‘m‘www\‘ ‘
Regional Network of Programs Inc. i | $81035|  $105345 130,634  $128.912
St. Luke's Community Services 1 s1e5101  $182,968)  $218,882)  $200,000
CG&CD, Administration ﬁ , ‘ mww.bmoi‘ B mNm\.mHtm,  $26,387 mm@wmw :
.m.ﬁ‘u.-ﬁrw o ,7 - . ( $1,031,844 $914,776 $0 ! mo‘
HOME ALLOCATION PLAN - ﬁ o ‘ , o - o ‘ m . ‘
CANNOT EXCEED $1,651,598 L W | |
| |
paminstaton (1079 e I “
DUNA Payment Assistance T , B o N .mmoobooﬁ ~$500,000| N
Home Ownership Production 1 ‘ Mmmm.oo‘oﬁ B mwm@ooo .
Rental Production ‘ o N ‘ . $636,438]  $636,438 ;
Home Allocation - SUBTOTAL ] $1,651,598]  $1,651,598] S0/ S0
Estimated Program Income (sales of ACAPs Cliffton, hm“qsmw“o‘wn_‘._‘mmawzm_‘_i “ ‘ ﬁ ‘ N mMmmb\Aw_ .‘ wm‘mm‘buw‘u ‘ $0
Page 8 of 9




Program Year 36 Funding Requests and Allocations
Department of Central Grants and Community Development

Updated - Citizen's Union Deliberations
March 2, 2010 and March 3, 2010

,
Year36 | :
Year 36 €ar3% | vear 36 ECDE | Final Council

1
|
Citizen Union _
i Requested o nt Recommend | Approval
I
_
-
|

Program Year 36 Funding Requests and allocations | PY33 Award l PY34 Award | PY35 Award

i
i

i W Recommend f

e

i
|

Home Program TOTAL M mw.mw@mﬁ,_ mm.mu@mbi mo_

Page 9 of 9




City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
OFFICE OFPLANNING & ECONOMICDEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT OF CITYPLANNING
999 BROAD STREET
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604
TELEPHONE: (203) 576-7221

FAX: (203)332-5611
BILL FINCH DONALD C. EVERSLEY
Mayor Director of
' . : Planning and
COMM#44-09 Referred to ECD&E Committee on 3/15/10 (Cancelled) EconomicDegvelopment

Carried over to Special Meeting on 3/22/2010
' v MICHAEL P. NIDOH
Director of Planning

City Clerk .
45 Lyons Terrace
Bridgeport, CT 06605 ‘
-
February 26, 2010 f“;: o o
o F 3
Re: A Resolution Concerning Disposition of City Owned Property by Am ition ’ta om
process. Ordering a Public Hearing Relative to the Same e ¥-) 5 o
b oz o<
Dear City Clerk: x o Sgg
I
«
™

The City of Bridgeport is preparing to dispose of the following thirteenth prope ies, ap
listed below. The Planning & Zoning Commission gave its approval for such disposition
at its meeting of November 30, 2009. The City Hall Committee gave its approval on
February 4, 2010. The properties include are most of which are severely bighted and
deteriorated or consists of vacant lots, both buildable and non-buildable, on properties
that at one time or another have had accumulations of rubbish and debris, fire damage,
building and fire code violations and the continuance of various neighborhood nuisances;

as follows:

Disposition of City-Owned Parcels by auction or sale to
Abutter or to Housing Authority of the City of

Bridgeport
NUMBER ADDRESS HOUSE TYPE Block/Lot Recommendation

115 | Dodd Avenue Lot 2737-1B_ Sell

&0 | Gilmore Srest Lot 847-2A Sell

S48 | Cloverhiil Shest Lot 2797-45 Sell

2 | A 2-Fam 635-19 Sell

Las Avenuy Lot 1809-05 Sell

i1 | e Lot 2741-14 Sell
AR Lot 1059-14 Sell

£45 | Caivoll Bureet 1-Fam 633-37 Sell
267 | Jemes Stiget Lot 1036-15 Sell




NUMBER ADDRESS HOUSE TYPE Block/Lot Recommendation

168 | Andover Stest Lot 308-36 Sell
157 | Andovey Sireel Lot 308-28 Sell
3G6 | Albion & Lot 308-28 Seli
2032 | Hewitl Bireatl Lot 714-06 Sell

Attached, please find individual parcel locator maps and parcel data sheets for all of these
disposition parcels, and a resolution to effectuate the sale that requires Council approval.

Since there is a requirement that a Public Hearing be conducted by the Legislative body
of the City of Bridgeport prior to any vote to approve or disapprove the sale, disposition
or transfer of real property owned by the municipality; and since the City Clerk shall
cause notice of such public hearing to be published in an newspaper of general
circulation, and order the posting of the property in conformance with the City Ordinance
and State Statute, I have attached a Resolution for your referral.

Thank You.

Senior Economic Development Associate

CC: Mayor Finch
Andrew Nunn, CAO
D. Eversley, Director OPED
Edward Lavernoich, OPED
Alanna C. Kabel, DCAO
Atty. R. Liskov, City Attorney



WHEREAS, over time by foreclosure and other conveyances, a substantial
amount of property has come to ownership of the City of Bridgeport, most of which is
severely bighted and deteriorated or consists of vacant lots, both buildable and non-
buildable, on properties that at one time or another have had accumulations of rubbish
and debris, fire damaged, building and fire code violations and the continuance of various
neighborhood nuisances; and

WHEREAS, the Bridgeport City Council has the legal authority to dispose of
city-owned property; and these listed properties were approved for disposition by the City
Planning and Zoning Commission on November 30, 2009; and subsequently approved for
disposition by City Hall Committee on February 04, 2010 and,

WHEREAS, it is essential that the sale of city —owned property adhere to a
transparent and open process for all residents and businesses to participate, wherein a
public auction for some buildable properties is the best way to achieve those means; and

WHEREAS, certain city-owned property is located between two abutting
property owners and located on small silvers or non-buildable lots, of which the best use
of such parcels would be to transfer the abutting property owner for the highest offer,
increasing their land size while returning to the tax roles and decreasing the City’s
responsibility in maintaining said parcels; and

WHEREAS, it is important that prior to the locally advertised public auction,
permission to sell upfront such city-owned properties to the highest and best offer; and
should said property not close within the time set by auction guidelines, said property
shall be offered to the next highest and best offer for a swift transaction; NOW,
THEREFORE BE IT

RESOLVED, that the City Council authorizes the Mayor and/or the Director of
OPED to execute any contracts or agreements, or to take any other such necessary actions
consistent with and to effectuate the purposes of this resolution said authorization
conditional upon the contingency that all abutting property owners be notified of the
potential sale or auction of this property by certified mail:



(1) Offer the following properties to members of the community through a
transparent public auction process, accepting the highest and best price for each
property at the following locations;

Disposition of City-Owned Parcels by auction or sale to
Abutter or to Housing Authority of the City of Bridgeport

HOUSE
NUMBER ADDRESS TYPE Block/Lot | Recommendation
16 | Dodd Avenue Lot 2737-1B Sell
¢80 | Gilmore Strest Lot 847-2A Sell
218 | Cloverhill Street Lot 2797-45 Sell
528 | Hollister Avenue 2-Fam 635-19 Sell
Lot 1809-05 Sell
Lot 2741-14 Sell
Lot 1059-14 Sell
. : : 1-Fam 633-37 Sell
267 | Jdames Sbest Lot 1036-15 Sell
: HOUSE
NUMBER ADDRESS TYPE Block/Lot | Recommendation
145 | Andover Blresl Lot 308-36 Sell
117 | Andover Street Lot 308-28 Seli
306 | Albion Strest Lot 308-28 Sell
202 | Hewitt Streat Lot 714-06 Sell

Attached please find individual parcel locator maps and parcel data sheets for all of these
disposition parcels.



_Print Summary

Parcel Value
Iltem
improvements
Land

Total:

Owner of Record

HAZARD RUSSELL C

Ownership History

Owner Name
HAZARD RUSSELL C

Land Use
Land Use Code
100

Land Line Valuation
Size
0.11 AC

Construction Detail
Building # 1
STYLE Vacant Land

Building Valuation
Living Area: 0 square feet

MBLU : 75/2737/1/B//

Location: 115 DODD AV

Owner Name: HAZARD RUSSELL C

Account Number: RH-0033000
Assessed Value
0
34,270
34,270
Book/Page Sale Date
1296/ 340 9/30/1964
Land Use Description
Vac Res Land
Zone Assessed Value
RA 34,270
Year Built:

. I T Y s o U Sy o g pu, B BY A 1 ]

Page 1 of 2
Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

Sale Price
0

10/1/2009



.

_ Print Summary Page 2 of 2

Extra Features
Code ) Description Units
No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings

Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

Building Sketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=31503 10/1/2009
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Parcel ID :

GISID:

Owner Name :
Property Location :
Co-Owner :

Owner Addr :
Owner City :
Account :

Land Area (Acres) :
Land Value :
Building Value :
Total Value :

Land Use :

Style :

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths :

Year Built :
Living Area :
Last Sale Date :
Last Sale Price :
Qualified Sale? :
Book/Page :

0847--02A----=-

847-2A

IGLESIA DE CRISTO INC
90 GILMORE ST #92

240 HAMILTON ST
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06608
R--0099900
0.07472452

$7,920

$0

$7,920

Religious Lnd

N/A

4/18/2006
$0

U

6928/ 176

View On-Line Vision Property Assessment Record

View LOCAL LIVE Bird's Eye Imagery

http://gis.cdm.com/BridgeportCT/account_rpt_print.asp

10/27/2009
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e,

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology
MBLU : 83/ 2797/ 45/ 1]/

Location: 216 CLOVERHILL AV
Owner Name: PACIFIC MANAGEMENT LLC

Account Number: R+-0000180

Parcel Value

ltem Assessed Value
improvements 0
Land 46,330
Total: 46,330

Owner of Record

PACIFIC MANAGEMENT LLC

Ownership History

Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date Sale Price
PACIFIC MANAGEMENT LLC 5067/ 181 10/17/2002 11,000

NATIONAL TAX ASSISTANCE CORP 5057/ 280 10/7/12002 0

Land Use
Land Use Code Land Use Description
100 Vac Res Land

Land Line Valuation
Size Zone Assessed Value
0.24 AC 46,330

Construction Detail
Building # 1
STYLE Vacant Land

Building V aluation
Living Area: 0 square feet Year Built:

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=33121 9/21/2009



P e et

e ouaary

Extra Features
Code Description Units

No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings

Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

Building Sketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=33121 9/21/2009
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Print Summary

Parcel Value
Item

Improvements
Land
Total:

Owner of Record

QUINTO VINCENT

Ownership History
Owner Name
QUINTO VINCENT

Land Use
Land Use Code
102

L.and Line Valuation
Size
0.30 AC

Zone
RBB

Construction Detail
Building # 1

STYLE Two Family
Exterior Wall 1: Clapboard
Interior Wall 1: Plaster
Heat Type: Forced Air
Total Full Baths 2
Fireplaces 0

Building Valuation
Living Area: 2,388 square feet

MBLU :

Location:

Owner Name:

Account Number:

Assessed Value

97,850
35,260
133,410

Book/Page
5577/ 1

Land Use Description
Two Family

Stories: 2.25

Roof Structure: Gable
Interior Fir 1: Hardwood
AC Type: None

Total Half Baths 0
Bsmt Garages 0

38/ 635/ 19/ /1

Page 1 of 2
Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

329 HOLLISTER AV

QUINTO VINCENT

RA-0013088

Sale Date

11/21/2003

Sale Price
0

Assessed Value

35,260

Occupancy: 2

Roof Cover: Asphait Shingl
Heat Fuel: Gas

Total Bedrooms 4

Total Rooms 10

Year Built: 1897

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=4108

10/14/2009



L1t Oualy rage L o1«

Extra Features
Code . Description Units
No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings
Code Description Units
GAR1 Garage 270 SF

Building Sketch

Subarea Summary

Code Description Gross Area Living Area
BAS First Floor 959 959

BSM Basement 679 0

CRL Craw! Space 280 0

EAF Fin Expansion Attic 679 509

FOP Open Porch 185 0

FUS Finished Upper Story 920 920

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=4108 10/14/2009



_Print Summary Page 2 012

Extra Features
Code o ‘Description Units
No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings
Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

Building Sketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

httn-//data vicionannraisal com/BrideenortCT/orint.asp ?70id=7066 10/1/2009



Map Output Page 1 of 1
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4 ddaze LJU.LA.LLLALLAJ

Parcel Value
item

improvements
Land
Totat:

Owner of Record

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

Ownership History
Owner Name
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

Land Use
Land Use Code
921

Land Line Vaiuation
Size
0.07 AC

Construction Detail
Building # 1
STYLE Vacant Land

Building V aluation
Living Area: 0 square feet

MBLU :
Location:
Owner Name:

Account Number:

Assessed Value
250

18,720

19,970

Book/Page
0/0

Land Use Description
Mun Lnd Res

Zone
RC

20/ 1181/ 3111/

33 LEE AV #35

BRIDGEFORT CITY OF

EB-0011000

Saie Date

Assessed Value
19,720

Year Built:

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp ?pid=8772

rage | o1 2

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

Sale Price
0

9/9/2009



4oiidt vunualy

Extra Features
Code Description

No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings
Code Description
FN1 Fence, Chain

Building S ketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp7pid=8772

Units

Units
64 LF

Page 2 of 2

9/9/7000
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PARCEL SUMMARY (MBLU : 74/ 2741/ 14// /; Location:311 PITT ST)

Parcel Value

ftem :- Assessed Value
Improvements i 0
land 4,280
Total: ’ 4,280

& Owner of Record

SUSARA THADDEUS & MARIACYD V

-~ !,,»

[

Ownership History

Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date
SUSARA THADDEUS & MARIA CYD V 7897/ 203 9/22/2008
VINARAO MAURO J 7897/ 200 9/22/2008
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF 7601/ 139 8/16/2007
DOW ROBERT L 1529/1067 3/4/1975
w Land Use (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

Land Use Code Land Use Description

921 Mun Lnd Res

ERA

Land Line Valuation

Size Zone Assessed Value
0.11 AC RA 4,280

E Construction Detail
tem Value
STYLE Vacant Land

Tnttom s Il mbm <rmenmemmsvtnvrnronnl ~rnrn ReriAdoanaril " T/nnrrnal normDniA—21 8774

311 PITT ST
% AT
. MBLU : 7412741/ 14/ 1]
Location: 311 PITT ST
Owner Name: SUSARA THADDEUS & MARIA CYD V
Account Number: RD-0155980

Sale Price

Page 1 of 2

7,000

1N INNANO



R

PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 74/ 2741/ 14/ / /; Location:311 PITT ST) Page 2 of 2

d Building Valuation

. \

Item Value

Living Area 0 square feet
Year Built

NE\ Outbuild INGS (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

X! Extra Features (ciick here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units
No Extra Building Features

el Bu1|d|ng Sketch (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Vacant Land, No Sketch

Online Database for Bridgeport, CT Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

htne//data vicionanoraisal.com/BrideeportCT/parcel.asp?pid=31576 10/21/2009



Map Output

Page 1 of 1

‘August 10,2007
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Parcel ID .

GIS D :

Owner Name :
Property Location :

1059--14-------
1059-14

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

129 WASHINGTON TR #131

Co-Owner :

Owner Addr : 45 LYON TER
Owner City : BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
Account : E--0008780
Land Area (Acres) : 0.14343434
Land Value : $29,040
Building Value : $0

Total Value : $29,040
Land Use : Mun Lnd Res
Style :

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths : N/A

Year Built :

Living Area :

Last Sale Date : 8/30/2002
Last Sale Price : $0

Qualified Sale? : U

Book/Page : 5019/ 266

View On-Line Vision Property Assessment Record

View LOCAL LIVE Bird's Eye Imagery

http://gis.cdm.com/BridgeportCT/account_rpt_print.asp ' 10/29/2009



129 WASHINGTON TR #131

vy MBLU :

Location:

Owner Name:

Click to enilarge

SEARCH FOR SIMILAR
SaLe ProperTiES

Parcel Value

Item Assessed Value

Improvements C
Land 29,040
Total: 29,040
g Owner of Record

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

== Ownership History
Owner Name
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

Account Number:

34/ 1059/ 14/ 11
129 WASHINGTON TR #131
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

E--0008780

Sale Date
8/30/2002

=% |.and USE (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

Land Use Code Land Use Description
921 Mun Lnd Res

o Land Line Valuation

Zone
0.14 AC RB

Construction Detail

Item Value
STYLE Vacant Land

Assessed Value

29,040

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/parcel.asp?pid=7533

Sale Price

10/29/2009



@ Building Valuation

ltem Value
Living Area 0 square feet
Year Built

@ Outbuildings (ciick here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

:
i

@ Extra Features (ciick here for a list of codes and descriptions)

Code Description Units

No Extra Building Features

P
Bqulng Sketch (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Vacant Land, No Sketch

Online Database for Bridgeport, CT Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/parcel.asp?pid=7533

10/29/2009
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
Geographic Information System
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The City of Bridgeport does not warrant the accuracy of the information contained
herein nor is it responsible for any errors or omissions, accuracy, timeliness, or completer
of any of the information provided herein. The City of Bridgeport assumes no liability for its
availability, or compatibility with users' software or computers. The City of Bridgeport expli
disclaims any representations and warranties including, without limitation, the implied warre
of r‘rt\ﬁr&antabiﬁty and fitness for a particular purpose. The City of Bridgeport also shall ass
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CILy 06 Briageport, Lonmecucul, KXCport Frier rrienaly rage

Parcel ID : 0633--37--~----
GISID: 633-37

Owner Name : CASON JOHN W
Property Location : 415 CARROLL AV
Co-Owner :

Owner Addr : PO BOX 9291
Owner City : BRIDGEPORT, CT 06601-9291
Account : RC-0008605
Land Area (Acres) : 0.11983471

Land Value : $30,840

Building Value : $66,470

Total Value : $97,310

Land Use : Single Family
Style : Colonial

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths :

6 rooms/3 bdrms/1 baths

Year Built : 1882

Living Area : 1201

Last Sale Date : 12/21/1993
Last Sale Price : $12,000
Quaiified Sale? : U
Book/Page : 3204/ 178

rdage 1 ui

View On-Line Vision Property Assessment Record

View LOCAL LIVE Bird's Eye Imagery

http://gis.cdm.com/BridgeportCT/account_rpt_print.asp 10/2/2009



PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU @ 38/ 633/ 37// 1/, Location:41> CAKKULL AV)

MBLU : 38/633/37/1/
Location: 415 CARROLL AV
Owner Name: CASON JOHN W
Account Number: RC-0008605

Click to enlarge

E
SEAF?.(‘;H FOR S!Mi [ AP}V
SALE’ PR{?E-’[—;R“I‘ its

BLE Parcel Value

Item Assessed Value
improvements 66,470
Land 30,840
Total: 97,310

Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date

GASON JOHN W 3204/ 178 1212111983
PEOPLES BANK 2897/ 32 4/26/1991
BAILEY TREVOR ANTHONY EST 2731/ 82 11/3/1989

on Land Use (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Land Use Code Land Use Description
101 Single Family

Size Zone Assessed Vaiue
0.12 AC RBB 30,840

W Construction Detail
ltem Value
STYLE Colonial

Wit //Aata vicianannratcal com/RridoanartC T /marcel acn?niA=4027

rage 1 ol

Sale Price

1

10/2/2000
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4 lal ouunlialy

Parcel Vaiue
Item

improvements
Land
Total:

Owner of Record

LINTON JOSEPH EST (MAMIE

MBLU :

Location:

Owner Name:

Account Number:

Assessed Value
0

16,490

16,490

LINTON EXEC) & GEORGIE CURETON

Ownership History

Owner Name

LINTON JOSEPH EST (MAMIE

LINTON JOSEPH EST
LINTON JOSEPH EST

Land Use
Land Use Code
100

Land Line Valuation
Size
0.06 AC

Construction Detail
Building # 1
STYLE Vacant Land

Building V aluation
Living Area: 0 square feet

Book/Page
3649/ 72
3285/ 122
3084/ 170

Land Use Description
Vac Res Land

2one
RC

34/ 1036/ 15/ 1/
267 JAMES ST
LINTON JOSEPH EST (MAMIE

RL-0078700

Sale Date
12/11/1996
7/8/1994
1/7/1993

Assessed Value
16,490

Year Built:

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=7066

Sale Price
0
0
0

Page 1 of 2

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technoiogy

9/9/2009



4 Lsmav osadigiall Y

Page 2 of 2

Extra Features
Code Description

Units
No Extra Building Features
Outbuildings
Code Description Units

No Outbuiidings

Building S ketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=7066 9/9/2009
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Ci\‘cy of Bridgeport, Connecticut: Report Printer Friendly Page

Parcel ID :

GISID:

Owner Name :
Property Location :
Co-Owner :

Owner Addr :
Owner City :
Account :

Land Area (Acres) :
L.and Value :
Building Value :
Total Value :

Land Use :

Style :

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths :
Year Built :

Living Area :

l.ast Sale Date :
Last Sale Price :
Qualified Sale? :
Book/Page :

0308--28-------
308-28

CITY OF BRIDGEPORT-FORECLOSURE

117 ANDOVER ST

EXEMPT PARCEL N/A
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
EA-0000091
0.09182736

$48,560

$0

$48,560

Mun Lnd Com

N/A

8/24/1978
$0

U

1589/ 542

View On-Line Vision Property Assessment Record

S 1 aaNtT

View LOCAL LIVE Bird's Eye Imagery

Page 1 of 1
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. Geographic Information System
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PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 28/ //; Location:117 ANDOVER ST) Page 1 of 2

117 ANDOVER ST
7 MBLU : 19/ 308/ 28/ //
Location: 117 ANDOVER ST
Owner Name: CITY OF BRIDGEPORT-FORECLOSURE
Account Number: EA-0000091

:?""; ERE ),‘ - ( 3 ‘ NI )
Click to enlarge

SEARCH FOR SiMILAR]
SaLe ProperTIES |

2% Parcel Value

Assessed Value

Improvements 0
Land 48,560
Total: 48,560

Owner of Record

CITY OF BRIDGEPORT-FORECLOSURE

M Ownership History
Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date Sale Price
CITY OF BRIDGEPORT-FORECLOSURE 1589/ 542 8/24/1978

A58y Land USe (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Land Use Code Land Use Description
920 Mun Lnd Com

M«..,a Land Line Valuation

| i oo

Size Zone Assessed Value

0.08 AC 1L 48,560

Value
Vacant Land




PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 28/ / /; Location:117 ANDOVER ST)

&
@ Building Valuation

ltem Value
Living Area 0 square feet
Year Built

deé Description Units
No Outbuildings

L -
ﬁ Outbuﬂdmgs (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

.
N Extra Features (ciick here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units

No Extra Building Features

y-
7\ ] o
BUI'dlng Sketch (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

Vacant Land, No Sketch

Online Database for Bridgeport, CT Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

PR TR Y 2 » YR DY ala o U Y o FHRI Pte -k I ¢

Page 2 of 2
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut: Report Printer Friendly Page

Parcel ID :

GISID :

Owner Name :
Property Location :
Co-Owner :

Owner Addr :
Owner City :
Account :

Land Area (Acres) :
Land Value :
Building Value :
Total Value :

Land Use :

Style :

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths :
Year Built :

Living Area :

Last Sale Date :
Last Sale Price :
Qualified Sale? :
Book/Page :

0308--36-------
308-36

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF
145 ANDOVER ST #151

EXEMPT PARCEL N/A
BRIDGEPORT, CT 00000
EB-0000101

0.09182736

$48,560

$0

$48,560

Mun Lnd Com

N/A

2/27/1985
$0

U

1851/ 114

View On-Line Vision Property Assessment Record

View LOCAL LIVE Bird's Eye Imagery

htnm//aote cdm conm/Rridaenantrt T /acrcanint vt vrint acn

Page 1 of 1

AANINTN
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PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 36/ / /; Location:145 ANDOVER ST #151) Page 1 of 2

ANDOVER ST #151
\ B wBLU: 19/ 308/ 36/ /1
Location: 145 ANDOVER ST #151
Owner Name: BRIDGEPORT CITY OF
Account Number; EB-0000101
‘Click to enlarge
SEARCH FOR SIMILAR]
SaLe PROPERTIES
ltem Assessed Value
Improvements 0
Land 48,560
Total: 48,560
=2 Owner of Record
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF
. 2 Ownership History
Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date Sale Price
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF 1851/ 114 2/27/1985

Sy Land Use (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Land Use Code Land Use Description
920 Mun Lnd Com

wwz Land Line Valuation
Size Zone Assessed Value
0.09 AC LI 48,560

ﬁ\l Construction Detail
item Value
STYLE Vacant Land




PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 36/ //; Location:145 ANDOVER ST #151)

Building Valuation

”I!tem Value
Living Area 0 square feet
Year Built

xR Outbundings (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

dee Description Units

No Outbuildings

Extra Features (ciick here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units
No Extra Building Features

A o
Bwldlng Sketch (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

Vacant Land, No Sketch

Online Database for Bridgeport, CT Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

