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25 local businesses
5 homeowners
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CONTINUING

THANK YOU

TO ALL WHO CAME OUT AND
SHARED YOUR IDEAS!

Public participation from various events
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Public participation from various events

a\rowmg Our Tree Streets

Community Participants

Growing Our Tree Streets is the result of a
community-led planning process, defined by a
robust and inclusive engagement and outreach effort
spearheaded by HNPC’s Community Engagement
and Neighborhood Development Teams.

Over 400 individuals speaking over 8 languages

lent their voice and vision to the planning effort.
Participants included life-long Lewiston residents
and recent newcomers, Maple Knoll residents and
neighbors from throughout the Choice Neighborhood
Study Area, business owners, community
organizations, City staff, elected officials, advocates,
property owners, investors, foundations, local

youth, people experiencing homeless, and currently
incarcerated women who will re-enter the Tree Streets
community.

With a commitment to unprecedented inclusion

in this incredibly diverse pocket of Maine, each
community event and opportunity for input was
carefully designed and facilitated to be meaningful
and fun, relevant and accessible to people with
different language and literacy competencies. In
addition to the formal community oversight of the
process through the Maple Knoll Resident Advisory
Group and HNPC’s team structure, there were
multiple forums for involvement in the planning
process. The results of these activities are recorded on
the following pages.

Growing Our Tree Streets would not have been
possible without help from the talented team of
multi-lingual community translators who worked
with HNPC and the planning team to develop
meeting materials and facilitate conversations in
many different languages, including English, French,
Portuguese, Somali, Swahili, and Arabic, among
others. The local team of translators ensured that
voices often left out of planning processes were heard
and heard clearly.

27 stakeholder interviews were conducted by the
planning team in order to ensure a wide range of
perspectives as a part of the existing conditions
analysis. Interviewees shared their experiences in the
neighborhood, their local knowledge and insights on
what the current needs are, and expressed their hopes
for the future. Interviewees included:

> City of Lewiston Staff

> Lewiston Police Department

> Root Cellar Teen Squad Leaders
> City Officials

> Local Architect

> Maple Knoll residents

>  Homeowners

> Raise-Op Member

> Maple Knoll Management

> Tree Street Youth

> Landlords/Local Developers

> The Center for Women’s Wisdom
> Lewiston Housing Authority

> John T. Gorman Foundation

> Catholic Charities Maine

> Healthy Homeworks

> United Somali Women of Maine
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MAPPING WORKSHOPS

OVER 150 TOTAL PARTICIPANTS

learn about:

Where people live

Where people shop for groceries and other basic goods - and how
they get to those destinations

Where people go for medical care

Where people feel safe in the Tree Streets neighborhood, and why

in JulySe And, conversely, where people do not feel safe, and why



MEDICAL CARE

Source: HNPC, Francis Eanes from Bates College
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Figure 3. Map of the places and/or street people avoid
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Source: HNPC, Francis Eanes from Bates College, City of
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Figure 6. Map of the places and/or streets people prefer
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PLACE/STREET
PEOPLE PREFER

Source: HNPC, Francis Eanes from Bates College, City of
Lewiston, Interface & InHabit Field Survey, 2018

"} TREE STREETS

NEIGHBORHOOD
== STREETS PEOPLE PREFER
Q PLACES PEOPLE LIKE TO GO

PLACES FOR
FOOD/GROCERIES

Q PLACES FOR MEDICAL CARE

"Birch and Plake to 9et o
P-Ctreet, Nutrition Cenfer,
and Save-h-Lot!

"Lennedy Park is THE
place For the group. I is
wheve | find oowwvxuvum
shade, velakation, efc."