T DAt I T rarnal acrn?ntA=287A

4 . R

Page 2 of 2
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut: Report Printer Friendly Page

Parcel ID :

GISID:

Owner Name :
Property Location :
Co-Owner :

Owner Addr :
Owner City :
Account :

Land Area (Acres) :
Land Vaiue :
Building Value :
Total Value :

Land Use :

Style:

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths :

Year Built :
Living Area :
l.ast Sale Date :
l.ast Sale Price :
Qualified Sale? :
Book/Page :

0308--07-------
308-7

CITY OF BRIDGEPORT
94 ALBION ST

45 LYON TERRACE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
RG-0019240
0.09182736
$48,560

$38,860

$87,420

Retail

Store

N/A

1950

6/26/2009
$56,263

U

8046/ 206

View On-Line Vision Property Assessment Record

View LOCAL LIVE Bird's Eye imagery

Page 1 of 1

~ i AN O



2050

2060 , 2033
/ S 665
L S 2045
7> SN 431
SN R
P ? é’Y‘ {J. e ) ~, 5 645 \\\ ‘- .
N -~ .
[-+] e \ . ;
8 ‘. _ . - . 365
v w3 Y, o
- /I/O &
2075 &6\
g 2091 .
}
2o J
146 ’
2093 $ . :
W0 . - 585 N
& . ‘ R
> . <
134 N )
A &
N N
&
“ o . y %,
2115 . . &
i Q) o
/ N ¥ - A4
Ay ' o . . A ‘
2. i Q¥ N ‘
e N N
F
&
Q’Q
46
55
N
\__‘ * \\
2145 SN R
NN .
.
;e 1059
' < 1109
e
S P
N The City of Bridgeport does not warrant the accuracy of the information contained
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PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 7///; Location:94 ALBION ST) Page 1 of 3

94 ALBION ST

i d MBLU : 191308/ 7/ 1/
Location: 94 ALBION ST
Owner Name: GARCIA CARLOS M JR
Account Number: RG-0019240

Click to enlarge

SEARCH FOR SIMILAR|
~ SALE ProperTiES |

Item Assessed Value

Improvements 38,860
Land 48,560
Total: 87,420

j Owner of Record

= 8 Ownership History
Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date Sale Price
GARCIA CARLOS M JR 1583/ 490 5/31/1978

ety Land USe (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

Land Use Code Land Use Description
217 Retail

i.mm Land Line Valuation
Size Zone Assessed Value
0.09 AC ILI 48,560

Construction Detail

Item Value
STYLE Store
Stories: 1

Exterior Wall 1: Brick

L ey " N * 1 AFP1A AMNMNAIINTIN



" PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 7/ / /; Location:94 ALBION ST) Page 2 of 3

Exterior Wall 2: Concr/CinderBl
Roof Struct: Flat

Roof Cover: T+G/Rubber
Interior Wall 1: Drywall
Interior Floor 1: Vinyl/Asphalt
Heating Fuel: Gas

Heating Type: Forced Air

AC Type: None

\ Building Valuation

Item Value
Living Area 1,440 square feet
Year Built 1950

| N OUth”dmgS (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units

. ; '} Extra Features (ciick here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Units
No Extra Building Features

@ BUI'dlng Sketch (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)

40

Subarea Su mMmMmary (click here for a list of codes and descriptions)
Code Description Gross Area Living Area
BAS First Fioor 1440 1440

o - -~ & @ o s A oY oW HiaYak Wal



PARCEL SUMMARY ( MBLU : 19/ 308/ 7/ / /; Location:94 ALBION ST) Page 3 of 3

UST Unfinished Utility Storage 120 0

Total 1560 1440

Online Database for Bridgeport, CT Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology



Print Summary

Parcel Value
ltem
improvements
Land

Total:

Owner of Record

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

Ownership History
Owner Name
BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

ARROYO FELIPE & LUZ MARIA

Land Use
Land Use Code
921

Land Line Valuation
Size
0.08 AC

Construction Detail
Building # 1
STYLE Vacant Lang

Building V aluation
Living Area: 0 square feet

MBLU :
Location:
Owner Name:

Account Number:

Assessed Value
0

27.500

27,500

Book/Page
7684/ 30
o0

Land Use Description
Mun Lnd Res

Zone
RC

Page 1 of 2

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

38/ 714/ 6//1

202 HEWITT ST #204

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

RA-0070790
Sale Date Sale Price
11/20/2007 0
0

Assessed Value
27,500

Year Built:

httn://data vicionannraieal eom/Rrdoenart (T /frrint acm et d—A07 =

NnNiNnIINAAA



e vuwnlaly Page 2 sz

Extra Features
Code Description Units
No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings
Code Description Units

No Outbuildings

Building S ketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

http://data. visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=4837 9/9/2009
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The City of Bridgeport does not warrant the accuracy of the mformatmn contained
hersin nar is it responsible for any erTors or omissions, accuracy, ti ,or
of any of the infarmation provided herein. The City of Bridgeport assumes no liability for its use,
availability, or compatbility with users' software or computers. The City of Bridgepon explicitly

any rep ! and iss including, without imiation. the implied warranties
of merchantabllity and fitness tor a particuiar purpose. The City of Bridgeport also shall assume
no iiability for: 1. Any errors, omissions, or inaccuracies in the information provided
regardiess of how causaed; or 2. Any decision mads of action taken or not taken by the user
in reliance upon any information or gata fumished heraunder.
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

CITY OF BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT
999 BROAD STREET
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604
TELEPHONE (203) 576-7201
FAX (203) 576-3913

B

. 45-09 Refeivred to Buket and Apropriations Cammittee an  March 15, 2010 (Cancelled) i=
S-Ig?LLF INCH Carried over to Special Meeting on March 22, 2010. v g =
Mayor o 25 -<;G
March 2, 2010 = L =M
_ ! BRI --1ai
A E g
= £ 4
Mr. Robert Curwen, Chairman W 5
Mr. Angel DePara, Co-chair *® m
Budget and Appropriations Committee

- A vy 3 UL 1 AT O NIy e PR ~ale
Members of the Cily Council:

I'am pleased to present herein the proposed Five-Year Capital Plan (CP) for fiscal years 2011
through 2015, inclusive.

The Capital Plan serves several important functions. It allows for critical review of major
expenditures and helps to avoid the pitfails associated with impulsive planning and limited
forethought. By scheduling expenditures, it allows for a more even distribution of costs, thereby
providing greater budget stability, something 1 am committed to improving upon every year. In
addition, the Capital Plan provides for a thorough assessment of the state and efficiency of our
facilities; significant ncighborhood iprovement programs to clean up and beautify our city and
a timely replacement of essential equipment and facilities.

In developing this plan, my administration attempted to identify capital projects that represented
major, non-recurring expenditures and to prioritize them according to several criteria. First, in
order to be eligible for inclusion, we considered projects that: (1) are purchased or undertaken at
intervals of not less than five years; and (2) have a useful life of at least five years. In
establishing priorities, we considered the following additional factors: (1) projects designed to
address safety concerns, eliminate hazardous conditions or reduce the City’s liability exposure;
(2) assessment of, maintenance of, and major repairs to existing City infrastructure or facilities;
and (3) projects that are nvironmentally sound, to reduée the city’s carbon footprint and
promote energy efficiency, while improving neighborhoods.

As you can see in the attached plan, we are seeking authorization for $6 million to conduct a
major blight removal, demolition and clean up campaign citywide. This funding is essential to
significantly combat blight compounded by the subpriinz mortgage crisis and to improve
environmental health conditionis. We also seek to continue to fund new recycling and energy
conservation Initiatives to bring long-term savings to the city. The Council’s support of past
initiatives such as the new toter program resulted in large savings in tipping fees and
productivity. Now is time to focus on this issue even more by converting our recycling to a
single stream syvstem.

‘Together we are making Bridgeport the cleanest, greenest, safest, most affordable city, with schools and neighborhoods that im prove each year”’
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We also seek approval for a historic neighborhood improvement program that will invest $1
million in neighborhood beautification projects, $3 million in sidewalk replacements and street
scapes and $950,000 in NRZ priority projects to revitalize and beautify our city’s biggest assets,
our neighborhoods. The harsh winter has taken a toll on our city’s streets and sidewalks, and
repaving and maintenance are necessary both from a structural and safety point of view. We are
seeking $2.5 million in roadway paving in the coming year.

This year, we have added two significant public work projects which will preserve the historic
Freeman Homes and open up waterfront access on Pleasure Beach, leveraging federal dollars
already obtained through the federal appropriations process.

In addition, we have included $2.4 million to move forward with much needed WPCA sewer
separation projects. We also seek approval for funding major renovations at Dunbar, Black Rock
and Central High School totaling $24 million (our local match to achieve these important Board
of Educztion priorities).

As stated above, the Capital Plan is an important part of the overall budget process. We have
tried to balance the immediate and long-range capital needs of the City with our financial
resources. We believe the plan herein effectively balances all competing requirements. In
keeping with my administration’s commitment to an open government, we welcome dialogue on
the plan, and look forward to the opportunity to discuss these projects in greater detail.

Respectitlly vours,

. 4
/W
Bill Finch

Mayor

ce: Andrew Nunn, Chief Administrative Officer
Michael E. Feeney, Finance Director
Thomas Sherwood, OPM Director
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Five Year Capital Plan
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015 TOTAL
Capital Plan Capital Plan Capital Plan Capital Plan Capital Plan Capital Plan  Capital Plan
PROJECT DESCRIPTION RECOMMEND RECOMMEND PLANNED PLANNED PLANNED PLANNED 2010-2015
Board of Education
Central High School Renovations 16,000,000 16,000,000
Dunbar Renovation 4,000,000 4,000,000
Black Rock School 4,000,000 4,000,000
Security Vehicles (replacement) 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 125,000
Asbestos Removal 350,000
HVAC Replacement 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 1,500,000
Maintenance Vehicles 555,000
Electrical Upgrades 250,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 2,000,000
Special Education Busses 150,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 300,000 1,200,000
TOTAL BOE 1,305,000 24,725,000 1,025,000 1,025,000 1,025,000 1,025,000 28,825,000
Economic Development
City / Neighborhood Beautification 500,000 1,000,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 3,000,000
Neighborhood Revitalization Zones- Infrastructure 950,000 950,000
Freeman Homes 600,000
Neighborhood Revitalization Zones- Housing/Admin 469,500 469,500
City Wide Waterfront Developmerit 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,250,000
Blight Removal / Demolition Clean Up 250,000 6,000,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 8,000,000
TOTAL OPED 750,000 9,269,500 1,250,000 1,250,000 1,250,000 1,250,000 13,669,500
Pubtic Facilities
Roadway Paving, Culverts, Intersections 3,050,000 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,500,000 12,500,000
Public Facilities Equipment 655,000 500,000 757,500 350,000 350,000 350,000 2,307,500
Municipal Bldg. HVAC / Heating / Elec 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 2,000,000
City Wide Building & Security Improvements 850,000 850,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 1,850,000
Energy Conservation / Conversion Program' 300,000 250,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 1,050,000
Recycling TOTER Program 1,500,000
Sidewalk / Streetscape Replacement Program 750,000 3,000,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 5,000,000
Parks Maintenance Equipment 225,000 150,000 270,150 50,000 50,000 520,150
Federal Energy Renewal / Source Program Match 500,000
Pleasure Beach Water and Park Accessibility 2,000,000 300,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 3,050,000
TOTAL PUBLIC FACILITIES 6,330,000 11,100,000 5,157,500 4,600,000 4,600,000 28,277,650
Other Departments
Burroughs Library Upgrades 1,500,000 150,000 175,000 175,000 2,000,000
EOQC Capital Maintenance Program 225,000 225,000 450,000
Fire Apparatus Replacement Program 550,000 1,000,000 650,000 1,650,000
Library Computers 50,000
WPCA Sewer Separation Program 495,000 2,405,500 330,000 250,000 2,985,500
IT Telephony & Computer Replacement Program 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000 750,000
TOTAL OTHER 1,345,000 2,655,500 3,305,000 175,000 175,000 7,835,500
TOTAL ALL DEPARTMENTS 9,730,000 47,750,000 10,737,500 2,275,000 7,050,000 7,050,000 78,607,650
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
OFFICE OF PLANNING & ECONOMICDEVELOPMENT

999 BROAD STREET
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604
TELEPHONE: (203) 576-7221
FAX:(203)332-5611

BILL FINCH Donald C. Eversley
Mayor Director

COMM#46-09 Referred to ECD&E Committee on 3/15/10 (Cancelled)

Carried over to Special Meeting on March 22, 2010.
March 9, 2010

The Honorable City Council
City of Bridgeport

45 Lyon Terrace
Bridgeport, CT 06604

RE: Disposition of 751 Kossuth Street
Dear Honorable Body:

Please find attached for your review and consideration a resolution concerning the
granting of 751 Kossuth to the Boys and Girls Clubs of Bridgeport, Inc. (BGC), for the
expansion of the operations of the Jerome Orcutt Club. The property will be used for
outdoor recreational activities, to be specified in a plan that the BGC must submit to the
City prior to the contemplated transfer.

A plot map from the City’s Geographic Information System that highlights the location
of the property is attached.

A representative of this office, as well as the Boys and Girls Clubs, will be in attendance

at your meetings on this matter to address any questions you may have. Thank you for
your attention.

Deputy Director

ICE

IOMAR -8 PH L: 39
CITY CLERK

RECEIVED
ITY CLERKS OFF
ATTEST

C

s 34
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A Resolution by the Bridgeport City Council Regarding the
Disposition of 751 Kossuth Street

WHEREAS, 751 Kossuth Street (the Property) is a small parcel with a history of illegal
dumping and property tax delinquency; and

WHEREAS, the City of Bridgeport, acquired the Property via property tax foreclosure in
2007; and

WHEREAS; the Property shares a boundary with the Jerome Orcutt Club (Orcutt),
operated by the Boys and Girls Clubs of Bridgeport, Inc. (BGC), located at 88 Park
Street, with a mailing address of 102 Park Street; and

WHEREAS, Orcutt’s operations serve a significant number of the City’s youth, yet there
is no outdoor activity area; and

WHEREAS, the BGC has expressed a strong interest in incorporating the Property into
Orcutt’s operations; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the City to support the work of BGC; and

WHEREAS, BGC seeks no warranties from the City regarding the environmental
condition, survey boundaries, physical condition or title of the Property; and

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved that, the Bridgeport City Council authorizes the
Mayor to take all necessary actions on behalf of the City of Bridgeport to transfer the
ownership of the Property to the BGC for a price of $1; and

FURTHER BE IT RESOLVED that the transfer of the property to the BGC is subject
to:

1) BGC first providing the City with a mutually acceptable site plan for the Property; and
2) The City’s rights of reversion, to be exercised at the sole discretion of the City at such
a time when BGC ceases continuous operations of Orcutt, and/or BGC fails to adequately
secure, maintain, and utilize the Property in accordance with the aforementioned site
plan.
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The City of Bridgeport does not warrant the accuracy of the information contained
herein nor is it responsible for any errors or omissions, accuracy, timeliness, or compieteness
of any of the information: provided herein. The City of Bridgeport assumes no liability for its use,
availability, or compatibility with users’ software or computers. The City of Bridgeport explicitly
disclaims any representations and wamranties including, without limitation, the implied wamanties
of merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose. The City of Bridgeport also shall assume
no liability for: 1. Any errors, omissions, or inaccuracies in the information provided
regardless of how caused; or 2. Any decision made of action taken or not taken by the user
in reliance upon any information or data furnished hereunder.

City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
Geographic Information System
150 300
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut

OFFICE OF PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT -

DEPARTMENT OF CITYPLANNING
999 BROAD STREET
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604
TELEPHONE: (203) 576-7221
FAX:(203)332-5611
BILI\IA,:)IIECH DONALD C. EVERSLEY
Director of
Planning and
Economic Development

COMM#47-09 Referred to ECD&E Committee on 3/15/10 (Cancelled)

C%?fréllé?ﬂ over to Special Meeting on March 22, '2010. MICHAEL P. NIDOH

45 Lyons Terrace
Bridgeport, CT 06605

Director of Planning

February 25, 2010

Re: A Resolution concerning City Owned Property Disposition to Habitat for
Humanity and Ordering a Public Hearing relative to the same

Dear City Clerk:

It is my understanding that the City of Bridgeport has agreed to dispose of five (ﬁécity;_

owned parcels to Habitat for Humanity of Coastal Fairfield County. These five farcels? =
are currently four vacant lots of varying sizes and a one family home identified-a§™ =<
follows: > 7 oem
o  ° 3R
1. 204 Wells Street Vacant Lot (2102-10) T
2. 1307 Pembroke Street Vacant Lot (1731-43) = g— =4
3. 595 Hallet Street Vacant Lot (1751-16) o =
4. 683 Kossuth Street Vacant Lot (1645-10) “rom
5. 156 Beach Street Vacant Lot (1761-2)

Attached, please find individual parcel locator maps and parcel data sheets for all of these
disposition parcels, and a resolution to effectuate the sale that requires Council approval.

The purpose of this is to authorize the Office of Planning and Economic Development to
transfer these properties to Habitat for Humanity, consistent with their mutual agreement.
All parcels are being offered for sale in an “as is/where is” condition and will remain in
their current land use classification as part of this sale. Any changes sought for infill
housing purposes is fully supported by the City. Currently Habitat for Humanity plans to
develop single family affordable homes on these sites.

Since there is a requirement that a Public Hearing be conducted by the Legislative body
of the City of Bridgeport prior to any vote to approve or disapprove the sale, disposition
or transfer of real property owned by the municipality; and since the City Clerk shall
cause notice of such public hearing to be published in an newspaper of general
circulation, and order the posting of the property in conformance with the City Ordinance

and State Statute,



204 Wells Street Vacant Lot (2102-10)

1307 Pembroke Street Vacant Lot (1731-43)
595 Hallet Street Vacant Lot (1751-16)

683 Kossuth Street Vacant Lot (1645-10)
156 Beach Street Vacant Lot (1761-2)

[ have attached a Resolution for your referral.

Thank You.

Senior Economic Development Associate

CC:

Mayor Finch

Andrew Nunn, CAO
Edward Lavernoich, OPED
Alanna C. Kabel, DCAO




City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
OFFICE OF PLANNING & ECONOMICDEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT OFCITY PLANNING
999 BROAD STREET
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604
TELEPHONE: (203) 576-7221
FAX:(203)332-5611

BILL FINCH DONALD C.EVERSLEY

Mayor

Director of
Planning and
Economic Development

MICHAEL P. NIDOH
Director of Planning

WHEREAS, over time, by foreclosure and other conveyances, a substantial amount of
property has come to ownership of the City of Bridgeport, most of which is severely
blighted and deteriorated or consists of vacant lots, both buildable and non-buildable, on
properties that at one time or another have had accumulations of rubbish and debris, fire
damage, building and fire code violations and the continuance of various neighborhood
nuisances; and

WHEREAS, the City owns five such properties as follows:

204 Wells Street Vacant Lot (2102-10)

1307 Pembroke Street Vacant Lot (1731-43)
595 Hallet Street Vacant Lot (1751-16)

683 Kossuth Street Vacant Lot (1645-10)
156 Beach Street Vacant Lot (1761-2)

R W

WHEREAS, The City proposes to transfer the five above-listed properties to the
Habitat for Humanity of Costal Fairfield County so that Habitat for Humanity may
develop these properties as single family or two-family affordable homes; and

WHEREAS, all parcels are being offered for sale in “as is/where is” condition
and will remain in their current land use and zoning classification as part of this sale, and
will be subject to the City’s standard reverter clause to ensure that development of the
sites takes place as per plans and within a reasonable time; and

WHEREAS, Habitat for Humanity of Costal Fairfield County is entering its 25th
year and, has completed constructed of 132 houses in Bridgeport Property taxes paid by
Habitat homeowners exceed $400,000 per year and

WHEREAS, Habitat for Humanity will fund the development of these sites with
privately raised funds and/or, in part, with funds to be provided by the Neighborhood
Stabilization Program (NSP), with it being the specific requirement for receipt of any
funding from NSP that Habitat for Humanity may only use such funds for development
on sites that have been previously acquired by the City via foreclosure, and that have
passed the NSP mandated environmental checklist review, and then only for the

e



development of homes affordable to people earning no more than 50% of the area’s
median income; and

WHEREAS, Selection as a Habitat homeowner is based on ability to repay a
zero interest mortgage loan, the need to move out of substandard housing and the
willingness to partner by investing 500 hours of sweat equity and

WHEREAS, Habitat brings together large numbers of volunteers, with
diverse backgrounds, in a unified effort, to produce a highly beneficial, visible civic
result; and

WHEREAS, the five properties were approved for disposition by the City
Planning and Zoning Commission on November 30, 2009; and by the City Hall
Committee on February 4, 2010; and

SO, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council authorizes the
transfer of the following five properties to Habitat for Humanity of Costal Fairfield
County for the total price of $5.00 (five dollars and no cents):

204 Wells Street Vacant Lot (2102-10)

1307 Pembroke Street Vacant Lot (1731-43)
595 Hallet Street Vacant Lot (1751-16)

683 Kossuth Street Vacant Lot (1645-10)
156 Beach Street Vacant Lot (1761-2)

Aol

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council authorizes the Mayor
and/or the Director of OPED to execute any contracts or agreements, or to take any other
such necessary actions consistent with and to effectuate the purposes of this resolution:
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Parcel Vaiue
ttem
Improvements
Land

Total:

Owner of Record

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF

Ownership History
Owner Name

BRIDGEPORT CITY OF
PHAM ALEXANDER MINH &
PEOPLES BANK

Land Use
Land Use Code
915

Land Line Valuation

ey

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

MBLU : 47/ 2102/ 10/ 1/
Location: 204 WELLS ST #206
Owner Name: BRIDGEPORT CITY OF
Account Number: R*-0020655
Assessed Value
32,380
40,420
72,800
Book/Page Sale Date Sale Price
7888/ 309 9/4/12008 6]
3280/ 130 6/28/1994 59,900
3190/ 205 11/117/1993 0

Land Use Description
Mun Res Bidg Md! 03

Size Zone

0.10 AC RC
Construction Detail

Building # 1

STYLE Two Family Stories: 2.25

Exterior Wal! 1: Clapboard
Interior Wall 1: Plaster
Heat Type: Forced Air
Total Full Baths 2
Fireplaces O

Building V aluation
Living Area: 2,796 square feet

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=20058

Roof Structure: Gable
Interior Fir 1: Carpet
AC Type: None

Total Haif Baths 0
Bsmt Garages 0

Year Built: 1892

Agsessed Vaiue

40,420

Occupancy: 2

Roof Cover: Asphalt Shingl
Heat Fuel: Gas

Total Bedrooms 4

Total Rooms 10

9/10/2009
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Extra Features
Code Description

Units

No Extra Building Features

Outbuiidings

Code Description Units

No Qutbuildings

Building S ketch
Subarea Summary
Code Description Gross Araa Living Area
BAS First Floor 1032 1032
BSM Basement 1008 0
EAF Fin Expansion Attic 1008 756
FOP Open Porch 1186 0
FUS Finished Upper Story 1008 1008

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=20058 9/10/2009
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The City of Bridgeport does not warrant the accuracy of the irtormation containad

z

City of Bridgeport, Connecticut

herein nor is it responsibie for any errors or Y , or
of any of the information provicsd herein. The City of Bridgeport assumas no liability for its use,

availability, or compatibikty with users' sotiware or computers. The Clty of Bridgepont explicitly
jes i i i 1, the implisd warmantes

without

Geographic Information System ) u

< any &

of merchantabiity and fitness for a The City of Bridg 1also shall

75 150 300 no liability for: 1. Any arors, omissions, o INaccuraqes in the information provided
Feet regardiess of how caused; or 2. Any decision made of action taken or not taken by the user
In reiiance upon any information or data furnished hereunder.
%]
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Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

MBLU : 48/ 1731/ 13111
Location: 1307 PEMBROKE ST
Owner Name: LINDSAY FOREST
Account Number: RL-0076840
Parcel Value
ltem Assessed Vaiue
Improvements 74,600
Land 23,550
Totat: 98,150
Owner of Record
LINDSAY FOREST
Ownership History
Owner Name Book/Page Sale Date Sale Price
LINDSAY FOREST 0/0 0
Land Use
Land Use Code Land Use Description
101 Single Family
Land Line Valuation
Size Zone Assgessed Value
0.05 AC RC 23,550
Construction Detail
Building # 1
STYLE Conventional Stories: 2.25 Occupancy: 1
Exterior Wall 1. Asbest Shingle Roof Structure: Gable Roof Cover: Asphalt Shingi
Interior Wall 1: Plaster Interior Fir 1: Carpet Heat Fuel: Gas
Heat Type: Forced Air AC Type: None Total Bedrooms 3
Total Full Baths 1 Total Half Baths 1 Total Rooms 8
Fireplaces 0 Bsmt Garages 0
Building V aluation
Living Area: 1,488 square feet Year Buiit: 1907

http://data. visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp 7pid=15198 9/9/2009
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Extra Features
Code Description Units
No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings
Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

Building S ketch

Subarea Summary
Code Description

Gross Area Living Area
BAS First Floor 607 607
BSM Basement 607 0
EAF Fin Expansion Attic 550 275
FOP Open Porch 119 0
FUS Finished Upper Story 607 607

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp 7pid=15198 9/9/2009
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut
Geographic information System

75 150

300
Feet

Tne City of Bridgeport does not warrant mg accuracy of the information conwncd
or

herein nor is it responsibie for any errors or
of any of the information provioad herein. The City of Bridgepon assumesio liability for its use,

availability, or compatibility with users' ssttware or computers. The Clty of Bridgsport ‘axpiicity
disciaima any reprasentatons and warranties including, without émitation, the impiied warrentes
i ’ aiso shali assume

of merchantabiiity and fitness for a particuiar p The City of
o limbility for: 1. Any erTors, omissions, or inaccuracies in the information provided
regardiess of how caused; ur 2. Any decision made of acton taken of niot taken by the user
1n reliance upon any mformation or data tumished hareunder.
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MBLU:

Location:

Owner Name:

Account Number:;

Parcel Value

tem Assessed Value
Improvements 0
Land 9,730
Total: 9,730

Owner of Record

VIDA IGLESIA DE DIOS NUEVA

Ownership History

Owner Name Book/Page
VIDA IGLESIA DE DIOS NUEVA 2941/ 78
Land Use

Land Use Code Land Use Description

100 Vac Res Land

Land Line Valuation

Size Zone
0.08 AC RC

Construction Detai
Buliding # 1
STYLE Vacant Land

Building V aluation

48/ 1751/ 16/ 1/

595 HALLETT ST #6811

VIDA IGLESIA DE DIOS NUEVA

RV-0135410

Sale Date
10/3/1991

Assessed Value
9,730

Living Area: 0 sguare feet Year Buitt:

hnp://data.visionappraisal.c-om/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=1 5526

Sale Price
0

rape 1 ols

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

5/10/2009
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Extra Features
Code Description Units

No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings
Code Description Units
No Outbuildings

Building S ketch

Vacant Land, No Sketch

http://data. visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp?pid=15526 9/10/2009
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City of Bridgeport, CT
Enterprise GIS

012.5

| o=y
L%
(87

um 683 Kossuth Street
~ 1645-10
_ .Mb Locus Map

Disclaimer

City of Bridgeport, CT, makes no warranty or
representation as to the accuracy, timeliness or
completeness of any of the data. The City of
Bridgeport, CT, shall have no liability for the data or
lack thereof, or any decision made or action taken

of not taken in reliance upon any of the data.

10/14/2009

httn://hesic/serviet/com esri esriman Fsriman?ServiceName=BridgenortCT OVMS&ClientVersion=9.1&Form=True&Encode=False



Print Summary

Parcel Value

MBLU :

Location:

Owner Name:

Account Number:

Item Assessed Value
Improvements 141,970

Land 18,990
Total: 160,960
Owner of Record

WATERVILLE MANAGEMENT CORP

Ownership History

Owner Name Book/Page
WATERVILLE MANAGEMENT CORP 5518/ 4
KERTEN GEORGE 5491/ 336
MAKENA PROPERTIES CORPORATION 4692/ 196
BWMSLLC 4523/ 279
TEDESCO FRANK 2442/ 205
Land Use

L.and Use Code Land Use Description

106 Six Family

Land Line Valuation

Size Zone

0.11AC \'C
Construction Detail

Building # 1

STYLE Res Apt Hse Stories: 3

Exterior Wall 1: Vinyl Siding
Interior Wall 1: Drywall
Heat Type: Forced Air
Total Full Baths 6

Building Valuation
Living Area: 5,397 square feet

Roof Structure: Flat
Interior Fir 1: Carpet
AC Type: None
Total Half Baths 0

Page 1 of 2

Powered by Vision Appraisal Technology

42/ 1645/ 10/ 1/

683 KOSSUTH ST

WATERVILLE MANAGEMENT CORP

RK-0014310
Sale Date Sale Price
10/14/2003 3,000
9/26/2003 245,000
9/12/2001 55,000
2/21/2001 0
1/25/1988 0

Assessed Value
18,990

Occupancy: 6

Roof Cover: Rciled Compos
Heat Fuel: Gas

Total Bedrooms 10

Year Built: 1877

http://data.visionappraisal.com/Brid geportCT/print.asp?pid=14294

10/14/2009
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Page 2ot
Extra Features

Code o [Pescription

Units

No Extra Building Features

Outbuildings

Code Description Units

No Outbuildings

Building Sketch
Subarea Summary
Code Description Gross Area Living Area
BAS First Floor 1911 1911
FOP Open Porch 498 0
FUS Finished Upper Story 3486 3486
PTO Patio 55 0
uBM Unfin Basement 1911 0

http://data.visionappraisal.com/BridgeportCT/print.asp7pid=14294 10/14/2009



City of Bridgeport, Connecticut: Report Printer Friendly Page

Qualified Sale?Type mismatch

Parcel ID :

GISID:

Owner Name :
Property Location :
Co-Owner :

Owner Addr :
Owner City :
Account :

Land Area (Acres) :
L.and Value :
Building Value :
Total Value :

Land Use :

Style :

Rooms: Total/Beds/Baths :

Year Built :
Living Area :
l.ast Sale Date :
Last Sale Price :
Qualified Sale? :

1761--02---=---
1761-2

CITY OF BRIDGEPORT
156 BEACH ST #158

45 LYON TERRACE
BRIDGEPORT, CT 06604
RA-0011230
0.09437557

$13,140

$0

$13,140

Vac Res Land

N/A

7/20/2009

http://gis.cdm.com/BridgeportCT/account_rpt _print.asp

Page 1 of 1

3/8/2010
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N The City of Bridgeport does not warrant the accuracy of the information contained
H 1 i herein nor is it responsible for any errors or omissions, accuracy, timeliness, or completer
Clty Of B rn dgeport’ Con neCtICUt of any of the information provided herein. The City of Bridgeport assumes no liability for its
Geographic Information System availability, or compatibility with users' software or computers. The City of Bridgeport expli
E disclaims any representations and warranties including, without limitation, the implied warre
of merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose. The City of Bridgeport aiso shall ass
0 25 50 10 no liability for: 1. Any errors, omissions, or inaccuracies in the information provided
Feet regardiess of how caused; or 2. Any decision made of action taken or not taken by the ut




- CITY OF BRIDGEPORT ,
DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHBORHQOOND REVITALIZATION
999 BROAD STREET '
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604

THOMAS K. COBLE
Division Director
Neighborhood
Revitalization/Anti-Blight

BILL FINCH
Mayor

DONALD C. EVERSLEY

Director of OPED
ANGIE STALTAROQ

Neighborhood Coordinator

JACKIE RICHARDSON
Coordinator/Inspector

COMM. # 48-09(a) East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Specialist

Plan Resolution, referred to o o e e e 0 AR
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New Ordinance - East Side Neighborhood Adrinistras
. 3 3 ell
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The Honorable Bridgeport City Council %
Clo Office of the City Clerk o
45 Lyon Terrace =
Bridgeport, CT. 06604 =2
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RE: East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan

Joimt Referral: Ordinance Committee '
Economic & Community Development & Environmental Cémmitiee

o

301440 SHY379 A1i0

Dear Honorable Body,

Enclosed, please find for your review the draft for a Neighborhood Revitalization Plan
prepared by the East Side Planning Committee. Since the CT. General Statutes requires
such a plan and its boundaries to be adopted by local ordinance, we are respectively
requesting both a joint referrall to the Economic & Community Development and
Environment Committee and Ordinance Committee as well as your favorable
consideration of the Plan and  accompanying resolution adopting the required ordinance..

During the 1993 legislative session, the Connecticut State- Legislature adopted Public Act
340, “An Act Establishing a Neighborliood! Revitalization Process,” which became
Connecticut General Statute, Sectiom 7-600 through: 7-619. On May: 6, 1996, the City
Council passedl a resolution (Item: #111-95);. to: establish the new model for economic
revitalization of neighborhoods where a significant numben of properties. are foreclosed,,
abandoned, blighted! on pose a public safety hazand.. The: nesolution also encourages
groups off residents, property owners andi Business onganizations to establish: strategic
plans fon their aneas andi fon the City Councill to formally adopt the individuall and! specific
Neighborliood Revitalization: Zone: (NRZ) plans. upon submittal from the neighborlioods

ini the: form of an: ondinance..
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East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan
Joint Referral

Since September 2005, various organizations on the East Side, including the Washington
Park Association, East Main Street Revitalization Association, LESDCO, McGivney
Community Center, Bridgeport Hospital, City and interested residents, businesses and
stakeholders, have met to formulate a comprehensive neighborhood revitalization plan.
The public formally approved the plan during public hearings held at various locations
throughout the East Side, on March 14™, 2009 and, on March 3™ 2010.

Also enclosed, please find a Resolution of the City Council, adopting this plan as an
ordinance, along with the draft ordinance. The City Attommey’s Office has reviewed and

approved the draft documents.
Should you have further questions, please contact my office at 576-7765.

Sincerely,

Thomas K. Coble
Deputy Director Neighborhood Revitalization Division

Ce: Donald Eversley
Angie R. Staltaro
Samuel Shaw



COMM. # 48-09 (a) East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan

Resolution - Referred to ECD&E on 03/15/10 CANCELLED
Carried over to Special Meeting March 22, 2010

EAST SIDE NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION ZONE

WHEREAS, The Connecticut State Legislation adopted CGS Section 7-600 through
619, “Neighborhood Revitalization Zones” (The Statute); and

WHEREAS, The Statute establishes a model for the economic revitalization of
neighborhoods where a significant number of properties are foreclosed, abandoned,
blighted, substandard or pose a public safety hazard; and

WHEREAS, The Statute contemplates that groups of residents, property owners, and
business organizations in particularly distressed neighborhoods will develop strategic
plans and work with local, state, and federal governments to revive the area; and

WHEREAS, The City of Bridgeport is suffering from foreclosed, abandoned, vacant, and
deteriorated properties which have become serious blights in our neighborhoods; and

WHEREAS, The Statue allows the municipality to establish one or more Neighborhood
Revitalization Zones and authorizes municipalities to rethink government procedures,
rules, and regulations in order to build self-reliant communities; and

WHEREAS, The City Council, on May 6, 1996, adopted the resolution 111-95 to
establish one or more Neighborhood Revitalization Zones and expressed the City’s
support for their redevelopment through authorities granted to the City by State Statute;
and

WHEREAS, The City Council, on March 21, 2007, adopted the boundaries of a
Neighborhood Revitalization Zone for the East Side Neighborhood;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That the East Side Neighborhood
Revitalization Zone Plan be adopted pursuant to CGS Section 7-600 through 619, and
City Council Resolution 111-95; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the City Ordinance is amended to reflect this
designation in accordance with State Statute.
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East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Strategic Plan

The Honorable Bill Finch, Mayor, City of Bridgeport

City Council 2010

Marty McCarthy (130)
“Susan Brannelly (130)
Anderson Ayala (131)
Denese Taylor-Moye (131)
Robert Walsh (132)
M. Evette Brantley (132)
Howard Austin, Sr. (133)
Thomas McCarthy (133)
Michelle Lyons (134)
AmyMarie Vizzo-Paniccia (134)
Warren Blunt (135)
Richard Bonney (135
/ Angel dePara Jr. (136)
Carlos Silva (136)
Manuel Ayala (137)
Lydia N. Mertinez (137)
Robert P. Curwen, Sr. (138)
Richard M. Paoletto, Jr. (138
James Holloway (139)
Andre F. Baker Jr. (139)

ast Side NRZ Pla 0 e

RESIDENTS Non-Profit, Business. Churches

Maureen Linderfelt

o Peaul T. Barnum, o
Chairman o Karen Mcintosh

o Ann Brignolo o Joseph Braca

o James Brown o Thomeas Burns

o Ralph Buccitti o Petricle Fernandez

o Luisa Lugo o Joseph Peloso, Jr.

o Lydie Martinez o Lud Spinelil

o Carmen Nieves o Joseph Kolar

D Aldee Nieves o Angie Staltaro

o Jeannine Quinones o Kevin Reed

o Maria Valle o Carmen Ayala

o Raul Ruiz o Lourdes Delgado

o Angel DePare Sr, o Angel Reyes




Killeen Partners, LLC
50 Second Avenue

West Haven, €T 06516
(203} 260-9050
Dnvid__l:iﬂameconmstmt

Dave Killeen, Killeen Partners, LLC

Stuart Sachs, PRE/View Landscape Architects

David Barbour, David Barbour Architects

Beverly Hoppie, Home Ownership Education Director, Bridgeport Neighborhood
Trust, and Community Outreach Coordinator

Samuel Shaw, City Planning Department

Angle Staltaro, Office.of Neighborhoed Revitalization

- Workshop Facilitators: Susan Ball; Courtney George, Karen (Mcintosh) King

“Steve MtKenzie, Dave Moore; Patrick Schmincke — — - - e

assistance, and guidance along the way. Angle Staltaro, of the City's Office of

Neighborhood Revitalization (ONR), provided ongoing support of the NRZ Planning
Committee and the East Side Nelghborhood through her tireless community
orgenizing efforts, We are also grateful to other City steff who helped shape and
guide this Plan including Don Eversley, Director of Economic and Community
Development; Tom Coble, Director of the Office of Neighborhood Revitelization; Bill
Coleman, Office of Economic Development; and Lynn Halg, Senior Planner, City

Planning Department,

This Plan is dedicated to the memory of Anthony Ball, East Side NRZ Facilitator,
who initiated this NRZ process and gave vision and hope 1o the neighborhood,

Those who were involved in this process were saddened by his premature death. As
we completed the work he started, we all found that his spirit guided us through this

project.

ik
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" #278-05. See appench).
- While the State legislation created

Proposed East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Strategic Plan Page 1

ghborhood stakeholders joined together in
ic Plan as a mechanism for revitalizing

City of Bridgeport officials and East Side nei
2005 to begin the development of this NRZ Strategic
the East Side, a neighborhood that possesses significant opportunities but also faces

improve the neighborhood. Through this process, various stakeholders (residents,
businesses, non-profit organizations, community groups and City officials) were able to
gain a voice in determining priorities and developing a plan of action for revitalizing the

neighborhood. ,
The NRZ planning process officially begins with the adoption of a municipal resolution
establishing the NRZ and creating the boundaries for that NRZ. The City of Bridgeport
adopted a resolution endorsing the concept of Neighborhood Revitalization Zones on May
~16; 1996.-The: eity'-Coun‘cﬂ'thenfsdcptﬁ”ggﬁg.ifesglg‘tj_@ﬁéstéb!!shing the East - Side ,
o --:-Ngigﬂbgmgad;ﬁeyuauzéﬁoﬁzﬁﬁé‘h?@gafg:ﬁauhadﬁgs“on' February 5, 2007: {Resolution

a mechanism for City and neighborhood leaders to
work together creatively, there was no specific provision for funding of projects or
programs identified within the NRZ Strategic Plan. The East Side neighborhood has
received a variety of federal, state and local funds for revitalization projects in the past

._and is expected to continue receiving.such funding in the future, es avallable. The NRZ
- Stratégic Plan should not be viewedas:oi 'e-that abandons past revitalization &fforts to
start anew. Instead, it should be viewed as a “road map” to bulld on these efforts and to
help guide limited resources towards the successful revitalization of the East Side
neighborhood,

In addition to creating a strategic approach to revitalizin
specific tools the legislation established to assist in the

adoption of the NRZ strategic plan:
o the NRZ may request & walver of stete and local environmental, health and safety

codes and other regulations thet have been identified in the strategic plen es

barriers to neighborhood development;
o the NRZ may recommend that the Mayor enter into tax agreements and allocate

municipal funds to achieve the purposes of the plan;
o the NRZ may petition the judicial branch (locel superior court) for appointment of &

receiver of the rents for any deteriorated property;
o municipal corporations may be authorized, in accordance with established

procedures, to take abandoned or blighted property in an NRZ, through eminent
domain,
a. NRZ Neighborhood Boundaries

The detalled boundaries for the East Side NRZ are contained in the City's
February 2007 resolution, a copy of which is contained in the appendix to this

g the neighborhood, there are
revitalizetion process. Upon

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Borbour Architects
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Plan. The boundary map is prowded below. In summary, the boundaries inciude:

Blocks 800 to 864; 1600- 1665 1668, 1700-1777, 1802, 1804, and 1808.
Census Tracts : 0735, 0736, 0738, 0739, and 0740

41-5 A=
ullll DDDD
lll .'L

\‘\I Lk

ey FUppTRRET SEEE:
o

EAST SIDE NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION ZONE BOUNDARIES

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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b. East Side NRZ Strategic Planning Process

The first community meeting involving East Side stakeholders was convened on
Tuesday, September 27, 2005 at Luis Munoz Marin School. Approximately 70
people attended the session, which was facilitated by NRZ Consultant Tony Ball.
To formalize the partnership of local stakeholders, the East Side NRZ process
has been overseen by the NRZ Planning Committee, which had broad
representation of each stakeholder group.

The East Side NRZ met on a monthly basis throughout the planning process. The
meeting format was designed to allow all stakeholders the opportunity to
participate and to identify issues they felt needed to be addressed in the
revitalization strategy. Decision-making was achieved predominantly through
consensus-shaping, and meetings were kept relatively informal to encourage
participation even by those who were able to attend only a few of the meetings.
The Eest Side NRZ Bylaws are included as an Appendix to this Plan. These

.. Bylaws were adopted by the East Side-NRZ Planning Committee on February 8,

The NRZ formed the following subcommittees to carry out its mission:

Housing S (affordability, new construction; anti-blight, predatory
lending), Chairman: Keith Cryan
- Inlrasirbeilre Subeamtities (sidewalks, sireets, raffc pattens, gateways,

streetscapes, parking, bridges (Congress Street Bridge) and utilities - Records of
meetings unavailable.

(small businesses, job creation and
retention, Steel Point), Chairman: Thomas Corso

rv (Public safety, education, public transportation, child
care, health), Chairman: Ludwig Spinelli

Zoning Subcommittee - Records of meetings unavailable.

These subcommittees met regularly from 2005 to 2006. While there were no final
reports issued by the subcommittees, minutes from the subcommittee meetings
provided guidence and direction to the NRZ strategy throughout the planning
process. Much of the work of subcommittee members was crucial to the design of
the Community Charrette and the Neighborhood Workshop, as well es the Final
Plan. Subcommitiee recommendetions have been referenced in various parts of

this Plan, where appropriate. :

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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CHARRETTE

One of the most significant early initiatives of the East Side NRZ was to hold a
Community Design Charrette, a community meeting focused on addressing
design issues in the neighborhood revitalization process. Eight design
professionals (architects, landscape architects and engineers) provided technical
assistance to small group sessions that were focused on design themes for three
distinct sections of the neighborhood (waterfront/Knowiton Street, Upper East
Side industrial area, and the Lower East Side) . The charrette was conducted as
a weekend-long event from May 5 to May 7, 2006 at two local East Side schools

(Garfield School and the Luis Munoz Marin School).

The neighborhood charrette was an intensive, open and inclusive process in
which all community stakeholders came together to help visualize change for the
neighborhood. Nearly 200 residents, businesspeople, City officials and
institutional representatives provided input on the designs and plans they
considered appropriate for the East Side. The event was supported by the City of
- —Bridgeport and numerous businesses interested in the revitalization of the East N
= . Side, Several Important areas of concentration-began to eferge fromthat - oo momia

" charrette:

1. Cleaning up and beautifying the East Side

2. Providing increased public access to and better use of the
waterfront

3. Meaking Streetscape and Gateway Improvements

4. Improving industrial areas and creating residential buffers

5. Promoting the establishment of & new East Bridgeport Train

Station

CONSULTANT SUPPORT

Over the subsequent years, the NRZ Planning Committee and its subcommittees
continued to meet to address the various issues that had been identified through
the charrette process. Unfortunately, the momentum of the NRZ process suffered
when NRZ consultant Tony Ball passed away prematurely in 2007.

In 2008, the City secured funding to hire a team of consultants to assist the
Planning Committee in completing the East Side NRZ Strategic Plan (Killeen
Partners LLC; PRE/View Lendscape Architects; and David Barbour Architects).
The consultent team familiarized themselves with the work that had been
completed, conducted additions! assessments, and began formulating the
strategy that could bring the various pieces of the neighborhood plan together,

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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IGHBO .
To reenergize the NRZ process, a Neighborhood Workshop was conducted at
the Achievement First Bridgeport Academy on March 14, 2009. The session
enabled neighborhood stakeholders to review the elements of the NRZ strategy
and to help rank the relative importance of the various plans under consideration.
With approximately sixty-five (65) people in attendance, there was clear
indication of support for the continued development of an NRZ Strategic Plan for
the East Side. Participants vocalized their priorities for the NRZ Strategy. The
Consultant team met with the NRZ Planning Committee in May 2009 to validate
the reported results of the workshop and to receive further guidance on the

priorities for the Plan,

Residients, businesspeapis, nom-profit crpemizetiom regresentsties sngl ather
meightientoed lxeders reviewsd the venious projscts smier comsidisetizm smo
rayiesel tthemn im endienr of imponisnee. Repans wene grirem fion asch of the
discussinm gnaups:..
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even residentia| neighborhoods in Bridgeport, ‘

nt to Downtown and the Enterprise Zone: The East Eng:

od; Iocated 6 the East, completed an NRZ Planning Process in recent

er, the East Side Neighborhood was Composed of five
4

U.S Census: 735, 736, 738, 739, and 7. 0.

Since the next official U.S. Census will not be taken untif 2010, after the scheduled
completion of this planning Process, this study will use readily available public
S.sﬂmglhes;_gtpurrem_-popylgtlon and housing characteristics at the zip code leve| for
SRS “‘Comparative ﬁufpoées’."Thb'boundaries of Zip Code 06608 Closely resemble the
boundaries of the East Side neighborhood (The 2000 Population count for the five
census tracts was 13,095, while the 2000 population count for zip code 06608 was
13,400). Data reported here are from the 2000 U.S. Census unless otherwise
noted. Sources for recent populetion estimstes and projections include The
Bridgeport Master Plan of Conservation engd Development 2008, “Bridgeport 2020:
Vision for the Future” prepared by BJF Planning, the Connecticut Economic

A
Resource Center, Inc, (CERC) 2009 ang City-Data.com.

The East Side covers a land area of épproximately 1,684 Square miles. Population
Density in the neighborhood ig high (urban), though it is slightly lower than for the
City es a whole: 7,871 people Per square mile in the East Side compared to 8,721
People per square mije for the City of Bridgeport, Existing development patterns
show an infrastructure that Is designed to Support & higher density pattern, The
lower density is due 1o high levels of vacancy that are discussed later,

Politically, the East Side neighborhood ig contained within City Council District 1 37.

Killeen Portners 1L ¢ . PRE view Landscape Architects - David Barboyr Architects
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Map illustrating Neighborhoods of Bridgeport, Connecticut
(East Side is highlighted)
Source: City Master Plan, BJF Planning.

| b.  Populstion Cheracierstics and Thends

There were 13,095 people living in the East Side in 2000, a decline of 4,379
persons from the neighborhood's population in 1980 -a total reduction of 25% in a
ten year period! The major cause of decline was assoclated with the demolition of
Father Panik Village and the cleering of the Steel Point Redevelopment Area, both
of which were located in the lower East Side (Tract 740).

Recent estimates of population for the East Side (Zip Code 06608) show that the
populstion has stabilized in the last seven years and is starting to grow once again.
The next chart shows that the estimated East Side population for 2007 is 13,423, &
meaningful increase of 2.5% since the 2000 Census. The City population was
estimated to decrease 1.8 % by City-Data.com. The City's recent Plan of
Conservation and Development.also showed & similar population decline.
Meanwhile, CERC estimates Bridgeport’s population at 144,515, an increase of

Killkem Rethens UUE ~ PR iow llanadkaame: Arodtihetie ~ Quvid Bemtiaun Avrefiinecis
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,

3.6%. CERC also projects City growth for the next five years at an annual rate of

4%,

Estimated population ,
2007

East Side, Bridgeport, CT

Eest Side 9 Bridgeport %

Change

Chenge

[ Total Population 2000 [ 13,095 [-25% [139,342 [-1.5% :’}

[ Total Population 2007 [ 13,423 [+2.5% | 136,6

95  |-1.9%

This increase in

total East Side Population is no doubt

to construct new infill housing within the neighborhood

stock that had b

een previously vacant. A stable population base will is an imppﬁ‘a“m o

factor in the neighborhood's overall revitalization.

a result of significant efforts
and to rehabilitate housing

At a statewide level, Connecticut's Population of just over 3.4 million in 2000 wasg
estimated to increase almost 3% for the same period,

he East Side has played an historic role for new immi

T
continues to this day The East Side populstion is predomlnan‘t!y_ chvaractg_r_iz,gd, as

Hispanic or Latino (67% of the Population), follqwe_d;by;wnogz ~CHepBnic-Blaeksias

grants, and that role

- White non-Hispanic (6%) and Asian (3%). Within the Lating population, an
increasing number of residents are recent arrivals from Mexico, the Dominican
Republic, Central and South America, as opposed to Puerto Rico, Approxlmately

Side residents were foreign-born as of 2000.

15% of the East

The population of the East Side is considerably younger, on average, than
i City of Bridgeport and the State of Connecticut as g whole. in
n age for the East Side Population was 25, Compared to 31.4 for

the City as a whole and 37.4 for the State,

residents of the
2000, the media

Killeen Partners L - PRE view Landscape Architects -
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Race, Ethnicity

:2000
East Side, Bridgeport. CT
East Side % Bridgeport %

White 4,399 33,59 63,018 45.2
Black 3,308  25.26 42,478 30.4
Amer. Indian/Eskimo 21 0.16 59 0.3
Asien 189 0.67 - 4492 3.2
Hawalian/Paclfic Islander 0 - 59 0.1
Other 4,081  30.68 20,519 14.7,
ulti-Racial * 1,097 8.4 8,477 6.1
]

Hispanic ** 8711 6.5 44,568 31.9)

* Multi-Reciel Is defined &s persons having identified two or more races as & person's récial bpckb’rbund in i ' . ' .

response to the U.S. Census, - - T :
**Hispanic Is defined & belg &n ancestry or origin rether than & race. Persons who ident/fied themselves as -

Hispanic also needed to identily & reciel background in the U.S. Census.

¢. Household -Characteristics

As of 2000, there were 4,018 households in the East Side, with an averageof 3.26,
persons per household, higher than the citywide household averageof 2.7~ 7 © oeas
persons. This also represented a slight increase in the East Side average

household size of 3.23 persons in 1890,

The largest household type in the East Side is single female-headed household
with children (32%), followed by couples with children (20%) and couples without
children (14%). For Bridgeport as a whole, single person households were
dominant (29%) followed by couples without children (over 18%) and couples with
children (under 18%). The largest East Side household type in 1890 was elso
single female-headed households with children (28%), followed by single persons

(21%).

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects :
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L Eest Side Household Types Census Tracts 735, 736, 738, 739 & 740 —]
—

Years 1880 - 2000

| 2000 [ % T Bridgeport | % [ 7680 %

# Households | 4018 | | 50,305 | | 5408 ]
Ave. Persons per I I I I I l ‘I
Household 3.26 2.7 3.23
Household Type: | [ | | ]
Single Persons [ 783 | 12 14,568 | 28.9] 1165 | 21.4 |
Couple with Children | 735 | 198 8,984 | 17.9] 1136 | 20.1 |
Couple without 497 I 13.5 ’ 9,172 l 18.2| 655 } 11.9
@ildren

Single Male with I 189 ’ 0.8 1,482 I 2.9 ! 345 I 11‘,
Children

Single Female with ! 1061 I 31.8 7,346 I 14.6 [ 1516 / 29,2 ’
Children

Grandparents with , 309 I , 1,757 , I I
Children ) N/fA

d. Household Income

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, median family income (MF ) in each East Side
Census Tract was substantially lower than in both Bridgeport ($39,571) and Fairfield
County ($77,690): e
’ 740

Census Tract l 73‘5~;--' 736 | 738 “"T'7739 [
MFI ($) I 26,338 I 19,464 I 19,674 I24.583 25.6257

More than a third (34.1%) of East Side households was below the poverty level, according
to the 2000 Census, compared to a 7.8% poverty rate in the state and a 6.9% rate in

Fairfield County.

Recent estimates suggest that income levels in the East Side continue to trail significantly

behind income levels for the City and for t
household income in 2007 was $44,216 for the City of Bridgeport compared to $65,967

for the State of Connecticut, Median household income in the East Side for the same
period was just $27,586 or 62% of City income levels and 42% of State income levels.

e. Soclel Issues

The Services Subcommittee met on several occasions and identified the following issues
for consideration in the NRZ Strategic Plan:
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1. Public Safety Issues and Community Policing (Fire and Police) - These discussions
focused on the need for block watches and close coordination with the Fire and
Police Departments. The Committee specifically raised the concern that the current
inoperable condition of the Congress Street Bridge (stuck in an open position) has
affected service levels for the East Side. Public safety vehicles must take alternate
routes that increase response time considerably. There is also a concern that East
Side businesses have been harmed since this direct connection with downtown

was severed.
2. After School Activities and Youth Recreational Needs—The Committee believed

that the lack of quality youth activities in the neighborhood has increased the
likelihood that youngsters would become involved in mischievous or even criminal
activity. The Committee supports the creation of after school activities and youth
recreation programs to provide an alternative to hanging around on a street corner.
3. Senior Needs and Resources - While the population of the East Side tends to be
younger in general, it was noted that elderly residents here were more likely to
defer maintenance on their properties due to income limitations. They were also
more likely to leave a rental apartment vacant for periods of time in order to avoid ,
costly repairs.and the administrative:responsibilities of being s lendlord. = = e
“4. Single Parent Households - The high lével of single parent households ~ T s
(predominantly single female with children, 31%) could represent a need for - o
expanded social services, especially when coupled with other poverty indicators.
5. Job readiness - There is & real need to establish programs and to reinforce school

curricule to help East Side students prepare themselves sufficiently for careers that

will sustain them in future years.

‘The following statistics demonstrate the degree to which Spenish is Spoken?és‘f'thé‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%f?ﬁﬁ?
language in the household - 59% speek Spanish, while English is spoken only in 30% of

the households.

Table A ~Population & Race (continued)

2000 "% Bridgeport % 1990 %
Languape Spoken In Household:
English 1197] 29.9 28034] ST S23] 44l
Spanish 2484 58.9 13,749 27.3 631 53.3
Asian/Pecific Island 46f 0.6 1,065 2.1 WF 0
Indo-Europcan 274 ] 9.#1“ 6,783 13.5 N/a||
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2. Physcial Development and Existing Conditions

A. Housing Stock and Current Conditions
(Blighted Buildings/Lots)

Overview

As of 2000, there were a total of 4,577 dwelling units in the East Side
neighborhood. The large majority of housing in the neighborhood is multi-family
(67%) and located within buildings containing three to six units. Housing density in
the East Side, at 2,717 dwelling units per square mile, is high and typical of an
urbanized neighborhood in spite of the large sections of vacant land in the

neighborhood.

Age of Housing Stock

The housing stock on the East Side is considerably older than average. Over 90%

of the neighborhood’s housing units were built before 1980 and, much of it dates

back to the late 1800s. Only 11.4% of existing units were built in the last 20 years.,

Due to the age of the housing stock, there is a particular concern about the health
hazards of lead poisoning since leed was commonly used in paint until 1978,
These hazards are particularly acute for children who live in these homes and can
become exposed to lead in paint that is chipping or peeling. '

To determine overall condition and occupancy level of the East Side, the City hired
an independent consultant to complete & comprehensive property inventory
(CityScan). Conducted from March to April 2006, the inventory was a systematic
review of all properties within the neighborhood, to determine current conditions
and identify vacant and blighted properties. The following building conditions were

reported:
Total Number of East Side Properties Scanned = 2,666

All Properties/Residential Use = 1,798 (67.5%)
All Properties/Mixed Use = 81 (3%)

All Properties/Commercial = 185 (7%)

All Properties/Other = 67 (2.5%)

Total Number of Vacant Lots = 534 (20%)

Total Number of Blighted Buildings = 83 (3.5%)
Blighted Bulldings/ Residential Use = 77 (83%)

Total Number of At-Risk Buildings = 84 (3.2%)
At-Risk Bulldings/ Residential Use = 69 (83%)
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Total Number of Well-Maintained Buildings = 1,955 (73.3%)

While there are a number of dwellings that do not fully comply with local housing
codes on the East Side, almost all dwellings possess basic modern facilities. Only
3% were identified as lacking plumbing or kitchen facilities in 2000.

The map on the next page illustrates the locations of vacant properties that were
identified during the CityScan process (lots in yellow are City-owned).
Concentrations occur in the industrial areas on the Upper East Side and
extensively throughout the area cleared for the Steel Point redevelopment project.
The map shows vacant properties scattered through virtually every part of the East
Side. While almost 75% of the buildings inventoried were well-maintained, there
are a significant number of properties that are either vacant, blighted or at risk. The
concern is that if nothing is done to stemn the decline, the blighted conditions will
likely spread to other parts of the East Side neighborhood, making it increasingly
more difficult to achieve a successful neighborhood revitalization.

Blighted Bulldings/Lots . . .. S L S -

Blight Indicators (2005-2006)

Number of blighted property citations: 239
Number of City foreclosures: ~ .~ . 2
As noted earlier, 83% of the properties that were identified as blighted or “_a't-ri_,slgj‘_,_ﬁ?% N——

by CityScan were residential. While it was decided not to publish a map of the
blighted properties located in the neighborhood, the large number of residential
re blighted is a potential thresat to confidence levels for individuals

and business owners who plan to invest in the neighborhood.

Housing Value

Between 2004 and 2006, the average sales prices on the East Side :

Single Family $150,578
Multi-family $240,510

Housing prices have fluctuated dreamatically. By 2007, the medien price of a home
on the East Side was $197,749. The recent economic downturn clearly had an
impact, but its affect is turning around. By the beginning of 2008, housing prices
dropped below $100,000 as a result of high foreclosure rates. Fortunately, by the
fall of 2008, median sales prices were rising above $150,000 once again,

Ownership/ Investment
Levels of home ownership currently are very low on the East Side:

Owner-Occupied Units  20.5 %
Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landlscape Architects - David Barbour Architects




Renter-Occupied Units 66.8 %
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Source; CityScan 2006, City of Bridgeport ”
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For the State as a whole, the average level for renter-occupied units is 33% --half
that of the East Side. Low home ownership levels typically results in a

less stable neighborhood. Aside from the value of their security deposit, renters are
generally free to move from one address to another or from one neighborhood to
another with little risk and little obligation (aside from social connections such as
school and church). On the other hand, a property owner is invested in their home,
and their equity is at stake (this includes down payment, principal payments, and
investments in maintenance and property improvements). Homes that are owner-
occupied are generally better maintained than renter-occupied units. In the
extreme, absentee property owners (landlords) can defer maintenance of their
properties for long periods of time, drawing income from rents while their properties
continue to deteriorate. This condition is a significant threat to the revitalization of

the East Side neighborhood.

Compatibility with sur, ing Lend.
In some paris of the East Side, commercial and industrial uses have expanded and
their operations have impacted the quality of adjacent residential areas, This has-

happened especially in sections of the neighborhood where deteriorated-res
buildings have been razed, allowirig for business expansion. This situation is alss== -
compounded by the fact that current zoning regulations enable a variety of :
commercial uses (Home offices are permitted and offices, retail sales and services

are medical centers are allowed as Conditional or Special Permit Uses) within the

R-C Residential Zone, the predominant zoning classification throughout the East

Side.

During the charrette process, stakeholders identified industrial buildings and
transportation features such as Interstate-85 as imposing to the neighborhood

character of the East Side as well.

B. Business Profile and Conditions

The chart on the next page provides & summary of the approximately 300
businesses that were operating in the East Side as of 2008, Predominant business
uses are retall uses (44), service uses (43), healthcare (37), restaurants (30) and
food stores (28). Manufacturing or industrial uses have dropped dramatically over
the year, which is evidenced by the extensive vacancies that can now be seen In

the Eest Side. Only 24 industries were counted in 2008,

Retail uses are concentrated elong Eest Main Street and Boston Avenue to the
north. Convenience stores are scattered throughout the neighborhood.
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Eest Sikde Businesses and Services
Bridgeport, CT 2008

Topi&uhshm.bymmdmmhm:

» Administrative and Support and Waste Management and Remediation Services:

Jenitorial Services (250-499 employees: 2 establishments, 5-9 employees: 1
establishment, 1-4 employees: 2 establishments)

« Administrative and Support and Waste Management and Remediation Services;
Security Guards and Patrol Services (500-999: 1)

« Health Care and Social Assistance: All Other Outpatient Care Centers (100-249; 1)

« Educational Services: Elementery and Secondary Schools (50-99: 1, 20-49: 1,1-4:1)

« Wholesale Trade: Home Furnishing Merchant Wholesalers (50-98: 1)

« Health Care and Social Assistance: Outpatient Mental Health and Substance Abuse

Centers (20-49: 1, 10-19: 2)
» Construction: Finish Carpentry Contractors (20-49: 1, 10-19: 1)

The great majority of the 185 vacant commercial properties identified through the

CityScan inventory process were industrial buildings of varying sizes.,
Stekeholders are concerned about large vacant industrial bulldings located on the East

square feet of industrial floor space, constructed since 1915, Once productive
employment centers, these industrial bulldings are currently vacant. Until recently, Habitat

Killkgrn Peentrems: LU & ~M’Mb«rﬂmdgg£4hdhm- Qmicd Bentinuur Atreftineie:




for Humanity used some of this industrial space for limited warehousing purposes, but it
was recently relocated to a facility on Barnum Avenue. Some of these historic industrial
buildings possess significant architectural character, most notably the Shot Tower

Building.

Remgrit industrial building located below.
Shot Tower Building at right.

Unemployment levels in 2005 were at & very high 16.2% in the Eest Side compared to
10% for the City as a whole and approximately 6% for the County. The nation’s recent
economic downturn has most certainly had a devastating impact on neighborhoods such

as the East Side.

According to the City's recent update to the Plan of Conservation and Development
(2008), “The concentration of Bridgeport’s residents in lower skilled occupations has
resulted in declining real incomes over the past fifieen years.” A comperison of average
annual wages in 2005 for Bridgeport residents showed them to be significantly lower than
for the Bridgeport-Norwalk-Stamford region ($44,119 compared to $68,746).

Incomes below poverty level: 16% for Bridgeport; 5 % for the Ffegion.

The lack of significant economic generators or uses on the East Side threatens its ability
to be self-sufficient. The revitalization strategy should seek to increase local business on
the Eest Side and also enable residents to access employment opportunities within the
City and region. An important element of that movement should focus on increased job
training, particularly for specialized skills, and recruitment within the area. The Greater

Bridgeport OIC would be & supportive partner in this area.
Killlegrn R thens UUE ~ PREAviiow Lanctianpe: Atrafibsatis; ~ Dawict et Arafitaic
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Economic Development Subcommittee

The Economic Development Subcommittee met on several occasions during the NRZ
Planning Process. The Subcommittee reviewed 17 development projects under
consideration for the East Side and helped rank priorities for this Plan. The group also
kept abreast of the Steg| Point redevelopment project (later called the Steelpointe Harbor
Project) and informed the NRZ Planning Committee of areas for coordination. Areas of
concern identified by the Subcommittee:

o Disposition of large vacant land parcels and industrial sites;

o Programs for job development/creation;

o East Main Street Facade Improvement Program;
ACME United remediation of Knowlton Street property;
b The Asbestos Abatement program (Pomfret an example of “Best Practices”).

(n]

C. Infrestructure
8. Transportation - Fixed Rail

The East Side is bisected by the Connecticut Metro North/Amtrak railroad line
which distinctly defines the Upper East Side and the Lo ' Hay,

b. Transportation - Roadways

Connecticut Turnpike (Governor John Davis Lodge Tumpike, 1-85 crosses through
the East Side neighborhood (length: .81 miles) In both directions (north-south),
There are two entrance/exit ramps serving the neighborhood.,

Boston Avenue (US Highway 1) forms the northern boundary of the Eest Side,
Boston Avenue runs lq,an east-west direction (Length: 1,12 miles)

Stratford Avenue (Staté Highway 130) runs in an east-west direction (,77 miles)

East Main Street is the most significant local road serving the neighborhood,
Measuring 1,57 miles in length, the north-south road serves as the main
Commercial corridor serving the East Side neighborhood, a role it has historically

filled since the inception of the neighborhood.

In general, the neighborhood is accessible by a network of major and locel roads
and by an extensive system of bus routes managed by the Greater Bridgeport

Transit Authority,
Killeen Portners LLC - PRE view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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One significant issue is the Congress Street Bridge, which connected the East Side
neighborhood to the downtown area until the bridge became stuck in an open

position over five years ago.

c Transportation - Feny Service
Year round ferry service operétes from nearby downtown Bridgeport to Port
Jefferson, Long Island. The service provided over 1.5 million passenger and
vehicle trips in 2005. o T
d. Public Uviies
Due to an extensive network of public water lines (Aquarion Company of
Bridgeport) and public sewer lines (maintained by the Clity of Bridgeport)
that service all sections of the East Side neighborhood, the neighborhood is

able to support large areas of high density development of various types
(residential, commercial, manufacturing, mixed-use).

As with many older urban cities and neighborhoods throughout the country,
the conditions of the existing infrastructure serving the East Side vary
considerably. One of the biggest issues for Bridgeport is the fact that &
majority of their storm and sanitary sewer systems are combined. While the
City's two wastewater treatment plants are sufficient to handie sanitary
sewer discharge demands, they cannot handle the combined flow of
senitary and stormwater discharges, resulting in occasional release of
partially treated and disinfected wastes into locel waterways and Long
Islend Sound. The City is currently engaged in a Phese Il CSO elimination

project to address the issue on & citywide basis. .
@  Shimwvaiibs snd Bityed Thallk
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throughout the East Side, but
need of repair, as reported

Currently, there are no specific bicycle trails within

oads are not marked in any way to

no intersection improvements that

There is an extensive system of sidewalks
many of the sidewalks in the neighborhood are in

in the CityScan inventory.
the neighborhood. Additionally, the r.
designate bike routes, and there are
would enhance bicycle crossings.

f. Home Utilities

The great majority of homes (72%
with oil and approximately 6% are

bottled gas.

D. Archileckse

) are heated with gas, 18% are heated
heated by electricity. Only 3% used

quaintances, much of the East Side’s early
layout is still evident in the nelghborhood’s existing street and development

patterns.

e T et e i el S5

(s
] s
Victorian homes located alon

back to the late 1800s,
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High-style Victorian houses and churches flank all sides of Washington Park.

The map on the next page illustrates the location of inventoried historic structures
throughout the East Side neighborhood. Historic structures are highlighted ingold. =~ =~
The great majority of historic properties are loceted in the Wa{s_bjggoml?argj_’a_{rgg_@g_;d@.;—_:;-_},;_;;_;; e

“along East Main Street. e
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Optimus Health Care, Inc. (formerly the Bridgeport Community Health
Center) is located on Barnum Avenue. The nonprofit health center is the
largest provider of primary health care services in Southwestern CT and
has 12 service delivery sites located in the Cities of Bridgeport and
Stamford, and the Town of Stretford. The Heealth Center operates a
satellite office on East Main Street. The East Side neighborhood is

located in close proximity to Bridgeport Hospital as well,

il. Humen Services

There are approximately eighteen organizations that provide a variety of

social end support services to East Side residents, including Hall

Neighborhood House end the McGivney Community Center and the

Spanish American Development Association. There are a number of

halfway houses and programs providing drug treatment in the East Side

as well. Numerous social service agencles operating in Bridgeport

provide a wide varlety of soclel, educational and training services,

however many of these agencies have limited resources with which to

assist East Side residents. This situation has become particularly acute

with the economic recession of 2008 to 2008, during which nonprofit :
organizations have found contributions dropping off significantly. ,
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Historic structures Located within East Side Nelghborhood; Source: City of Bridgeport
lenning Department
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The Hall Neighborhood House’s main building is located at 52 George E.
Pipkin's Way Hall. The organization offers a host of community
resources and programs that service the demands and needs of the

community, including:

-Early Childhood Education !
-Youth Services, Counseling and College Prep

- After School Recreation B

- Performing Arts, Music & Dance

- Senior Citizen Support Services

- Affordable Housing, Home Ownership Counseling
- Job Training and Entrepreneurial Development

As a settlement house, Hall Neighborhood House’s mission is to provide
quality human services to a diverse population of children and families
and to develop a blueprint for financial stability, programmatic excellence
and the creation of new initiatives to strengthen the organization and

better serve the community.

- The McGivney Commianity Center is a non-profit orgat
1992-by & group of concemed businessmen and community leaders. It
was founded to provide youth with an educational "safe haven" from the
dangers of the streets. The.Center provides young peopie with After-
School and Evening Programs, as well as a Summer Camp.

Churches, synagogues and other religious organizations are an anchor of the East Side
community. There are numerous denominations serving the neighborhood's diverse
populetion, ‘
:
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Religious institutions are an important element of the social fabric of the East Side
neighborhood. Over thirty separate churches and temples were identified ina 2008 ... ... .
survey of the neighborhood, including various Hispanic denominations, Roman -
Catholic, Episcopal, Pentecostel, and Russian Orthodox churches. These churches
help promote communication throughout the community in the various languages
of the community. They also provide a wide range of services to support the social
health of the neighborhood (e.g. food banks, serving dinners, counseling, etc.).
They often play an important role in promoting civic programs and neighborhood

improvement projects as well.

iv. Educstion

Almost 54% of the adult Eest Side population has not completed high school. Only
28% have high school diplomas and, while 15% have taken some college classes,
only 3.3% of the population possesses a college degree.

Statistics also demonstrate that many of the students from the East Side are
ranking low in their studies. In 2006, only 5.42% of fourth graders end 7.90% of

sixth graders have met Connecticut Mastery Test Goals.

Average SAT Scores for 2006 were also low for the East Side: Verbal (374) and
Math (370). ' .‘
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Public Schools serving the East Side Community:

+ Barnum & Waltersville Elementa School was recently completed on the lower
East Side. The school replaces the two separate elementary schools as follows:
o WALTERSVILLE SCHOOL (Students: 500; Location: 150 Hallett ST,
Grades: PK - 08) ‘
o BARNUM SCHOOL (Students: 750; Location: 495 Waterview Avenue;

Grades: PK - 08)

+ Luis Mufioz Marin School (Students: 900; Location: 479 Helen Street, Grades:

PK-08)

« Achievement First Bridaeport Academy; the public charter school began
operations at the former Holy Rosary School on East Washington Avenue. In
the last year, the school purchased the former Barnum School on Noble
Avenue and Garfield School on Stillman Street. The Barnum School has
become the Middie School, Grades 5-7, 232 students. The School is expected
to convert the the Garfield School to its elementary school. They are expected

to open kindergarten classes for 84 students by the Fall 2010, Prospective -
students mustiive in'the East Side the East End or the West End.

« Hardi hool, located on Central Avenue in the East End serves the
East Side neighborhood as well o ‘

F. Nelghborhood Organizations and Activities

A number of community organizations, neighborhood groups and nonprofit
organizations have been operating for years on the Eest Side. These groups are
vital to the success of the neighborhood revitalization strategy since they focus
leadership and available resources towards the improvement and growth of the

neighborhood. Among these groups are:

The East Side Community Council
Washington Park Association
East Main Street Revitalization Association (EMSRA)

Lower East Side Development Corporation (LESDCO)
Hall Neighborhood House

Habitat for Humanity

Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust

McGivney Community Center

UUDUUUDU

Each orgenization has demonstrated leadership in securing grants and identifying
programs fo address neighborhood issues, renging from redevelopment projects to
neighborhood cleanups and beautification programs.
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G. Existing Land Use Profile ahd Patterns

1. Overview
Vacant land is the predominant land use in the East Side, accounting for over

26% of total land area in the neighborhood, followed closely by two-to-four
family (multi-family) residential uses, which comprise almost 22% of the
neighborhood. Industrial uses occupy just over 15% of the neighborhood’s land
area, and commercial uses account for about 10% of the land area.

Summary: While more detailed descriptions of each use are provided on the
following pages, the following is a summary of current land uses in the East
Side, as shown on the map of existing land uses shown on the next page:

Single Family Residential Use (7.0%)
Two-to-Four Family Residential Use (21.9%)
Five + Family Residential Use (5.6%)

Mixed Use (2.6%)

Light Industrial Use (7.8%)

Heavy Industrial Use (7.7%)

Utility (.03%)

Parks/Open Space/Cemeteries (2.6%)
Institutional (7.8%)

Vacant Land (26.4%)

** Approximately 17.4% of the neighborhood is classified as Brownfields

DUUDUDD'DDDD

2. Commerciel

Commerciel uses account for just over 10% of the developed land areas in
the Eest Side. Commercial uses are concentrated along the East Main
Street commercial corridor, along Boston Avenue, and along Knowlton
Street. Commerclal uses are mostly reteil, grocery and convenience stores
and service uses such as beauty pariors and nail salons.

The largest single piece of commercial property is the Shoreline Star

-property located on Kossuth Street, which is 16,13 acres in size. While it is
the largest commercial property, it has been lergely underutilized since the
days It was used as a dog track. Today it used for Off Track Betting.

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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LEGEND ~-EXISTING LAND USE ~East Side Neighborhood
=] 1 Family

2-4 Family

5+ Family

Commercial

Mixed Use

Light Industrial

Heavy Industrial

Utility

- Park/Open Space/Cemeteries

Institutional

Vacant

Water
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-Colorful Bodeges kne the Streets of the Eest Side.. adding to the ethnic:
character and appeat of the neiphborhood-

3. M‘_&l . ’ : - e - TIT T L

Industrial uses are concentrated on the eastern edge of the Upper East
Side, and currently along Knowlton Street. As noted from the CityScan
results, a large number of industrial/business uses (185) are currently
vacant, One of the largest employers in the neighborhood is the Prime
Resources Corporation on Boston Avenue, employing 440,

4. Residential

Single family Residential uses are concentrated in the upper Eest Side area.

On the lower East Side, single family residential uses are primarily located
within residential redevelopment areas built over the last ten years to
replace the previous Father Panik Housing Development,

5. Open Space/Parks

There is a relatively small amount of dedicated open space or parks currently
located in the Eest Side (2.6% of the neighborhood and approximately 1.1% of
the City’s open space). The primary park serving the neighborhood is
Washington Park, approximetely five acres In size, There is also the waterfront
park located along Yellow Mill Pond on Waterview Avenue (James Brown Park,
Marin-Garfield Park, William Barnum Park and Friendship Park (across from

Garfiield School).
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6. Current Development Controls and | s

a. LAND USE REGULATIONS: Current Zoning Map - Planning and Zoning

Current Zoning Districts - As noted earlier, the majority of the East Side is located
within the R-C Residential High Density Zoning District. Other Zoning Districts
within the East Side neighborhood (illustration next page):

1. OR-N (Office/Retail Neighborhood) - This is the zoning classification currently
established for the majority of East Main Street in the Upper East Side and
along upper Noble Avenue) :

2. MU-P (Mixed Use Perimeter) - This zoning classification currently applies to
East Main Street within the lower East Side and Boston Avenue around its
intersection with East Main Street. The purpose of this zone is to promote
mixed use development in between major industrial and commercial areas
and residential neighborhoods. :

-3, IHI (Heavy Industrial) - L and alohg.the westem shore of the East Side as well

as the eastern-egdge of the Upper-Ea st-Side-are zoned Heavy Industrial: Allof T

—theWats Tont property along the Pequonnock River is zoned Heavy- -
Industrial, preventing the suitable use of this area for waterfront purposes.

B. CURRENT ZONING REGULATIONS

The current Zoning Regulations were adopted in August 1996 and have been
. amend MQQ—J“WZDQZ‘?:W““‘ TR T TR

ey At o e, 234

- iy

Current Zonihg R‘egulatiohs restrict waterfront uses along the neighborhood's
waterfront. Regulations for the R-C High Density Residential District allow
residential development at a rate of 2700 sq. ft. per dwelling or up to 16

dwelling units per acre.
c. COASTAL MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS/FLOOD PLAIN BOUNDARIES

The City's current Coastal Site Plan Review procedures are outlined in Article
14.3 and implement Sections 22a-105 through 22a-109 of the CT General
Statutes. There are no specific additional local requirements for implementing
the State's coastal policies. Flood hezard areas (100-Year Flood Boundary)
are located along the western and eastern shores of the East Side
neighborhood, and there Is one additional low-lying area prone to fiooding that
Is located between East Main Street, Boston Avenue, Stillmen Street and

Huntington Road.
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Current Z‘o.ning Map for Est Side Neighborhood

Ktllegr Rentirens: LULE: - PRE s lanralianpe: At~ Duwit/Bmisour Arakiitehie:




The City Council and the City Planning and Zoning Commission recently adopted an
updated Plan of Conservation and Development, which was prepared by Buckhurst Fish
and» Jacquemart PC, _Ne_wi York, NY.,Iﬁg_;Elan 'w___as .p'rep_avred as a ma_jpr rewrite to the

Plan. In general, the closer the neighborhood can align itself to the development
directions of the City as a whole, the more successful the revitalization strategy will be.

The Land Use Plan would encourage the creation of greenways and public access along
the waterfront throughout the East Side neighborhood. The Land Use Plan also
recommends increased flexibility within the current industrial areas along the waterfront to
encourage mixed-used developments (residential, retail/commercial services and office

uses).
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2,

g. Proposed Amendments to Zoning Map and Zoning Regulations

The proposed amendments to the Zoning Map and Zoning Regulations
currently under consideration by the Planning and Zoning Commission would
help implement significant recommendations of the City's new Plan of
Conservation and Development, including the following changes:

o Light Industrial Areas along the Pequonnock River would be replaced
with Mixed Use/Light Industrial Zoning Districts and OR-G Districts

(Office and Retail)
Mixed Use - Perimeter Zones would be deleted from the zoning

regulations.
o There are no significant changes within the residential zones.

o There are no significant changes within the industrial zones.

@]

h. Impacts on Neighborhood Development

- Inthe context of this NRZ Sirategie Pian. the amendmenisdodhe Cty's Plan of . . . .
-~ Conservation and Development, Zoning Map, and Zoning Regulations'should ~ =

have a positive impact on the directions envisionéd by-the neighbor's
stakeholders, especially with regard to waterfront development and access. The
City's long-range plans also foresee the medical industry and related services
as being an area of growth for the City over the next 10 to 20 years. That
direction is seen as playing a positive role in the East Side's revitalization as

well, e
HISTORIC DISTRICT REGULATIONS

a. Local Historic District

embr ity Histori ; bounded by Crescent Avenue; East Main
Street and Pulaski Street. The local historic district is adjacent to both the
East Bridgeport Historic District and the East Main Street Historic District.
This is one of five (5) local historic districts. It is also located on the
National Register of Historic Places

b. National Register of Historic Places

1. East Bridgeport Historic District - this area was designated in 1978
and includes approximately 250 buildings. The total area is 938 acres
in size. Rallrogd Tracks, Beach, Arctic Street, and Knowlton Street.

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects




s in size,

B =Y r— District, Listed in 1985; 1 60 acre
includes 33 buildings, o ' T

Local and nationa| historic districts can each play an important role in the
revitalization strategy, but design is directly regulated in a local historic district
(Pembroke City Historic District). Any proposed nedification to.a by

, sfor [ t can be obtained, The Commission
must determine that Proposed improvements, visible from the street or public right-

of-way will not negatively affect the historic character of the building and property.

Listing on & National Register of Historic Places makes the property eligible for
centain tax credits angd grants, although many of the grent programs are avaijable
primarily to buildings that are open for public access and use. When historic funds
ére used for building improvements, the design must be épproved by the State or

Federal agencies, depending on the funding source,
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Investment and reinvestment in the neighborhood are direct indicators of potential for
revitalization of the neighborhood. There has been a significant level of reinvestment
in the East Side over the years. The degree of success the East Side will have in
achieving its full revitalization will depend largely on the degree to which property
owners continue to make investments in their properties and in their neighborhood.
The East Side NRZ effort has been underway since 2005, and its efforts have been
boistered by the individual investments of residents and business owners within the
community. The nonprofit sector has played a lead role in these revitalization efforts
and should be seen as a continuing force to rebuild the East Side as a viable
neighborhood. Some substantial revitalization projects have already been completed
within the neighborhood, and the revitalization strategy should be designed to build on

- the strength of these efforts. The following are some good examples of the kind of o

n 2 e i ———

. .work that has been realized to-date; - -

| East Main Street Mews: 588-612 East Main

Street. (Pictured at left, before; and after
renovation at left, below).
(Mixed-Use)

Conversion of 6 historic buildings (Victorian
row structure) into 20 apartments and four
retail stores. 16 of the 20 apartments were
income restricted/affordable apartments for
families whose incomes were below 60%
of the Area Median Income. Four were
market rate units. Project was completed in
late 2007 with occupency in early 2008.

) e, | N
et 14120 175 T 4.

| -1
- (Mixed-Use)

Anti-blight Action: Rehabilitation into four 3-
bedroom units with restaurant on lower

' level (El Flamboyan Restaurant)

~ September 2007

Killleern Remtnens: ULE -WMM/&M&@:’ Ancihieanie ~ Do Banttounr Arcfiihenss:
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rivate. $400,000.

ke fdgis b 4

,}1"_13'1""Noble Avenue - Rehabiiitation','foyr, (4) dwelling units, p

. 1055:1068. Pembirol e-Street - 25 units, ‘affordabie. $5 Million investment, $700,000 HOME
'fun‘ding’.'yvebstér'sank;ChFA,,,F-HLB.-, Lisc.

101:Bamum-Avenuie - Four- OTiC renovation.-Four-condo units were created, each
Affd‘rdfa:blé"ajﬁfﬁf'éfia\??BiO%'AM . $1:1: Million. Funding sources: DECD, CHFA, CT CDF|
-Alliance. 15 yeer deed restriction, Start: 2007. End: 2008. Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust,
Mutual Housing of SouthwesternCT. .. ) -

[ S

Immﬂmm sk~

nelghtarhood, and serves as & Ve oo extimple of the inportance of Kistoric presenvetion.

235-237 William Street - Historic Renovation that converted original 21-unit structure into
- @ 12 unit historic development, Financing: CT Historic Homes Rehabilitation Tex Credit
‘Program, Federal Home Loan Bank, Bridgeport HOME funding, private donations,
Corporate sponsorships; $1.2 Million, Partnership between Mutual Housing Assoclation

+ 8nd Habitat for Humanity of Coastal Fairfield County,
665- tic Street Areyto Apariments. 20 one bedroom apartments, income restricted,
~for formerly homeless individuals with mental lliness and/or substance addictions.

$6,082,723, Funding: 3 year PILOT. Begin: 2007, End; 2008 ‘

iZ_Qm_e_E_,_EIQKMu - Hall Commons Senior Housing. 41 units HUD Section 202
Senior Housing; Section 8 Rents, Funding: HUD, $6 Million. Hall Neighborhood House.

Completed Fall 2008 to house 84 fifth graders, with plans to expand to 720 students, level
K-8. $1.5 million over next 8 years, City of Bridgeport.

Bridae Academy Charter School, 401 Kogsuth Street: Connecticut Coast YMCA Day
- Cemp. $3.3 Million state and private funding. Opened September 2005 '

Bl Rearthrenss UL - PR Arattiaztss~ DasiBantizmur Arofiteats




Barnum and Waltersville Elementary Schools

252 Hallett Street, corner of Martin Luther King
- Drive, , e
New elementary school was completed for August FEEEES
2008 occupancy. The 172,000 square foot
building was designed to accommodate 1,250

students. Total investment: $58.3 Million ‘

New Mearin-Garfield Fire Station; 950 Boston
Avenue. $5.5 Million, Federal and City bond
funds. Begun May 2004, occupied April 2007

New Marin-Garfield Park - Between Boston

Avenue and Marin Garfield School; new play fields and playgrounds including new turf
and watering system, completed Fall 2006. $1.8 Million; Federal and State.

treet - Caroline House, Literacy Program for women and children,.

i Sfreet The Mofitana Ceénter, state-of-the-art Interacive Le

for individuals with physical and cognitive limitations. $100,000 ($50,000 CDBG).
ENF MENT

The City’s Office of Neighborhood Revitalization (ONR) has been instrumental in

-~ promoetingthe renovation and reuse of a number of East Side properties in recent years,

including the following:

192 Beach Street - private demolition, pre-fab construction; warning issued: 7/05/06; In

compliance as of 11/6/2006
6 um Avenue ~anti-blight & Condemnation Board ~ Construction by new owner:

WarningL 6/12/05; In compliance as of 6/20/07
i ~warnings issued June 2005, compliance in February 2007

304 Kossuth Street - Anti-Blight and Condemnation Actions
h Street ~Mutual Housing Association Conger House LLC Supportive Housing;

Warning issued: June 20086, In compliance as of May 2007 8 rental apartments and two
large community spaces to serve 16 homeless individuals with 8 permanent disability,
$1.4 Million ($387,000 HOME funding). Mutual Housing Association of Southwestern
Connecticut. ' :

343 Maple Street ~Anti-Blight Action. Waerning issued: May 2005; In compliance May

2006.

Examples of this type suggest the need for continued use of blight enforcement to
counteract neighborhood decline. During the Committee process, concerns were raised
about the need to refine the definition of blighted properties and to make sure that long-

term blights (e.g. 291 Harriet Street), are resolved.

Killeen Remtnens: LU ~ FRE iow lancikanpe: Anrcftitentis: ~ Duwicd Banbinum Anrahineahs:
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The most significant development plan on the books that would directly influence the East
Side revitalization strategy Is the Steel Point Redevelopment Area. The project involves
the development of a new mixed-use community with a waterfront pedestrian promenade,
dedicated open space and & marine on & 52-acre peninsula on the lower section of the
East Side, slong Bridgeport Harbor. The developer, Bridgeport Landing Development LLC
reached an agreement with the City on the development of Steelpointe Harbor in

-November 2007. The original concept included a 732,400 square foot retail center; 90,000
squere feet of waterfront retail space, over 2,000 units of residential development
(including 300 units that would be income restricted in perpetuity).

Kl Rearthens UL ~ ARG Ao llansthoope Atiteas: ~ Dasit! BentiaaarAincfibiects
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The agreement with the developer was recently revised due to market conditions and ‘
other factors. The Economic and Community Development and Environment Committee
and the City Council have recently approved a new agreement with the developer, and
the City Planning Department has provided the following update on the status of the

project and key elements to be included in the plan:

Presently submitting regulatory applications PDD, GDP & CAM
LDA recently completed '

Public Board Walk

Parking

Restaurants , : _
Big box anchors/ increase in retail square footage

7. Residential units 1200 +/- market rate
8. Additional offsite affordable rehab and infill.

NogAwN

The site has been cleared for demolition over the last 3 years. The fu‘ture development of
a project of this size could have dramatic impacts on the East Side revitelization strategy.

Waterview Avenue Marina Project

As an indicator of the potential for additional waterfront development in the Eest Side, the
MOVE Yacht Club is being relocated from California Street in the Steel Point

“ Redevelopment Area-to Waterview Avenue. The Yacht Club building and marina were
recently approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission, and the Common Council
approved the abandonment of a portion of Nichols and Cedar Streets to support the
development. The proposed marina retail complex will include the following components:

The square footage of the site is 46,180 sq ft or 1.06 AC+/-

1
2, There will be approximately 12 slips

3. Include three - four retall operations related to marine activity
4

5

Will Not include a large scale repair operation.

Restaurant will not be a component
Winter dry storage of boats will not be Included (denied because it diminished

6.
gvailable reteil parking requirements so as to not meet minimum zoning regs.).

. Slips will be connected with & ramp

8. Embankment will be contained with rip-rap.
11. Boet launch will be provided for "private” club member use. (Possible “for fee" use for

genersl public.")

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - ,Déh’d Borbour Architects
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DEVELOPMENT ISSUES |
The following issues are seen as requiring the greatest attention in the NRZ
Strategic Plan:

1) Population-Loss

Total East Side population dropped almost 25% from 1990 to 2000, primarily

the result of concentrated efforts to redevelop large sections of the lower East
Side (Father Panik Village and the Steel Point area). Among other factors, this
dramatic reduction in population has caused significant change that has had a

marked impact on the overall condition of the East Side neighborhood.

OsE IEEtTSide@ﬁ%) This is 8

: neighborhood and for the City. Large vacant lots are a
blighting influence and become targets for illegal dumping. These lots do
nothing for building the tax base of the community.

3) Neighborhood Ranking - Quality of Life

581 Side Wk Tariet TBETamOAG e Oy & nelghborioods In terms of
quality =of-life in the City of Bridgeport's recently-updated Plan of Conservation
and Development (effective March 17, 2008). “The neighborhood has some of
the highest crime rates and lowest income levels in Bridgeport.”

4) Unemployment Rates are high

The East Side's unemployment rate (16.2%) hes been higher than that of the
City (10%) and the State (6%).

5) Income levels are low

As of 2007, median household income in the East Side was $27,586 compared
to $44,216 for the City of Bridgeport as a whole and $65,967 for the State of
Connecticut. 34.1% of the neighborhood's households were below poverty
level, while only 7.9% of the State's households were below poverty level.

6) High level of single parent households

31.8% of the households in the neighborhood were female headed, single
parent, households, more than twice the rate for the City as a whole.
7) Education levels and skill levels are low

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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Only 28% of the aduit East Side population has graduated from high school.

8) Home Ownership Levels are Low

Only 20.5% of the dwellings in the neighborhood are owner-occupied. For the
state as a whole, home ownership rates are above 75%.

9) Property taxes are high

Property tax rates in Bridgeport have been raised as a concern to attracting
new business development in the community.

10)Crime levels are high

- According to Bridgeport Police Department, the East Side neighborhood ranks
-as.one of the highest for incidences of crime.

| ‘T‘“ 4"’;?ff-j:—i'jl--"-r:»;;fl1 Ufl‘“aﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁs S gt

A high percentage of industrial buildings are classified as brownfields (17.4% of
neighborhood), pointing out the importance of incorporating cleanup strategies

into revitalization plans.

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - bavid Barbour Architects




DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITIES

A. Waferfront :

The East Side possesses & significant waterfront along the Pequorinock River
to the west and Yellow Mili Pond to the east. Much of the waterfront along the

Pequonnock River on the Upgg_[:g_g__s‘_g_&g_e (Kpowl.g Avenye) has been
Qlopadforindigtrnl-and e seg=none of which'are water

endentlises; &5 by:th iiC‘-F‘*t‘:‘éza”‘éi’éTMh'gementh&: there are a
all number of docks loceted along the Congress Street Bridge Plaza Area,

While the waterfront could provide access for passive recreetion, fishing and
various forms of boating, none of those uses currently exist since most of the
waterfront is blocked from public access. On a citywide basis, it has been

B. Waterfront Access

- While there is an extensive waterfront in the East Side, there are very few
opportunities for public eccess 1o the waterfront for the residents of the
neighborhood currently, and the neighborhood needs more spots for fishing.
Along Knowlton Street, even some of the public rights-of way to the waterfront
are blocked by industrisl uses thet have incorporated these rights-of-way into

" Kdllkcey R trrenss Ll —WME«'MMM- Do/t Bemlinau Atvehtiteene:
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their operations. The waterfront park on Waterview Avenue has the potential for
providing public access for the neighborhood, however, access for driving
through and parking within the Park is restricted, and the park is not currently

inviting for public use.

C. Transportation lnf_rastrugture

Proximity to fixed-route rail lines offers the greatest long range opportunity for
the revitalization of the East Side neighborhood. Parts of the East Side are
already within walking distance of the existing train station in downtown
Bridgeport, creating the potential for Transit Oriented Development (TOD) in the
neighborhood -- high density mixed use village developments that enable
residents the potential for connecting with employment centers in the broader
region. Proximity to the major highway infrastructure and ferry service to Long
Island is another key asset for future revitalization of the East Side.

~ ~The East SIde nelghberhood T convenient 1o the downtown, providing
opportunities for employment and access to some of the region’s most
important cultural assets.

E. Historic Properties

The substantial supply of historic buildings in the East Side provides an asset to
the revitalization strategy. Redevelopment can achieve a high standard of
architectural design and character and incorporate architectural elements that

enhance an overall revitalization initiative.

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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An effective plan must include a statement or descn‘ptioh of the desired result the plan
intends to achieve - a ‘vision statement” that describes the successful result of the plan,
This is especially important for-an NRZ strategic plan, which emphasizes follow-up and

implementation, This section s devoted to the long range vision statement for the East
Side NRZ Plan, along with a series of goals and action steps help the neighborhood move

towards that vision.

Proposed East Side Neighborhood Revi 2ation Zone Strate

VISION STATEMENT

% M-ﬂnﬁ%ém‘y‘e‘é‘r“s, there has been mcreasingemphasisamong planning préfessionals and

City and neighborhood leaders arouind the need to move distressed neighborhoods
beyond just a physical revitalization - and towards the attainment of being livable or
“sustainable communities”. Sustainable communities are ones that not only look good,
they function effectively. They are healthy, long-term neighborhoods of choice that can be
independent and durable. Being a sustainable commu ly.feguires the physical
= improvement-oltheneighborhEER Rl , woned:-blighted or under

- maintained propérty in the neighborhos on of “disinvestment” to the outside
community. A vacant building is & tangible symbol that there is no demand for that
building. In the East Side, stakeholders are especlally concemed with the deteriorated
condition of streets and sidewalks and the general lack of street trees, Beyond these
physical improvements of the neighborhood, the East Side NRZ hes to address the need

training and a positive business climate, and the addition of neighborhood amenities that
will make the neighborhood livable -- and desirable.

The concept of sustainability is especially relevant to the Eest Side neighborhood.
The East Side NRZ Strategy should be viewed as four progressive steps or levels. These

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - . David Barbour Architects
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GOALS
1. Toreduce the number of blighted properties in the neighborhood until they are
eliminated. '

2. To encourage prompt rehabilitation of at-risk properties, while taking steps to
preserve properties that have historic character.

3. To reduce litter, improve maintenance and encourage efforts to beautify the overall
appearance of the East Side neighborhood

4. To rehabilitate and adapti\}ely reuse buildings that lack code compliance in order to
provide quality mixed-income housing

5. To increase affordable housing options for East Side residents

6. .o icrease lpvels of Home ownsiship™" "~ _

7. To improve the levels of security in the East Side neighborhood.

8. To increase public access to the neighborhood’s waterfront

mEow=s=gr Toincresse educationaldevels and-skill tévels in the neighborhood for children as
well as adults,

10.  To Increase employment opportunities for the East Side.

11, To strengthen the influence that community organizations have in the
redevelopment of the East Side neighborhood.

12, To create a business environment that is conducive to attracting continued
investments in commercial, Industrial, and mixed use developments throughout the

neighborhood.

13.  Toincrease the availability of youth activities and elderly services for East Side
residents. ' |

14. To increase communicetion by using the media that is available to the community
: (making sure that communication is sent out in English, Spanish aid other

languages that will be understood by a majority of the neighborhood's residents).

15.  Since the East Side hes such & high percentage of children with elevated blood
lead levels, the neighborhood should consider meking lead education and poison

prevention a priority/goel.

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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Objectives

1. The general appearance of the East Side needs to be softened and beautified with
trees, landscaping and buffer plantings that balance expansive views of buildings,
roads, highways, paved parking lots and other impervious surfaces. Streetscape
improvements throughout the neighborhood are seen as very important to this
effort. . "

2. The East Side NRZ Planning Committee sees its most significant revitalization
opportunity as the development of the neighborhood's waterfront for public access
and for mixed-use communities (pedestrian walkways, restaurants, shops, boating,
etc.).

3. To help increase employment and income levels on the East Side, the NRZ
Planning Committee is interested in encouraging job training/career development
for East Side residents with a focus on the health-related field, which is envisioned
as a growth industry for Bridgeport. »

4. Support the effors of the Bridgeport Public Library to begin work to.identify and
~_ _negotiate a repiacement for the Old.Mill Greenibrary branch-wit 18 larger, more
AT T modern, permenentiibrary. - o e S e

5. In addition to the major areas of focus above, the following recommendations ere
viewed as supporting the long-range vision for revitaiization of the neighborhood:

a. Promoting the adaptive reuse of industris! buildings, especially élong the
eastern edge of the neighborhood (e.g. Remington)

ox i

fomat mey

T TR AT RIS T T T 'e'h SEMEA ile v

c.  Creatioh of a Congress Street
Bridge has been replaced.

d. Development of & new East Bridgeport Train Station off of Barnum Avenue
central to the East Side and East End neighborhoods

e. Bringing into the neighborhood (or linking to) training for East Side residents
and creating a community center for such services and other community
needs.

f. Recognize and support events on the East Side such as the East Main
Street Festival and other community events, with an emphasis on using

Washington Park.

*Village” area, once the Congress Street
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VI.  NRZ PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

Guiding Principles

1. FORTS SHOULD BE CONCE TED TO BUILD A STRONG
INVESTMENT CLIMATE. The revitalization of the East Side neighborhood will
not be an easy task. The issues facing the neighborhood are significant, and
those who have been working here to stabilize and revitalize the neighborhood
over the years are well aware that change often occurs slowly. As noted, there
are already examples of reinvestment occurring in the neighborhood. Many
projects have been completed in past years, and there are a number of projects
currently underway. While these projects have been individually successful,
they have often been scattered through various parts of the neighborhood and
don't always build on the success of each other. The NRZ Strategic Plan should
focus investments to maximize impact. Public sector investments should be
used to: a. support private sector projects and activities and b. leverage

- investments.

2. LEA ) 'OCUSED ON IMPLE INGT .
Strategic Plan should build on past successes and rely on the continued
involvement of the people and the organizations that are already committed to
the East Side's revitalization with enough representation of the Community's
residents (e.g. 66.% were Hispanic, as of the last Census). Ideally, this
Strategic Plan should be viewed as a Management Plan by the NRZ ‘
~“Committee. The Pian should be used to maintain a *bird’s eye” perspective of

the neighborhood - and provide & blueprint for fostering projects and programs
that will most significantly influence the further revitalization of the

neighborhood as & whole. To be successful, the NRZ Committee must enlist the
help of additionel people and groups in the neighborhood to join in the
revitalization effort and to increase the impact of leadership efforts here.
Success will only be possible if stakeholders continually manage the

revitalization strategy.

3. . NRZ leaders recognized the

need to strengthen and enhance communication within the neighborhood. The
NRZ Committee could play & strong role in being & “voice” for the East Side.
Many participants felt that there was currently a perceived lack of power within

- the East Side and the need for stronger involvement of community
orgenizations. The NRZ should work to connect the leadership of existing
community organizations and solicit greater involvement by other residents and
businesspeople by means of radio, newspaper, schools, churches, etc.

4. X ' While there was

some interest in supporting larger projects thet could have long-term economic
impact for the East Side (such as the creation of a new East Bridgeport train’
station and new Transit-Oriented Development related to it), most participants
favored short-term projects they considered to be more feasible given current
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conditions and trends, and available resources. This input influenced the
suggested phasing of projects included within this Strategic Plan. East Side
NRZ leaders wanted to emphasize the basic elements of neighborhood
revitalization inthis-strategy such-as rehabilitation of housing stock,
construction of infill housing; and implementation of streetscape improvements.
Meanwhile, certain issues that were seen as beyond immediate control by the
neighborhood are nonetheless viewed as critical to a sound revitalization
strategy. The restoration of the Congress Street Bridge was identified as the
most significant example. Many see the bridge stuck in an open position as
being a visible sign that the neighborhood is not connected to.other parts of the
City, in particular the downtown - and & symbol of a neighborhood weakness.-

5. USE OF TARGET AREAS

‘Bullding from & position of strength..”

- The NRZ Planning-Commitiee sees the revitalization of the East Side as a
-~~~ building- block-strategy. This-Plan-recommends the use of an-implementation
=== strategy within-spacifictargat sreas-io-ackileve this Tevitalization-By. targeting

7 " projects within Key t&rpét ereas, the NRZ will have the opportunity fo encourage
~ change and revitalization that will have broaderimpact. Following the
completion of the East Side-NRZ workshop in early 2008, the East Side Side
NRZ consultants presented the neighborhood’ priority projects at a meeting of
key City staff members who provide policy direction for development of the City
and its neighborhood: eeting, City staff reinforced the importance of
- - Aargetingactivitiss-gn IR HEBRsEReCeNt TEViSions to
regulétions for Community Development Block Grant funding, for example,
stress the importance of looking at the renovation of entire blocks to assure that
strong neighborhoods are being created. It will be important to consider
housing, streetscape, mixed use where applicable and commercial services.

6. ECONOMIC FACTORS. While the nation is currently suffering from an
economic recession that has had an impact on the current real estate market,
those conditions have already started to improve as this Plan Is being -
completed. The NRZ strategy is designed to build on the existing physical
strengths of the neighborhood and to create a climate that supports growing
investment within the neighborhood, at & rate commensurate with general

improvements to the economy as & whole.

citvities included in S
The Strategic Plen involves various types of Activities that strengthen the

neighborhood &t multiple levels. For each activity, this Plan identifies: a. potential
partners and b. resource opportunities avallable to help carry out these activltles.‘

Level One - Build the sense of community (Communication in Engligh,.
Spanish and other languages as needed, and Community Organization)
Level Two -Stabilize the Neighborhood - Core Revitalization Programs
Level Three -Improve the Appearance and Viability of the Neighborhood

/(i//gcn Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects



Level Four -Enhance the Business Climate of the East Side/ Economic
Revitalization

Leve] OQ 8 - Build the sense of community (Communication and Community
Organization). | ~

The social problems within the East Side need to be addressed in a direct way.
Neighborhoods function best when the people who live in them have a sense of
belonging, confidence that neighborhood problems are being addressed, and a sense
of security. The first level of activities in the East Side Revitalization Strategy,
therefore, is to strengthen the neighborhood’s sense of community by supporting the
continuation of existing community organizations, creation and maintenance of block
watches, and scheduling regular neighborhood cleanups and beautification efforts,
Activities at this level are fundamental to the neighborhood's long-term success and,
therefore, need to be ongoing throughout the revitalization strategy. These efforts will
have direct impact on the livability and sustainability of the East Side.

"‘ 810N Proc
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;%ﬂﬁ7é4NRZ—’%F&W;*the*cﬁﬁ‘frﬁﬁ’ﬁitsf'fs'ﬁma'TEFﬁ'T-a'r‘i NRZ Steering '

Committee, responsible for Implementation of the NRZ Strategic Plan.

Neigh od Qutreach/Dial The NRZ Steering Committee should reach
out to the community and foster an ongoing dialogue, especially within the
resident community. The Committee should include representation of specific
community organizations and stakeholder groups, including:

The East Side Community Council

Lower East Side Development Corporation
Eest Main Street Revitalization Association
Washington Park Association

Trash Busters

Residents

Churches, Faith-based organizations

Business community
Non-profit organizations (Habitet for Humanity, Mutual Housing,
Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust, McGivney Community Center, etc.)
J. Spanish/English media (e.g. Radio Cumbre, LeVoz, Radio Amore)

SO teoao0oown

—

It Is critically important that each project be approached through collaboration,
At the beginning of each year, the NRZ should develop an

PLAN through joint meetings with its partners, most of whom are hopefully
represented eround the table. There should be an emphasis on residents,
Together, the NRZ and its partners should assess previous progress, identify
localized needs, determine evailable resources and develop & plan of
implementation for the coming year, by Identifying the role of each group and
the resources they can bring to bear or jointly secure. In this way, all ~
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organizations can work towards achieving common goals.

Nelghbomobg Topfcs. While the NRZ Steering Committee should focus on

advocating for projects and resources to complete physical improvements in the

neighborhood, other areas of concern should include: -

1. Soclal Setvices to support the needs of neighborhood residents. The 20+
Human Service Agencies operating on the East Side (such as Hall .
Neighborhood House, Helping Hand Center, Alpha Home, McGivney
Center, etc.) should be directly involved in these efforts.

2. Security (expansion and maintenance of viable block watch groups, in close
coordination with City Police Department and other public safety officials).
This could include expansion of block watches, community service, etc.

3. Cleanup and Beautification: East Side neighborhood groups should
continue to work closely with established groups like the Trash Busters to

. —organize-cleanup drives on &-regulst basis. Specisl-efforts shou
- - f‘ j f»_ “.4 ti-af lo BINAT . -eomi ¢ on Wl'fh“lhe
neighborhood’s block watch efforts and community service (Police). The

East Side NRZ should meke & special effort to work closely with Mayor Bill
Finch's recent “Be Green” Beautification initiative and connect with youth
conservation teams and groups such as Groundwork Bridgeport.

Lt ) LIannIngprocess; it was noted that
eTSas-e=rTeut-orIncIoN HEEWitHit the East Side, Without
meaningful recreational oremploynient opportinities, it will be difficult to
keep the neighborhood's youth engaged in constructive activities. The
alternative will be increased Ioitering, grafiiti and crime within the
neighborhood. It was recommended that opportunities for recreation and
employment be pursued as part of the revitalization strategy. it will be
imporiant to promote the use of youth programs offered through the Orcutt
Boys Club, the McGivney Community Center and the Hell Neighborhood
House. Boys & Girls Clubs offer programs and services to promote and
enhance the development of boys and girls by instilling & sense of
competence, usefulness, belonging and influence. Summer camps and
youth summer employment programs should be continued and expanded if
possible. The McGivney Community Center is a non-profit organizetion
founded in 1892 by a group of concerned businessmen and community
leaders. It was founded to provide youth with an educational "safe haven"
from the dangers of the streets. The Center also provides young people
with After-School and Evening Programs, as well as 8 Summer Camp.
- Examples of the Center's past programs includes homework assistance,
supplemental education, computer literacy, music progrems, arts and crafts -
and recreation programs. As funds are avallgble, scholarships are available

to help defray tuition costs,
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Hall Neighborhood House offers g variety of programs as well, including
youth services, counseling and college prep; after school recreation; and

performing arts, music and dance.

5. Senlor Services - Some of the elderly residents of the East Side lack
sufficient resources to maintain their homes and their properties. Additional

services for meals, medical services and recreation. should be explored. A
number of local organizations, such as the Hall Neighborhood House, offer

senior citizen support services.

-- The East Side NRZ should support social

o ”:‘“EﬁﬁéﬁééflsimiiérJr:"aﬁh'Qéésed organizations, business groups and other
community groups.

The importance of community organization needs to be fully understood and
cannot be overstressed: the East Side neighborhood will not be successful
without continued efforts to clean up, to make the neighborhood a safe place to
- —ive-8nd to meintain an-open dialogue among stakeholders. A strong, unified
community voice is also the best way to effectively communicate neighborhood

concerns and needs to City leaders and officials who are operating with fewer
resources.

Several areas of concern must be eddressed at this leve!: high levels of vacancy (land
and buildings); high number of blighted properties; and the high number of properties
lacking code compliance, Underlying these areas of concern are the generally low
household income levels within the neighborhood and the low levels of owner
occupancy, Efforts must be focused on creating new housing, renovating housing that
is below standard and creating strong neighborhoods. The NRZ must work with other
pertners and tap as many resources as possible to assure sufficient stabllization.

SUGGESTED PARTNERS:
a. Non-profit organizations such as Hablitet for Humanity, Mutual Housing of

Southwestern Connecticut, Bridgeport Nelghborhood Trust, East Main Street
Revitalizetion Associstion, Lower Eest Side Development Corporation (LESDCO) and

Groundwork Bridgeport.
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b. City agencies such as the Office of Neighborhood Revitalization (Blight
enforcement, NR2), Bridgeport Redevelopment Agency, Building Department, Health
Department, Bridgeport Housing Authorit , ete, ' ‘

. Since much of the East Sidé isina Mhistoric district, the NRZ might consider

c
partnering Wi,fh':_s‘oméone-w"p'rov!ide??tr%éihing onhow property owners could access
historic tax ¢redits, - ‘ .

SAMPLE RESOURCE OPPORTUNITIES:

-Community Development Block Grant funds; annual entittement approximately $3

Million _ .
-Bridgeport Lead Elimination Action Plan (LEAP) Program (Bridgeport Neighborhood

Trust) - $ 3 Million to eliminate lead poison hazards
-Neighbrohood Stabilization Funds -- $6 Million (City of Bridgeport ARRA Stimulus
Funds) - to be used to leverage $26.2 .Mjmqn of Housing Development Funds (HDF) to

i g s

= -~ Slesipeint Rédeveionr entProjert = Since Stas faieaﬂarbi:?@ﬁas@gsbénéibifity

Z should work

T CTeBINg Up 15 300 Tnaoees restricted housing units, the East Side NR

10 negotiste the placement of &s many of these units as possible into the NRZ
strategy, particularly for infill housing, housing rehabilitation ang mixed-use projects.
-Department of Economic and Community Development Funds
-Congressional Earmark Funds
- Lower East Side Development Corporation (LESDCO) - $1.8 Million in Section 108
. funding for projests. inciggis; -eligaticipe eI elEgBvelopmient, affordable
housing; efc. - - e
~ Historic Tax Credits ‘
- Federal Home Loan Bank - AHP (although very competitive lately)
- - CHFA Housing Tax Credit Contribution Program (HTCC) - $10M made available

annually. Applications typically due July 1; and
- Flexible financing could be secured through'communlty loan funds (Community
Capital Fund and Housing Development Fund).

- City bonds .
-Bridgeport Housing Authority, Section 8 Certificates

- Low Income Housing Tax Credits
-Privatg Foundations '

1. .
Properties in disrepair or lacking code compliance must be repaired and upgraded

80 that the neighborhood is stabilized and itg housing stock can provide for future
generations. It is recommended that housing rehabilitation pPrograms seek to

achieve the following goals to the extent possible:

1. Funds should be targeted in a block-by-block strategy, beginning with initial
larget area between Washington Park and Knowiton Street,
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2. Funds should be available to fund a variety of housing improvements,
ranging from system replacement and repair to property enhancements
such as painting and window replacement. Properties, at @ minimum, must
be brought into compliance with existing health and safety codes.

3. ‘There should be a stringent code enforcement program especially within
targeted areas.

4, There should be a specific focus on absentee-owned and derelict
properties, tailoring programs to the zoning of specific properties (e.g.
brownfields, industrial properties).

Continued support should be provided to programs like the Heaithy Homes
initiative of the Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust (BNT). In par’mership with the City,
BNT promotes access to healthy homes, providing dollars and services to prevent
lead poisoning, promote wellness, and improve the quality of life for the City's
neediest populatlon Over the next two years, BNT intends to create another 160
lead safe units using almost $2,000,000 of HUD funding through the City of

B eport Lead Free Femilies Program-and BNT’s Lead Elimination-Action

rogram (LEAP), a 3 year grant to address the critical need of lead prevention,
education, and abatement of 100 units. The past data shows that the need for
these types of programs is even greater in the East side. From 2004 thru 2007,
there were 420 incidents of lead reporied in the East side. 30% of the incidents
reported have children with elevated blood lead levels above 20 micrograms per
deciliter. The following census tracts lists the percentage of housing stock buiit
before 1850-and-the number of lead incidents reported.

Buildings sometimes outlive their economic use. This is pearticularly the case for
some of the older industrial buildings and public buildings that remeain on the East
Side. Building standards for modern industry are generally different than those of
the late 1800s or early 1900s when much of the East Side was first developed. It is
more important today to have space that is energy-efficient, fiexible and functional.
With the advent of newer schools, such as the Barnum Waltersville School, the City
has no need to operate schools like the Waltersville School. When large buildings
become vacant for long periods of time, they become blights on the neighborhood,
safety risks, and targets for attractive nuisance. These properties need to be
guided into a productive use, which will often be an adaptive reuse (e.g. conversion
of & school into multi-family housing units or a factory into a mixed-use complex for
new housing, office and retail uses). Other examples include Holy Rosary School
(previously occupled by Achievement First) and St. Charles School,
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3. Blight enforcement

Strict enforcement of the City's Blight and Housing Codes is essential to the
continued revitalization of the East Side. The Office of Neighborhood
Revitalization has. proven; that certain deteriorated properties can be turned
around and made productive elements of the neighborhood through consistent
enforcement of local blight laws. Enforcement assures that absentee property
owners are held accountable for the condition of their properties. It will also help
the City and the NRZ to identify individuals who have an interest in maintaining
their properties but 1ack the financial capability or technical ability to keep up
with ongoing repaits or upgrades, such as the elderly.

Additional reégmmegdatign; Revisit the Definition of Blight. The Housing

Subcommittee believed that a uniform definition should be established for
classifying sites as blighted (Although CityScan inventoried all East Side
properties, a number of properties viewed locally as blighted did not show up in

... ... theCityScan.inventory. Examples included: 197-207 Herriet Street; 64-72

4. Halfway Houses. Social Programe
The East Side NRZ is supportive of the purposes for which Halfway Houses

have been created in Bridgepont, so that programs can be offered to assist
individuals who are seeking to overcome alcohol and/or drug abuse problems.
VGV 8.locs n-that-the-number of such homes in the East
JeTE aisprope Einou-homerBHdgeport néighborhoods,
which could affect the overall révitalization strategy. Based on a recent review
by the Office of Neighborhood Revitalization of the list of all the licenses group
homes and rooming houses in Bridgeport: The East Side has nineteen (19)
such licenses. In comparison, the West Side has twenty-two (22); the Hollow

has eleven (11); the South End has six (6); the East End has five (5) and Black
Rock has two (2).
. The NRZ Commitiee wishes to encourage the overall upgrade and improvement

of existing halfway houses before new ones ere created in the East Side... and to
encourage balanced placement of halfway houses throughout the City.

¥ 2

Low owner occupancy rates in the East Side are directly proportional to the high
levels of renter occupancy/absentee ownership in the neighborhood. This is in
part due also to the neighborhood housing stock which is mace up largely of
four to six unit multi-family structures that are conducive to a rental housing
merket. In general, the NRZ leadership needs to recognize that increases in

~ homeownership will directly result in 8 community of longer-term residents that
are invested and committed to the future of the East Side. : |
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Efforts need to be concentrated on the promotion of home ownership in the
East Side. The Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust (BNT) has established a number
of successful programs for promoting affordable home ownership opportunities.
One of the key elements of these programs is their Comprehensive
Homeownership Counseling Program: BNT is a HUD approved and CHFA
certified housing counseling agency. BNT'’s one on one counseling services
provides support to first time homebuyers to obtain the goal of homeownership.
Each client starts with an orientation to determine mortgage readiness and
finishes equipped with the information to purchase in today’s market. BNT's
program has three components; individualized one on one counseling, monthly
8 Hour Pre Purchase Homeownership Class, and monthly post closing
workshops including Foreclosure Prevention, Financial Literacy, and Landlord
Tenant Training. To complement its program the City has selected BNT to be
the administrator of its Down Payment and Closing Cost Assistance Program
which will make available up to $25,000 for down payment and closing cost

- Bssistance, perapplicant. T -

T a'l“heandge_port Néighborhood Trust should be invited to assume a leadership
role with the NRZ since the goal of increasing home ownership must be at the
forefront of the East Side NRZ process.

In addition to home ownership programs, the NRZ process should recognize all
_opportunities for creating various levels of home ownership within the East
-+ Side.-Forexample, as multi-family dwellings (duplexes and three-to-six family
dwellings) become available, consideration should be given to shared
ownership models, e.g. condos, cooperatives, etc.). The Mutual Housing
Association has an excellent track record in developing housing with various

ownership models.

6. Inflll Housing

Where there are vacant lots within the neighborhood, the NRZ Strategy
suggests the construction of infill housing where there is sufficient room to
create onsite parking and where no other neighborhood needs exist (e.g. open
space, neighborhood parking lots, community gardens, etc.).

Construction of new housing units will be the key to redeveloping large tracts of
vacant land. This should be a primary stretegy on the lower East Side and an
appropriate location to encourage the development of income-restricted units

by Steelpointe Harbor.
The Housing Subcommittee made further recommendetions for the NRZ
strategy: '

) . Parking Is @ major problem on the

‘stde streets of the East Side. CityScan identified 40 unregistered end
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East Side streets. Some registered vehicles are also
y streets and left for days at a time. The Committee
ots should be considered for parking or
other housing-related rather than being built upon; which would
“increase overall nélg: od density. Some.vacant lots should be used
- as parking lots to suppd neighboring housing. In concept, these parking
lots could be owned, secured and managed by neighborhood :

g for adjacent residential uses (consider

associations to provide parkin g
use of easements and common driv ways to access residential property

to the rear). Proceeds from rentals could be used to support
neighborhood programs.

Encourage Home Ownership. To the extent feasible, emphasize
conversion of rental units to owner-occupied dwellings. Meanwhile, the
nized the need to utilize available

Housing Subcommittee also recog
_ funding sources and resources that provide for the ongoing maintenance
_ Ofhousing units and the reterition of those winits as affordable. In

abandoned cars on
being parked on Cit
recommends that certain vacant |

T subsidies be incorporatedt

-perticular, it was.recommended that Section 8 certificates-and related

ilize the neighborhood must be designed

to include mixed-income housing options and will require some levels of
~ public and private subsidy. Mixed-income housing options should not be
W, DLEERSICized -hausing - models,-however. To
_ TIOOUSUBIBINALTITY, 1he " E&StSitle must attract & certain
level of market rate housing that occurs within a healthy, livable
neighborhood.

Programs such as the Habitat for Humanity and the Bridgeport
Neighborhood Trust can help increase the availability of quality
Affordable Housing Development : BNT has completed over 75 units of
effordable housing units leveraging over $10,000,000 of public and
private resources. Currently, the BNT has 28 units in the pipeline, of
Which 24 units are in construction. This represents more than five million
dollars of investment in the community. Of the units completed, 4 were
in the East Side. Of the 24 units currently in construction, 6 are located

in the East Side.

To be successful, efforts to stab
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Level Threé - Improve the Appearance and Viability of the Neighborhood:

Neighborhood Improvement Projects

After developing a strong sense of community and making improvements to the
conditions of the neighborhood’s housing and building stock, existing residents and
businesspeople will be more likely to stay for longer periods of time and continue to
invest in their properties as a place to live, raise their families, and make a living. The
next phase of the revitalization strategy needs to focus on specific improvements to
upgrade the overall appearance and viability of the neighborhood so that other
residents and businesses will also be drawn to the East Side. The following list of
neighborhood improvement projects are discussed in further detail in the next Section,

Action Plan.

SUGGESTED PARTNERS:

a. Non-profit organizations such as Habitat for Humanity, Mutual Housing of
Southwestern Connecticut, Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust, East Main Street e

Revitalizstion Association-and Groundworks, . .. i
~~b-Bltyagenties stich a5 thie OMice of Nelghborhood Revitalization (Blight
enforcement, NRZ), Bridgeport Redevelopment Agency; Building Department,
Bridgeport Housing Authority, Board of Education and the City Parks Department, etc.

SAMPLE RESOURCE OPPORTUNITIES:
) ;&;lpmmunity Develepment Block Grant funds; annual entitlement approximately $3
illion. -

-Department of Economic and Community Development Funds

- State and Local Tax Incentives and Credits (Neighrbohood Assistance Act)

-CT DEP Long Island Sound License Plate Program

- Congressional Earmark Funds

- City bonds

-Public/Privete Partnerships

Improve Public Access to the Waterfront.

Waterfront access is very limited at this time. As part of the Revitalization Strategy,
there will be an emphesis on creating quality points of access to the waterfront to
enable neighborhood residents to access and enjoy the waterfront and to enhance the

neighborhood's eppeal. The emphasis will be on identifying and developing three

specific points of public access:
D Barnum Avenue Right of Way at Knowlton Street and Pequonnock River

o Arctic Street Right of Way at Knowlton Street and Pequonnock River
o Redevelopment of James Brown Park (formerly Weterview Park, at Waterview
- Avenue, Crescent Street and Yellow Mill Pond)
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alsoa strengneedforstgeetscape:mpmveménts, including street trees, street lights,
benches, andimproved pedestrian/bi'c‘yclé crossings,

Improve Parks and Open Space faglllties in Ng[gnggmoog

o Support the devélopmehf of the Barnum/Waltersvine fields
o Merin-Garfield Park '

o - Support the enhancement of the waterfront and es

idge needs 1o e replaced. The

S priority projects for

havebesh spaciica armerked by the Gi ywarﬁe immediate
demolmbhiOf‘fﬁé"-exls”tlng bridge structure in &n effort to remove the stigma associated
with the visugl impact of the existing bridge stiick in en open position, :
rien Bridge Cros . During the East Side NRZ Planning Committee meetings,

there was some discussion of the feasibility of funding the initial construction of g
pedestrian bridge at this location with existing funds, A pedestrian bridge could cost as

h
b
Level Four - Economje Development Projects
The waterfront is the East Side's most significant physical asset, The current
conditions of the East Side's waterfront are not conducl_ve to promoting new economic
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development that relates to the water. There are factories, in some cases brownfields,
and many barriers to access and use of the water. There needs to be a concentrated
effort towards redeyveloping the waterfront to support water dependent uses and
increased public access along the neighborhood’s waterfront. There is a need for
changes to the City’s zoning, expanded use of the Coastal Site Plan Review
Procedure, and efforts to encourage waterfront redevelopment, especially along

Knowlton Street and the Pequonnock River.

The East Side’s commercial corridors and primary
entrances./gateways are the community’s calling card. It is
o 1 important to establish a clean, welcoming appearance to he
Historic | neighborhood. Beautification efforts are already beginning
here. The Office of Neighborhood Revitalization is in the
process of implementing a progream to install 75 banners
along East Main Street and two welcome signs, one at the
)id Mill Green.Park, Boston Avenue and the other-one:gt--=.=== i
cAven hington Bridge.

FAasT SHD

§-Housatonic Avertie before the East Was
There should also be some smaller
welcome signs and some additional
trash cans, although the specific
number has yet to be determined.

Ofice of Nejphbonhood Revitsizatom (ONR) to weltome
vissiitors 8o the East Siidie st key gstieway Incations:, iy,
two wiil be instaied but this i & progrem Vet cam hapefully
MWMMMEJMWMMMMMW.EMM
trash cams (epprax.. 30) that ONR, has punchesed for use ‘ .
&lomg Erst Miin Street. Am axitiizma) ONR: prajict i the introdiution of Higtem
wwﬁammmmmammmmmwmmm
etractivemsss. of the overall busimess climete.

Efforts to revitalize East Main Street have made significant progress over the last 25
years or 8o, with the help of the East Main Street Revitalization Association. These
efforts to foster the commercial strip need to continue and be strengthened to assure
reasonable commercial services to support the neighborhood. The East Main Street
corridor has provided for mixed use developments in the past and should continue to
be viewed for thet purpose. Additionally, the commercial corridor should be seen as an
importent retail link with the Steelpointe Harbor development, and a primery gateway.

Efforts should be focused on:
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- industry for East Sideesidents, s e

o Promotion of mixed use developments along corridor (retail, service uses on

first floor, residential above. _ _ } :
o Infill housing in proximity to commercial corridor to increase market support for

retail and service establishments - L
- 0 Continued efforts to enhancin he historic character of the buildings located

along East Main Street = '~
o Promotion of streetscape improvement program
-0 Strengthening communication among business leaders
Active support of the East Main Street Revitalization Association

n]
Job Training
Neighborhood leaders want to see increased training for East Side residents to assist
them in finding gainful employment. In particular, the neighborhood wants to position
itself to be able to access and be part of growing industries within the City and the
Region. The City’s recent Master Plan emphasizes the heaith industry as being one of

the most significant opportunities for future growth in Bridgeport. The East Side wishes
'to support that direction &nd to support job training and job opportunities in the health

. lraining in the medical field ¢
*u_hﬁﬂhﬁ—%’sgy~'n P Ty 5 i

Partnerships should be esfémbl'iﬂéﬁe_:-d"Qvith-_;;(‘i_stiné health providers: Bridgeport Hospital,

St. Vincent's Medical Center, Optimus and the Bridgeport Health Care Center were
rs in the City of Bridgeport as of 2006. Additional partners
should include the Greater Bridgeport O.1.C. and area universities and colleges (e.g.
Housatonic Community College, Sacred Heart University) that provide employment
£l 1Q0 8@ BURRor senvices. The Bridgeport Trade and

o

°r s aise-strategicallyiocated i the nelghborhood, and some of their
building space (e.g. Bullding #3) could be used for educational programs and job
training. ‘

pursue appropriete job training, higher levels of education and job experiences that
could help qualify them for employment opportunities in various aspects of the health
eld. : .

Longer-Term Projects

In general, the East Side NRZ strategy supports the completion of projects and the
creation of programs that will strengthen the neighborhood. The Planning Committee
was interested in pursuihg a number of more aggressive long-range plans for the
neighborhood, but they felt these should be done efter other priority goals have been
achieved. The projects thet were seen as being appropriate in the long term are as

follows:
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‘Adaptive Reuse of Industrial Buildings (it was noted that rhany of the‘k"industrial
buildings located in the East Side will require some form or remediation for

“brownfield” properties)

o Shoreline Star/Lower East Side Redevelopment

o Congress Street Village

o East Bridgeport Train Station
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VIl. ACTION PLAN: EAST SIDE NRZ STRATEGIC PLAN

1. TARGET AREAS

The East Side NRZStrateglc Plantécognizes the need to create several distinct
target areas for the long-range revitalization strategy, with each target area having
their own redevelopment goals. ‘

£ 1-Knowlton
$47 | Street/Washington Park
¥#| 2 -East Main Street
e Commercial Corridor
' gemat | 3-Congress Street

14 - industrial

Redevelopment Area
{ | 5-Waterfront
% | Redevelopment Area
6 - Transit Station/ Transit
{s@riemtes Development

= 7-Lower East Side

.. VISR oF | arget Ahens ‘ | @Y ST ,_.'_771;;‘.25';:!
Mid Term_Revitalizetion Stretegy ~MT, and Long Term
RevRelization Seatagy - LT)

To promote effective rewt'allzation, the NRZ Strategy recommends that the

neighborhood concentrate physical redevelopment efforts, available resources and
programs within specific target areas. The initial target areas are generally located

as follows:
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1) KNOWLTON STREET/WASHINGTON PARK (WESTERN SHORE OF
EAST SIDE NEIGHBORHOOD) -- ST

The redevelopment of the western shore of the neighborhood is one of the first
areas the NRZ should focus on in the East Side’s revitalization, for a number of

reasons:;
a) The close proximity to the downtown area, the transportation hub and
business center of the City, which also holds job opportunities for East

Side residents,

b) There is a significant waterfront exposure along the Pequonnock River,
with several distinct opportunities for waterfront development and public

access that could benefit the revitalization of the East Side
neighborhood.

¢) Close proximity to the dowhtown train station and;m,ajg;if@aspedatiesi—:r Smme—

= " .2-'_.‘2.-';.!_: ;:-’_'i-‘_-_-,_i_'_—;_;;;;',,_' SRS 4@%‘?@5@%&@5}%&!& excellent connections to ofher parts
" of the City and the region.

d) Buildings in this area have significant historic character, and the
presence of Historic Districts in this area further helps to foster strong

design in chosen revitalization projects.

€) The residential areas around Washington Park are strong and have
responded well to the revitalization process. There have been significant
investments made by nonprofit groups like Habitat for Humanity,
Bridgeport Neighborhood Trust, and Mutual Housing of Southwestern

Connecticut,

f) Redevelopment of the lower East Side and the waterfront area adjacent

to it will enable excellent coordination and linkage with the
redevelopment of the nearby Steel Point Redevelopment project.

A

LOCATION: The Pequonnock waterfront and the Knowilton Street Corridor from
Arctic Street to Congress Street Is seen as an imporiant area for promoting

River, including residential areas along Arctic Street, Maple Street, Barnum
Avenue, Washington Avenue, Knowiton Street, Willism Street, Harriet Street,
and Noble Avenue. Important residential restoration projects have been
completed in this area in recent years, making it easier to have impact within

this erea.

There hé;/e been numérous studles and reports prepared for the City over the
years that recommend waterfrom development of the East Side, and this
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recommendation is reinforced in the City's recent Plan of Conservation and
Development (POCD). In general, the POCD encourages the City to move
industrial uses away from its waterfront to inland locations and to reclaim its
waterfront for public access and-eppropriate waterfront and water dependent
fforts in.recent years fuither support the concept of

uses. A few private sector e

' revitalizing the Knowltor: Streét/Pequonnock River area for waterfront

redevelopment purposes. Examples have included:

288 Knowlton Street - The opening of Bridgeport Lobster and Shellfish in 2007,

Fresh seafood market retail and wholesale

305 Knowiton Street - Owriers of the historic 1896 Armstrong Factory Building
have expressed an interest in developing this property for waterfront
development purposes. Between 2007 and 2008, the owners were close to
securing commitments and approvals for the development of a new home for
the Fairfield University Men and Women Varsity Rowing Teams. While the
ultimately backed ouf of the deal, it suggests an appropriate water
adaptive reuse: fihigindusteal— = - . -

et - The Acme Shear United Development Site. The 3

et ran e -

ndent.a

acre property was cleared in 2007 of the former manufacturing building, which
had become blight to the neighborhood. The site is now available as a vacant
parcel of land possessing 300 feet of direct water frontage, and it is being

marketed that way

The main entrances to the neighborhood are also the most visible and noticed
sections of the East Side. These are the areas through which the majority of
residents, workers, businesspeople and passersby experience the
neighborhood end make their assessments of the neighborhood and its relative
health. These areas are included within the initial terget areas so that programs
and projects can be seen by the broader community. Included within these

target areas are the following:

o Eest Main Street Commercial Corridor

o Entrances from Stratford Avenue (East Main Street, Kossuth Street,
Waterview Avene) _ ,

Bernum Avenue, Eastern and western edge

East Washington Avenue

Noble Avenue, neer Boston Avenue

Boston Avenue and Entrances into the neighborhood, especially East Main

Street.

Oo0Doao
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3) CONGRESS STREET BRIDGE (ST)
AND CONGRESS STREET VILLAGE (MT)

Since the western shore of the East Side is seen as the most critical component
of the revitalization strategy, the restoration of the Congress Street Bridge is
also viewed as vital to the neighborhood’s revitalization, since it provides the
most direct connection with the downtown. The Bridge is also viewed as critical
for supporting public safety in the East Side by providing access to emergency
response vehicles. The bridge has been identified as a short term goal.

The Congress Street Village concept is a development opportunity that is seen
as being more of a mid term goal for the East Side. Given the unique
characteristics of the historic buildings and the layout of streets and adjacent
public space, there is the potential for the creation of a mixed use village area
 that could provide an attractive setting for restaurants, shops, cafes and even

4) INDUSTRIAL REDEVELOPMENT AREA (LT)
During the development of this Strategic Plan, Committee members

underscored the importance of redeveloping the industrial area located along
- - the eastern border of the Upper East.Side, including the RemGrit properties. -

While identified here as a long term goal, the redevelopment of this area is vital
to the success of the NRZ Strategic Plan. In general, it is believed that the
potential for revitalization of the Industrial Redevelopment Area will be further
enhanced by the redevelopment of the neighborhoods’ waterfront, stablilization
of its residential neighborhoods and the future development of an East
Bridgeport Train Station serving the East Side and the East End.

6) WATERFRONT REDEVELOPMENT AREAS (MT)

The NRZ should seek to support any opportunities for the quality
redevelopment of the neighborhood's waterfront for purposes of promoting
public access and/or suitable waterfront and water dependent uses along the
shore, While the initial focus should be on public rights-of-way already owned
by the City, there should be & conceried effort to encourage the proper
redevelopment of private property along the waterfront for these purposes.

. Waterfront redevelopment and public access along the shore will tie in well with
development objectives of the Steel Point Redevelopment Area as well as the
City's efforis to revitelize the downtown waterfront. Redevelopment of parts of
the waterfront should be pursued as soon as possible. This target erea is
identified as a mid term goal mainly because market support will most likely be
harder to attract until some of the other NRZ objectives are sufficiently

underway.

- Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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' 6) TRANSIT STATION/TRANSIT ORIE TED DEVEL MENT (LT)

. number of the East Side NRZ Planning

During the chiarrette and again et a.number.of
- Comriittee meetings, there was:considerable discussion of developing a new
train station on the East Side. If located right between the East Side and the
East End neighborhoods (suitable locations can be found along Bamum
Avenue), a train station could significantly increase access to labor markets
throughout the region. Siich an improvement could also be beneficial in
connecting the Industrial’Redevelopment Area and the Bridgeport Trade and
Technology Center to employees located throughout Connecticut and parts of
New York. It could also be advantageous to Bridgeport Hospital and its
employées, located within walking distance of this location. Further, the
introduction of a train station at this location would make it feasible to promote
the creation of Transit Oriented Development (T.0.D.). The TOD concept
~ promotes the creation of mixed Us€Villages composed of mixed housing types,
- —blended-with-commercial retail-and-service-uses, Generally, these
~developments traetive 16°8 Segmant of ‘unujallonnmm‘efs‘the

opportunity to live adjacent to a fixed-rail train stop and have access to
- ‘employment opportunities, in this case in other parts of Fairfield County or in
New York. These developments tend to be higher density and include some
higher priced market rate housing. However, they can also provide
opportunities for creating affordable housing depending on the density levels

Spaces are generally more limited, especially if

b pepautey Py

‘The Lower East Side area possesses unique opportunities as well as
substantial challenges from a revitalization standpoint. An extensive emount of
land has been clearéed in the Lower East Side -- in the past, from the demolition
of the Father Panlk Village Housing Complex and In recent years, from the
assemblage of land to support the Steel Point Redevelopment Project. It will be
necessary to stabilize this section of the East Side in order to support a full
revitelization of the area. It would be important to continue the revitalization of
the East Main Street commercial corridor and some of the gateway areas in
order to create & positive reinvestment climate. The NRZ strategy also
recommends Close coordination of the Lower East Side's revitalization with the
redevelopment of the Steel Point Area, development of new infill housing and
the redevelopment of the waterfront (including the new marina recently
approved alorig Waterview Avenue and, as & long range strategy, the possible
redevelopment of waterfront property extending from the Congress Street ares
to Stratford Avenue, including the existing Shoreline Star property).
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During the Charrette process in 2006, one of the discussion groups expanded
on their visions for the lower East Side, with Landscape Architect Stuart Sachs.
While it was early in the process, many of the recommendations that came from
that discussion group remained pertinent throughout the NRZ planning process.
The overall concept they developed is provided below and should be utilized
during the implementation phase of this project.

Lowér East Side Redevelopment
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Projects

A series of Neighborhood Improye ts were.identified by the East Side NRZ

stakeholders as-a way of improving 1 l-appearance - and appeal - of the East

Side. For the NRZ Strategic Plan, these projects will'include:

ront, East Side leaders recognize the
nsive waterfront and want that

ccessible resource for residents. As in other parts of

Bridgeport, the vast majority of the waterfront is dominated by industrial and

commercial buildings and uses that stifle access to the water, During the

NRZ Planning Process, it was further recognized that there are already a
acc s 10 the waterfront in the form of

3. Neighborhood Improvement Projects and Economic Development

1er5-edge. Some of these rights-of-way
E: =WaY Were. notimproved.. )t Ny A RN

Ratwent N6 where other than the edge

T T made o senge NetFucta streett ‘
t commercial and industrial uses

of the tiver, However, over time,

began to informally take over these mapped (but unmarked) rights-of-way
by expanding parking lots or walkways over the rights-of-way and
incorporating these areas into their operation.

creating waterfront access for the public in the short term. As part of this
Strategy, two rights-of-way along the Knowiton Street corridor were
identified for. development of public access: Barnum Avenue and Arctic
Street rights-of-way to the Pequonnock River. During this NRZ strategic
planning process, the City's Office of Neighborhood Revitslization
developed & conceptual plan for the Barnum Avenue waterfront public
~access and is in the process of implementing that plan. To complement that
effort and to further increase public access to the water, the consultant team
for this NRZ Strategic Plan looked at the Arctic Street public right-of-way

and came up with the following conceptual plan for its development,
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Site plan cbncept, above, for the Arctic Street Landing Project, prepared by
PRE/View Landscape Architects.
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This Plan recommends a series of modifications to enhance public access to
the edge of the Pequonnock River at Arctic Street and Knowlton Street and to
further support the redevelopment of this area to enhance this waterfront
location and to encourage & proper mix of land uses here to'support the
neighborhood's revitalization. Among the key components-of this-proposal:

o Use of pavers to.create a pedestrian environment and to establish
“traffic calming” measures to-slow vehicles down as they travel along
Knowiton Street. .~~~ . S

o The planting of streettrees and flowering: trees to make:the public

- access inviting and user friendly. This treatment will also. reinforce the
beautification message stressed in the revitalization strategy.

o Creation of sitting areds with benches to enable residents to sit and
enjoy views of the water. ’ A :

. 0. The creation of limite
op.from-Knowlton- Strest-to-thie watirs- - e — =

______ handicap accessik

. o Duetossignificat

TS T T " edge (approximately 15 feet), this conceptual plan recommends the. :

use of an access ramp and the use of steps to accommodate the
change in grade. :

Installation of the public access at Arctic Street will help to support future
waterfront development of this segment of the River as well. The site plan )
above and the perspeative sketch-on the next page:illustrate-how-stich ah——===
improvement.can easlly support-the creation of ativerwalk/boardwalk, the
introduction of docks or slips to provide for small boat access and the

construction of infill buildings (preferably mixed-use) designed to enhance the
public use of the waterfront (restaurants, shops, etc.). As pilot projects, the East
Side NRZ should also seék to improve environmental conditions along the
River and support positive treatment, e.g. installation of wetland edge plants

near the waters edge to enhance the natural landscape. Current cost estimates
for the Arctic Street Waterfont Access are approximately $500,000, (See

, Appendices).

On the next page, a rendering shows the transformetion that could occur to the
existing conditions at this location. Notice the use of decorative street lighting,
vibrant uses like outdoor waterfront restaurant dining, recreational boating and
the pedestrian river walk, which could also be echoed on the opposite shore of
this site. The use of a fountain to decorate the area where steps would take the
pedestrian to the waters edge enhances the appeeal and use of the site (the use
of the Roman “Spanish Steps" also suggests a design theme for the area).
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Photo at left shows existing
conditions at the end of the
Arctic Street right-of-way at
the edge of the Pequonnock
E ' River. lllustration below, by

. David Barbour Architects,

- provides a perspective sketch
of the Arctic Street Landing
project which could provide
important public access to the
' ‘waterfront and assist in the

'~ neighborhood’s revitalization
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CPenPage 7

Another example of public access was considered on the other side of the neighborhood,
along the shore of the Yellow Mill Pond. Here, there is an existing City-owned park

located along the southern side of Waterview Avenue and Crescent Avenue, James

Brown Park (formerly Waterview Park). Aside from Washington Park and Upchurch Park
(Hallett and Goodwin Streets), this Park is one of the only public open space parks in the
neighborhood. Unlike Washington Park; James Brown Park has not yet beerimproved for

public use. While large areas around the Par, have been vacant since the demolition of
Father Panik Housing, there have been numerous residential developments completed in
the general vicinity in recent years, and the park is located very close to the new Barnum-

a limited amount of public open space within the East Side currently, this park should be
improved to serve the growing resident population and to enhance the neighborhood’s
waterfront. As the lower East Side continues to revitalize, this park will provide over 500
linear feet of publicly owned waterfront. The sketch below, developed by PRE/View
Landscape Architects, illustrates how this Park could be improved. Current cost estimates

range from $100,000 to $175,000. (see Appendices). .
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Features of the Park could include an area for picnics and barbecues; areas for
launching small boats, canoes and kayaks; a pier/dock for larger boats; use of
access steps and ramps to provide for access to the waterfront; and ADA
accessibility. On a long term basis, the City could consider realignment of
Waterview Avenue to increase the overall size and functionality of the Park.

2. Improve Stree ‘ tscapes of the East Side. Streetscape improvements are

needed to soften some of the “harsh landscapes” that now exist in parts of
the East Side (long sections of street that are characterized by rows of brick
and frame buildings, sidewalks and streets, often in disrepair). Planting
strips throughout the East Side are sometimes nonexistent and often
ignored. There are not many street trees or landscaped areas to define
public entrances to the community. These harsh landscapes typically offer
no break in the urban appearance of the neighborhood. Streetscapes are
generally dominated by imposing telephone poles with attached street lights
and hanging wires, deteriorated and broken sidewalks, streets with .
potholes, and few or no street trees. In some cases, the wrong types of

- - sireet trees were planted and their roots have grown.and.broken:sections of. .
sidewalk in the neighborhood. The presence of harsh landscapes sends the
strong message that “no one cares about this area” or, worse, “no one lives
here anymore”, The buildings tend to deteriorate and the overall appearance
is one of & lackluster, uninteresting neighborhood that has been forgotten.
As part of the NRZ Strategic Plan, the Consultant Team evaluated a section

of Knowiton Street, | R

R T

Sidewalk improvements, The Revitalization Strategy should’énco.ui';ge the

use of pavers or alternate paved materials for sidewalk replacement
projects, in order to bring color and texture to the pedestrian ways
throughout the neighborhood. The costs of pavers and textured materials
are generally higher than bituminous concrete. Since available public
funding will be limited In coming years, the East Side NRZ should
concentrate its efforts in the following way: Use of pavers and alternete
colors and textures should be the preferred treatment for; '

1. all visible public improvements in the gateway entrance areas
2. areas or projects of public gathering, such as commercial
corridors, parks, schools and other public bulldings and
3. where there is a significant private investment in rehabilitation or
new construction.
Concrete should be used as a preferred material for repair or replacement of
sidewalks in disrepair in more remote sections of the neighborhood. In
generel, concrete sidewalks should also be used primarily where there are

immediate safety concerns.

Efforts should be made to keep all streets in the

Street Improvements.
neighborhood in sefe, passable condition. Again, like with sidewalk
improvements, the NRZ Revitalization Strategy should recognize the value
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of street improvements to the overall appearance of the neighborhood.
Since street improvements will also be done on a limited basis (due to
limited funding), it is important that street improvements be performed

A strategically. The City should seek to work closely with the East Side NRZ to

coordinate road improvement projects with the overall strategy: road overlay
projects and intersection: improvements should be completed in the following

general order: 1. Highly visible traffic corridors (e.g. East Main Street,
Barnum Avenue, Boston Avenue, Stratford Avenue, Noble Avenue, etc.),
gateway entrances and areas of public gathering 2. In areas where
substantial private and non-profit investment has or will occur (e.g.
Washington:. Park/Knowlton Street Target Area). Other road improvements
throughout the neighborfood should be completed as funding is available

and focus primarily on safety concerns.

IS - Street trees should be

Stresf BS AhHo LN -

planted throughout the community to help soften the urban appearance of

e et Side, as well & to enhance overall environmental qully. Care
be takento'seiect strest raes that ars orn 1Bde Vari
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3. Improve Roadway Connections. Neighborhood leaders want to see traffic

and circulation improvements to assure the neighborhood is connected to
other parts of the City, a significant element of the neighborhood’s economic
viability; the most critical transportation connection is seen as the restoration
orreplacement of the Congress Street Bridge. Currently, the neighborhood
is aware that the City has committed approximately $40 Million to the
replacement of the Congress Street Bridge. Some members of the City
administration have suggested that the neighborhood may want to continue
evaluating the potential for redirecting equivalent public resources to other
parts of the revitalization strategy to maximize impact.

cono
In order for the East Side to grow in the future and to become a competitive

neighborhood within the city, the NRZ needs to promote the completion of
development projects that-will become significant drivers to the ecoromic
revitalization of the neighborhood, These projects will: be of a scalethatenables =~

into the community, and promote the creation of new jobs and wealth within the

neighborhood. These projects will be led by: 1. waterfront redevelopment projects.

Building on efforts to create public access to the waterfront, the neighborhood

should capitalize on its waterfront location as its most significant asset for

promoting economic growth 2. Streetscape Improvements along the

neighborhood's primary commercial corridors and geteway entrances 3, Promotion . ...
of efforts to help local residents to prepare and train for entry into jobs in‘industies~—————— —
viewed as having growth potential in the city and the region. The growth area

initially targeted for this purpose is the health industry, which is anticipated to

expand significantly in the city over the next decade or more. 4. Promote the

revitalizetion of the neighborhood's commercial and industrial areas including:

Continuation of efforts to revitalize the East Main Street commercial area, with the

help of the East Main Street Revitalization Association and any other orgenizations -

that are qualified and show interest; Redevelopment of large vacent or

underutilized commercial properties, especially along the waterfront (e.g. Shoreline

Ster property); Redevelopment of the Remington Industrial Park. Speciel areas

with unique potential: the Congress Street “Village” area and an area along the

neighborhood's eastern boundary where it is possible to develop an East

Bridgeport Train Station.

1. Waterfront Redevelopment ,

o Redevelop the East Side waterfront lo increase neighborhood public access
to the water and to help the neighborhood become a waterfront destination..
To the extent possible, the East Side NRZ end the City should encourage a
mix of uses and waterfront amenities that will create vitality and energy
along the River, which will ultimately enhance the neighborhood's quality of
life and incresse its property values.

o Appropriate uses along the water should include
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o Recreational boating and marinas :
Fishing (taking into account the need for proper maintenance, e.g.

O
weekly cleaning of piers by Public Works, addition of a cleaning
station, etc. _ L e ,

o Waterfront recrea d:pedestrianaccess”

0 g.uses, such as day cruises

o ont uses along the Pequonoock River

ofe i§ a significant opportunity to also

cial hat will enable public enjoyment of the
waterfront (e.g. restaurants, pubs, and shops)

The effort should focus on‘developing public and private partnerships
and encouraging redevelopment of waterfront for water-dependent
uses, working with existing owners to the extent possible. The initial
focus should be along Knowiton Street between Arctic Street and the

Congress Strest Bridge. The redevelopment of the Acme site wotiet.~———————

-

T g -bedeanadm-sgﬁéiﬁﬁﬂevel.

Where a non-water dependent use is not possible, consider use of
strengthened zoning regulations to require public access to be
incorporated into the use of waterfront property when a change in use
is being sought by an owner. The attached illustrations recommend
the extension of a public riverwalk slor .the shore, as new.uses.s e
- CErattratlediothe aren: he-tiverwalk could be constructed section-by- . - T T
section by bﬂva’te“ane:Smsipanof'their're'_developlment efforts. The .
City should be prepaired to fill any gaps along the riverwalk,
especially where public rights-of-way or public land exists.

D Longer term strategies should include redevelopment of waterfront property
as far north as Island View Drive, The Pequonnock River is reported to have
sufficient channel depth to accommodate recreational bosters of most sizes
up to Island View. The main impediment to boating traffic is the height of the
Weshington Avenue bridge during high tide, when clearence drops to

approximately six feet,
Knowiton Street/Waterfront.RédeVelopment

The fllustration on the next page shows a close up of the Knowiton Street
Target erea, lllustrating streetscape improvements along Knowiton Street,
the redevelopment of the Pequonnock waterfront and the introduction of
weterfront accessways and a waterfront walkway. Streetscape
improvements along Knowlton Street are currently estimated at
epproximately $1,8 Million to $2.9 Million (see Appendices).
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Public Access Rights-of-Way.

o When land was first subdivided and roads. were laid out in the East Side, a
~number of road rights-of-way were shown on early maps as extending to the )
edge of the rivers. Along the west shore, there are a number of these -+ - -
locations. The first step in revitalizing the waterfront will be to create public
access ways to the River. One had already been designed for the Barnum
Avenue right-of-way A
o Biverwalk. Create a continuous linear riverfront walkway for public access to
the shore for pedestrians and bicyclers. The section of shorefront between
Congress Street Bridge and the Shoreline Star is an additional
redevelopment opportunity. In this area, there should be an emphasis on
creating expanded public parking to support the redevelopment of the
Congress Street Village Area and to support other public access facilities to
be developed along the Pequonnock River. Current estimates for the
Pequonnock Waterfront Walkway range from $1.3 Million to $2.0 Miion

Shofgligg Star property.

The stretch of waterfront along the Pequonnock River on the Lower East Side is
- less developed than other sections of waterfront on the East Side. The_ . . : -

Shoreline-Star-property is-a ‘specific example of & iérge propertyin single

ownership with significant waterfront access and the potential for substantial -

redevelopment. This 16 acre property is extremely unique as to its location and

size, both of which influence its development potential, The property is within

1/2 mile (walking distance) of the City's train station. This close proximity

enables the development of significant residential development within short

walking distance of public transportation, making the property a strong

candidete for Transit Oriented Development (T.0.D.). (Transit Oriented

Development generally consists of high density mixed uses within walking

distance of a fixed route train facility. This form of development is gaining

increasingly greater merket value in the United States and is a main feature of

the City's Downtown Revitalization Plan, Of significance is the fact the property

is In & prime waterfront location along the Pequonnock River near Bridgeport

Herbor and possesses some of the most scenic views in this ares.

Because the property was inltially developed as e dog racing track, there is only
one lerge bullding and several accessory bulldings currently on the property. A
large percentage of the property is devoted to surface parking. Consequently,
there are few existing barriers to new development and minimal requirements

for bullding demolition to accommodate redevelopment.
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- DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITY: C - .

o The architectural style of the existing buildings near the Congress Street
entrance to the East Side has historic value and'is rich in detail and design.
This area could be easily redeveloped as a smell; mixed-use enclave that:
could serve as a destination for restaurants, shops and apartments. The City
might be looking at $500,000 to $1 million in streetscape improvements and
- the costs of road reconstruction. This Plan recommeénds:

= Elimination of the central esplanade .

* Redesign of the road system to significantly expand the
sidewalks and pedestrian ways and assembly areas near the
buildings, in order to support a vibrant commercial area with
cafes and outdoor dining as well as the opportunity to stage

farm_ers markets, fairs, and festivals.
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lerm

VIll. PHASING PLAN (Short-Term & Long-Te

Objectives & Strategies)
1. LEVEL ONE - Community Organization
Short-term Revitalization Project 2010 to 2015 (1-5 ears)

a. Establish an NRZ Steering Co ttee, with residents of the area being
in the majority. Consider bilingual and multilingual capability for staff that
will support efforts of the Steering Committee, Work at building
partnerships with various nonprofit organizations, City agencies,
churches and community organizations that are actively working in the

East Side. Encourage participation by Board of Education and by Parks
Department. :

b. Publish a rket rec ndetions of East Side NRZ Strai

- 1o.City leaders (elected officials and administretors)-and-neighbortiosd

~ leaders, to assure a. clear understanding of the direction for the
neighborhood and specific goals, objectives and projects the
neighborhood seeks to achieve. Efforts should be made to assure the

c. - Promote the creation of 5 block watch groups within

the East Side and provide support to existing block watch groups.
Involve the City Police Department in providing necessary training and

Steering Commiittee on & regular basis (e.g. querterly), (NRZ, community
organizations, Police Department)

d. Cleanup efforts, Work with local neighborhood groups to coordinate
regular cleanup efforts within the nelghborhood, with a special focus oh
the initiel target areas (Knowiton Street corridor, Gateway entrances).
Seek leadership, assistance from Trash Busters group. Schedule
neighborhood cleanups on a regular besis (minimum two times a year:
spring cleanup and the fall). (NRZ, ONR, Trash Busters, City “Be Green”

lnmatlve, churches, and other community organizations).

After hour youth educational

assistant programs, Big Brother and Big Sister Programs, McGivney
Community Center, Orcutt Boys Club, Hall Neighborhood House, Board

of Education, and other groups.
Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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f. Increase communication within Neighborhood. Consider newsletter,

* neighborhood programs, and flyers in English, Spanish and any other
language that is prominently spoken within the neighborhood. (Consider
neighbrohood media, e.g. Radio Cumbre, LaVoz, Radio Amore). Utilize
communication to reinforce goals of the Steering Committee (importance
of cleanup/beautification effort, information on block watch formation,
report of progress on NRZ projects, seek additional leadership, etc.)

(NRZ)

Mid-Term.Revitalization Projects - 2016 to 2020 (6 - 10 years)

Continue short term community organization efforts

Update NRZ Plan as deemed necessary

Support Senior Rides Assistance programs

Support Senior Medical Care and Screening -

Support creation of Senior Housing B

Popop

Long-Term Revitalization Projects - 2020 to 2030 (11-20 years)
f. Update NRZ Plan as deemed necessary
g. Establish updated objectives

2. LEVEL TWO - Stabili Neighrborhood

Housing Rehabillitation Programs, Infill Housing Programs

. Negotiate housing investment strategy with Steel Point developers

. Seek active participation in City housing programs, especially
Neighborhood Stabilization Program

Reduce density in non commercial neighborhoods

Increase density elong corridors and transit lines

Bolster protection of East Side Historic properties :

Develop incentives to encourage the preservation of histric and
architecturally significant bulldings and promote strong neighborhood

design guidelines

O m

~oap

id-Term Revita 0 - 20° 0(6-

8. Update NRZ Plan as deemed necessary

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects




3. LEVEL THREE -Neighborhood Improvement Projects
Short-term Revitalization Projects 2010 to 2015 (1-5 years)

Cdngress Street Bridge

a. Support City's efforts to use ARRA funding for the demolition of the existing

Congress Street Bridge.

b. Confirm availability of $50 million to complete bridge

c. Secure additional funds if needed (Consider City Council Capital
lmprovement Plan, State Delegation to secure earmark funding, future

economic stimulus funding, etc.)
Waterfront Access:

a. Make application for funding to construct public access along Barnum
- Avenue right-of-way (Community Development Block Grant, State of

Connecticut Office of Long Island Sound License Plate Grant Program; Clty*“ PR

teaglb:l?/an/’.agee& o T R

-of Bridgeport CIP Funds. Design completed by Office-of Neighborhood -~ oo o

Revitalization)
b. Develop design for Riverwalk along Pequonnock River
Encourage inclusion of public access in private commercial and mixed-use

developments (Coastal Site Plan Review, Zoning

Revitalization Projects - 2016 to 20 - 10 years) e
Waterfront Access: | T
a. Complete design for Arctic Street Right-of-Way Public Access Improvement

Project
b. Seek funding for construction of the Arctic Street Right-of-Way Public

Access Improvement Project

c. Consider changes to Zoning Regulations and Coastal Site Plan Review
procedures to promote waterfront redevelopment

d. Encourage inclusion of public access in private commercial and mixed-use

developments (Coastal Site Plan Review, Zoning)

Streetscape Improvements
a. Knowliton Street streetscape design
b. Secure funding to complete approx. § blocks of streetscape
Improvements in proximity to new redevelopment projects (Knowiton
Street, Barnum Avenue, Washington Street, William Street, etc.).

c. Utilize playgrounds at school sites
d. Urban Garden Programs

4. Level Four - Economic Revitalization
Short-term Revitalization Projects 2010 to 2015 (1-5 years)

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects




Waterfront Redevelopment .
a. Work with Economic Development Office to confirm support for

redevelopment efforts
b. Promote awareness of NRZ Strategy
c. Work with existing waterfront property owners to change uses along

Pequonnock River

East Main Street Revitalization

Storefront Improvements
Streetscape Improvements

Mixed Use, Infill Housing

Facades and design standards

Sidewalk & Crosswalks Safety: Signage (school zones, historic

districts etc) e

- Roed Repairs: State and Local contacts - ==

Bottlenecks
Parking Public Transportation

e. Mid-Term Revitalization Projects - 2016 to 2020 (6 - 10 years)

Waterfront Access: . L )

oo ow

So -~

1. Arctic Street Right-of-Way
2. Develop design for Riverwalk along Yellow Mill River

3. Waterfront Park Redevelopment on Yellow Mill River

Economic Development
1. Shoreline Star/Lower East Side Redevelopment for Mixed-Use,

waterfront destination and Transit Oriented Development

2. Design for development of new East Bridgeport Train Station on
Barnum Avenue site, on edge of East Side and East End

Neighborhood «
3. Promote the development of Transit Oriented Development in vicinity

of new train station, which

f, -Ter i ‘ 8- 1 .

8. New East Bridgeport Train Station
b. East Side Transit Oriented Development projects

Killeen Partners LLC - PREview Londscape Architects - David Barbour Architects I
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IX. Performance and Review Standards |

- Earlier in this Plan, it was recommended that the East Side NRZ adopt an
annual work plan. The adoption of that plan should be a collaborative exercise
by a cross representation of the vatious neighborhood stakeholders.
The plan should include specific performance standards to enable a review and
assessment of the degree to which the Commiittee is achieving the goals of this
revitalization strategy. During the development of this plan, the following
performance standards were envisioned as examples of statistics that could be
monitored periodically to determine the success of the plan:

Number and percent of properties that are vacant
Number and percent of properties that are classified as blighted

Number and percent of housing units that are owner-occupied

Number and percent of housing units that are renter-occupied

Percent of population below poverty levels

Median household income | e
Linear feet of waterfront accessible to the general pubhe N Tty
Number of new businesses operating on the East Side
Education Levels and Skill Levels

Crime Statistics

Employment/Unemployment Levels

O000O0OO0DO0DOOOO

X. Regulatory Issues

The East Side NRZ Steering Committee should play &n active role in
communicating the goals of this Revitalization Strategy to elected
officials, City agencies, and other City leaders. As part of this role, the
NRZ should actively participate in public meetings that will affect the
future decisions by the Planning and Zoning Commission, the Board of
Zoning Appeeals and other regulatory bodies affecting the future land use
of the East Side. Efforts should be made to encourage or support
changes to the City's current zoning regulations or chenges to the City's
Zoning Map that could enhance the implementation of this revitelization

strategy. Among them:

<oning Amendments

-Support the aggressive use of the zoning regulations and the
Coastal Site Plan Review process to:

1. Signficantly expand the opportunities for public acoess to
the waterfront. Other communities in the Fairfield County
region, including nearby Stratford, have incorporated

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - David Barbour Architects
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requirements in their zoning regulations that waterfront
properties provide a walkway along the waterfront and
meaningful forms of public access (access, fishing, docks,
launching ramps, etc.). The Coastal Area Management
process requires the use of property for a water dependent
purpose (uses that cannot be located inland) and, where
onsite characteristics are not conducive for that purpose,
“the provision of public access.
It is believed that much of the vision for waterfront
redevelopment along the Pequonnock River and Yellow
Mill Pond could be achieved in conjunction with approvals
for development of private property. This could be one tool
for promoting the development of a boardwalk along the
Pequonnock for example, in conjunction with the Knowiton

Street Redevelopment concept,

2. Increase the number of water dependent uses along the
mwbbfPQOMfswaﬁi%_ Pt g e e A epheevmer ey S SEEERT T

-Consider advocating for inclusionary zoning in Bridgéport's Zoning
Regulations.

- Support Zoning Amendments that can support the creation of
mixed-use developments as envisioned in the City's recent update to===m=s

the Plan of Conservation and Development

¢oning District Changes

The East Side NRZ should advocate for a number of changes to the City
Zoning Map. Among these changes:

1. Support changes to the Zoning Districts of the City's
Zoning Map as contained in the City's recently adopted
Plan of Conservation and Development,

2. Support the rezoning of waterfront property in
theneighbrohood to discourage the continuation of
industrial and heavy commercial uses. Models to consider
would include waterfront business districts and mixed-use
districts that would permit waterfront development uses
(marinas, docks, fishing piers, boardwalks, etc.)

3. Suppon the creation of Mixed-Use Zoning Districts that

would promote the creation of Mixed-Uses along the lower
East Side, properties like the Shoreline Star property, and

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landscape Architects - Davic Barbour Architects r'
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along Barnum Avenue and the area near the industrial
redevelopment area (Remgrit properties).

4. Consider the creation of Transit Oriented Development
(TOD) Districts within walking distance (approx. ¥% mile) of
the existing train station in downtown Bridgeport; On a
long-term basis, consider the creation of similar TOD
Districts around the East Bridgeport Train Station if oneis

developed.

Killeen Partners LLC - PRE/view Landiscape Architects - David Barbour Architects




APPENDICES

A Certification of City Council Adoption of City of Bridgeport
Resolution #278-05 - East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone

B East Side NRZ ByLaws, adopted February8,2006

C Outreach Efforts
D Cost Estimates for East Side NRZ Projects
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CITY OF BRIDGEPORT
DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHB ORHOQOR REVITALIZATION
999 BROAD STREET g
BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT 06604

THOMAS K. COBLE

BILL FINCH
Mayor Dri\lvision Director
: v Neighborhood
DONbAiég g.o?\égggl,m Revitalization/Anti-Blight
ANGIE STALTARO
Neighborhood Coordinator
. JACKIE RICHARDSON
. . ) ; ] ] . Coordinator/Inspector
COMM. # 48-09(a) g?:; gégglggiggboig?od Rgv% taééga tion Zone Specialist
COMM. # 48-09 (b) , » reterred to ECD&E 03/15/10 ~*CANCELLED
New Ordinance - East Side Neighborhood i ARDS
Revitalization Zone , referred to Ordinance #?7'1’?%6“82"?&1,1,@
March 8, 2010 * Carried over to Special Meeting March 25'2, 2010 :
-'4 —————
The Honorable Bridgeport City Council g 28
C/o Office of the City Clerk Q) = =<
45 Lyon Terrace :{ — 2/
Bridgeport, CT. 06604 o ° 3R
m e 5‘,‘-:
s} = /M
RE: East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan - ) F°
Joint Referral: Ordinance Committee en %ﬂ B .
Economic & Community Development & Environmental Cémmitee ™

Dear Honorable Body,

Enclosed, please find for your review the draft for a Neighborhood Revitalization Plan
prepared by the East Side Planning Committee. Since the CT. General Statutes requines
such a plan and its boundaries to be adopted by local ordinance, we are respectively
requesting both a joint refermal to. the Economic & Community Development and
Environment Committee and Ordinance Committee as well as your favorable
considgration of the Plan and accompanying resolution adbpting the required ordinance..

During the 1993 legislative session, the Connecticut State Legislature adopted Public Act
340, “An Act Establishing a: Neighborhood Revitalization Process,” which became:
Connecticut Generall Statute; Section 7-600 through, 7-619. On May 6, 1996, the City
Councill passed a resolution (Ibem: #111-95);. to. establish the new model for economic
revitalizatiom of neighborhoods where a significant numben of properties.are foreclosed,
abandoned, blighted on pose a public safety hazard. The nesolution also: encourages.
groups off residents, property ownens andibusiness.onganizations to. establish strategic:
plans fon thein aneas andi for the City. Councill to formally adopt the individual and) specific
Neigliborliood! Revitalization: Zone: (NRZ) plans. upon; submittal fiom, the: neighborhoods

ini the form of an ordinance:.
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East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan
Joint Referral

Since September 2005, various organizations on the East Side, including the Washington
Park Association, East Main Street Revitalization Association, LESDCO, McGivney
Community Center, Bridgeport Hospital, City and interested residents, businesses and
stakeholders, have met to formulate a comprehensive neighborhood revitalization plan.
The public formally approved the plan during public hearings held at various locations
throughout the East Side, on March 14™, 2009 and, on March 3™ 2010.

Also enclosed, please find a Resolution of the City Council, adopting this plan as an
ordinance, along with the draft ordinance. The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and
approved the draft documents.

Should you have further questions, please contact my office at 576-7765.

Sincerely,

Thomas K. Coble
Deputy Director Neighborhood Revitalization Division

Cc: Donald Eversley
Angie R. Staltaro
Samuel Shaw



COMM. # 48-09(b) referred to Ordinance Committee (March 15, 2010) — Cancelled
Carried over to Special Meeting March 22, 2010

DRAFT

Chapter 8.77 East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone
8.77.010 Declaration of Policy
8.77.020 Definitions
8.77.030 Authority to Implement the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone
Plan
8.77.040 Implementation Committee
8.77.050 Boundaries of East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone
8.77.060 Authority to Amend the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan
8.77.070 Authority to Comment on Zoning Applications

8.77.010 Declaration of Policy

It is found and declared that there exists within the East Side neighborhood a significant
number of deteriorated property and property that has been foreclosed, is abandoned, blighted, or
is substandard or poses a hazard to public safety, and that the existence of such deteriorated,
foreclosed, abandoned, blighted, substandard, and hazardous property contributes to the decline
of the East Side neighborhood. Connecticut General Statute Chapter 118 provides for
municipalities to establish a Neighborhood Revitalization Zone to address these issues.

The East Side neighborhood has followed the State Statute and has adopted an East Side
Revitalization Zone Plan. Per Connecticut General Statute Chapter 118, and adopted City

Council Resolution 111-95, the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan shall be
implemented and is hereby recognized.

8.77.020 Definitions

For the purpose of this chapter, the following words and terms shall have the meanings
respectively ascribed as follows:

“East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone” refers to the boundaries approved by the City
Council on February 5, 2007, and as set forth in this chapter in Section 8.77.050 of this chapter.

“East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Implementation Committee” refers to the legal
entity under which The Plan will be implemented and amended as necessary.

“East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan” refers to the planning document adopted
by the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Planning Committee, East Side Community
and City Council. Also referred to as “The Plan.”

“Implementation Committee” refers to the permanent committee of the FEast Side
Revitalization Zone, authorized by this chapter that is committed to implementing The East Side
Strategic Plan.

“Neighborhood Revitalization Zone” refers to a mechanism devised by the State of
Connecticut under which the community and government work collaboratively to revitalize
neighborhoods. Also referred to as NRZ.



“The Plan” refers to the planning document formally known as the East Side Neighborhood
Revitalization Plan and approved by the City Council as this chapter, in accordance with Section
7-601(d) of the General Statutes of Connecticut. (Ord.dated 11/6/06 (part).

8.77.030 Authority to Implement the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan

The East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone bylaws are incorporated as an appendix
within the approved Plan, and said organization was the entity under which The Plan was
created. The East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone shall be the responsible entity to
implement The Plan.

It is expected the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone will need the assistance of
various City agencies or departments to implement certain aspects of The Plan, and the City shall
provide appropriate assistance as necessary.

The East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone, through the Implementation Committee,
shall abide by the Connecticut General Statutes reporting requirements for NRZ’s.

8.77.040 Implementation Committee

The East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone shall establish a permanent committee,
which is committed to the implementation of The Plan. Such committee shall be representative
of the East Side neighborhood and include City of Bridgeport representative. Constituencies
represented on the Planning Committee of The Plan shall also be represented in the
Implementation Committee.

Such Implementation Committee shall abide by the by-laws of the East Side Neighborhood
Revitalization Zone, but also incorporate the community to the greatest extent possible.

8.77.050 Boundaries of East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone

The following are the boundaries of the East End Neighborhood Revitalization Zone, as
adopted by the city council on February 5, 2007:

Beginning at the corner of Boston Avenue and William Street Block 1668 then: travel south
two blocks to Huntington Road then: south along the Pequonnock River at the juncture of River
Street and Huntington Road/Knowlton Street, then south along the eastern shore line of the
Pequonnock River then: at the junction of Congress Street stay along the eastern shoreline of the
Pequonnock River: then under Route I-95 continuing along Bridgeport Harbor shoreline to the
Steele Point shoreline: then turning north into the Yellow Mill Pond where, at Stratford Avenue,
the boundary is located mid-channel heading northeast to Yellow Mill Pond’s terminus then:
north across the rail-road tracks to Barnum Avenue then” north along the western borders of
Blocks 1808, 1802 and 1804 Barnum Avenue to Boston Avenue then: north west along Boston
Avenue to the junction of William Street.

Blocks included in the East Side NRZ are:
800-864
1600-1665, 1668
1700-1777
1802, 1804, 1808,

Census Tracts 0735, 0736, 0738, 0739, 0740



8.77.060 Authority to Amend the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan

As necessary, the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone shall amend The Plan. Such
amendments to The Plan shall be approved by the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization
Implementation Committee and City Council.

8.77.070 Authority to Comment on Zoning Applications

The East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone shall receive copies of the legal notices and
agendas for all zoning board meetings. These copies shall be sent by the zoning office in a
timely fashion so as to allow the NRZ adequate time to review the application within the zoning
office prior to the publicized meeting.

The East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone has the authority to submit written
comments to the applicable zoning board for any zoning application that is within the NRZ
boundaries. These written comments shall be based upon the adherences of the zoning
application to the East Side Neighborhood Revitalization Zone Plan. The zoning boards must
consider these written comments during the course of their deliberations on the application.



RES#53-09 Referred to ECD&E Committee on 3/22/10 (OFF THE FLOOR)
Resolution

By Council Member Robert P. Curwen Sr.
Environment

For referral to Committee on Economic and Community Development and

Resolution calling upon the City of Bridgeport to participate in a program
encouraging residents to replace gasoline engine powered lawn mowers
with electric lawn mowers. Y

5 2
D o= =
o B 27
Whereas, the City of Bridgeport has introduced the BGreen 2020 Greenpriyt for ‘;%%
the Future. o PE
- z U5
-
Whereas, the BGreen 2020 Greenprint initiative lays out sweeping change®; R 'c%
including how the City conducts business, plans neighborhoods and fosters oo
energy efficiency.

Whereas, the BGreen 2020 Greenprint addresses efforts to protect the

environment and improve the health and quality of life of Bridgeport residents.

Whereas, initiatives to improve air quality include programs to encourage
residents to use electric lawn mowers rather that gasoline engine powered iawn
mowers in order to reduce carbon emissions.

Whereas, the California South Coast Air Quality Management District has
successfully introduced a program that has reduced hydrocarbon emissions,

carbon dioxides and irritating particles through an initiative to replace gas
mowers with electric mowers.

Be it resolved that the City of Bridgeport establish a program to encourage and
assist residents replace gasoline engine powered lawn mowers with electric
powered lawn mowers.

Robert P. Curwen Sr.
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City of Bridgeport, Connecticut

‘Co the Gity Gouncil of the &ty of SBridgeport.

The Committee on Contracts begs leave to report; and
recommends for adoption the following resolution:

*41-09 Consent Calendar

RESOLVED, That the attached collective bargaining agreement
between the City of Bridgeport and Nurses, Local 1199 for the period of
July 1, 2008 to June 30, 2012 be and it hereby is, in all respects,
approved, ratified and confirmed.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,
THE COMMITTEE ON CONTRACTS

Richard M. Paoletto, Jr., Co-chair Carlos Silva, Co-chair

Martin C. McCarthy

LI o 2.

Aoyfard Austin, Sr. Robert P. Curwen, Sr.
% G4 (S C
*Thomas C. McCarthy, PFesident ames Holloway

(Added to make quorum)

City Council: March 15,2010 - Cancelled
Carried over to Special Meeting March 22, 2010



Nurses who bid to work ai schools during the summer will receive a rare of $37.50 per hour.
Bidding for this work will be based on seniority.

The language in Article 21-3 of the current collective bargaining agreement shall pertain only to
SHN’s.

Any PHN’s shall bid to any SHN vacancies by July 1, 2009. A fter this bidding between PHN
and SHN shall be closed, but there shall be a reopener to discuss the issue of bidding only. This
does not include the normal bidding process for SHN’s that takes place every 3 years. The
Parties to this Agreement shall meet for this reopener starting April 1, 2010, and shall reach an
TA or Memorandum of Understanding on this issue by June 1, 2010.
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Organizer - 1199 Nurses
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John Ramps,HQQ.D ToET
Superintendent of Bridgeport Schools

19109

Jodie Paul,
Labor Relations Officer



Tentative Agreement Pending Ratification by the Parties
(Ratification for the City would include the Mayor and Common Council)
(Ratification for the Union would include a vote by the membership)

Separate classification of School Health Nurses (SHN). SHN’s will switch to the education
calendar (186 days), they will move to this work schedule at the end of the 2009 school year
(June 24). SHN’s will receive no general wage increases for the life of the contract.

The SHN’s will be able to carry over any remaining vacation days and use them over the life of
this contract. Or they may opt to receive a payout of such vacation time at a 50% buy-out rate.
SHN’s must let the BOE/City know which option they choose by 8/31/2009. If they choose the
buy-out option, they will receive payment of such by 10/1/2009.

General Wage Increases for Public Health Nurses (PHN) and Nurse Practitioner ( NP);
Effective 7/1/2008 = 0%

Effective 7/1/2009 = 3%
Effective 7/1/2010 = 2%
Effective 1/1/2011 =2%
Effective 7/1/2011 = 2%

Health Insurance;
12% effective 7/1/2008 - $500 buyout

15% effective 7/1/2009 - $1,000 buyout
18% effective 7/1/2010 - $1,500 buyout
21% effective 7/1/2011 - $2,000 buyout

- 25% effective 6/30/2012 - $2,000 buyout

$25 Copay for PCP, $40 Copay for a Specialist

Maintain $1,000 cap on prescriptions

Current employees will have PCS % capped at 25% throughout their employment and
into retirement. Any employee who retires prior to 6/30/12 will have the PCS and

Copays capped at the % they are currently paying at the time of retirement. This
provision (previous sentence) shall sunset at the expiration of the contract effective

6/30/2012.

New hires will start at a 25% PCS, with a 1% increase per year up to 50%, and will be
capped at 50%. All new hires will only be eligible for health benefits upon retirement if

they have a minimum 25 years of service. (No more 15 years plus age 55).

All Nurses will receive a fourth personal day each year, beginning with the last year of the
contract, effective 7/1/2011.

All Nurses will go to direct deposit effective 7/1/2010. The pay schedule for the Nurses will
remain at 52 weeks.
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