Mapping Workshop, July 2018
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PUBLIC FORUM 1

OVER 160 TOTAL PARTICIPANTS

= = e O s
To maximize neighborhood participation and build awareness about the Choice
Neighborhood planning effort, the consultant team in collaboration with the
Neighborhood Development Team hosted three pop-up events across the neighborhood.
The open house-style format encouraged people to stop by at a time convenient for
them, and a series of interactive stations translated in French, Portuguese, and Arabic
invited participants to learn a bit about their neighborhood from the analysis of existing
conditions and mapping workshops and to share information about their priorities for
the future. Over the course of three days, over 160 people from across the neighborhood
and around the world weighed in. The feedback the planning team received was generally
positive, no disagreements with the existing conditions findings. Reading through all the
comments, participants conveyed a sense of hope and optimism for the neighborhood.
Overall, safety and cleanliness and bridging cultural divides were the issues identified
that need to be addressed most. Some participants were looking for more data on social
services, particularly surrounding issues of homelessness and childcare. Interesting note:
water fountains came up in all three pop ups as a need in the communitv.

P v
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Figure 7. Map of where the participants came from the public forum 1
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IN ONE WORD, HOW WOULD YOU DESCRIBE THE TREE STREETS

TODAY

Figure 9. Results from the public forum 1: today & tomorrow




D What is the biggest Quality of Life challenge families face in Lewiston today?

mfl\ (Total: 123 responses)
7 ACCESS TO SERVICES
21%

"Mfordable and close childcare!  'Creche pordi crianga
"No places to gp for food on the weekends!
"Food pantry ot open on weekends!

T\ )
1795 CRIME & SAFETY
./—//\

i 2 : I N mﬂ
Vids/teens make unsate choices vot superised ?2%’/0 HOUSING

é/ 4
No move drugs” "Safe places during the day' M‘iﬁﬂ g sabe Yuses vith 1o

"Less \lence in the Community' bu@s wnd chedp price”

9 UPT 1
/11%) TRANSPORTATION High rent.

LLPR

AN
"Public transportation that works LHL%%MORE COMMUNITY SPACE

atter burs, "Nothing for kids to do.

"Bus for Kids to P o dayeare! / | .
s For adults” Community art studb.
"a\;W\, recreation.

Figure 10. Results from the public forum 1: quality of life
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D HOUSING TuMes U’ @@ @ TuMes DowN? @
v %

LAUNDRY FACILIT

MODERN DESIGN

Figure 11. Results from the public forum 1: housing

ANYTHING ELSE?

aw.
Elexator,
More @mdame.
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B SAFE NEIGHBORHOOD STREETS THMES U’ @@ @ TuMes nowN? @
0P %

LIGHTING BUS SHELTER COLORFUL & SAFE CROSSWALKS

Figure 12. Results from the public forum 1: safe neighborhood streets
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D FAMILIES & YOUTH ThuMeS UP? @@ @ THuMeS DownN? @

TO? %

INDOOR REC SPACE -

OUTDOOR GYM

SAFE PLAYGROUND & FOUNTAIN

Figure 13. Results from the public forum 1: families & youth
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B COMMUNITY EVENTS ThuMeS uP? @@ @ ™uMes nowN? @

oY %

WINTER FESTIVAL

OUTDOOR MOVIES

WISH LEWISTON HAD SOMETHING ELSE?

Ml
Sports tournament

Qkaﬂ\ng Ank on Canal Street
Community Talent Shows
Culture da\f - celebmhm@, @aﬂn@vm

Figure 14. Results from the public forum 1: community events

26 arowimg Our Tree Streets



What’s your Favorite Event or Activity that brings the community together?

JANUARY FEBRUARY MARCH APRIL

New Year Valentine's Day Mild Winter Festival Yora Shrine Cirtus
Egg Hunt

and I wish we had...
» Wake Up the Earth Festival

and I wish we had...

» Public ball drop viewing,
all-ages New Years event.

MAY JUNE JULY AUGUST

Mother's Doy P parties, Neighbor parties B \wJpielg K@Pu@@@ Day Baloon Festival

Congplese Independence Day 6 i N
SmokeN's Carnival A of Juy National Nigit Out

Pride L/X
areat Fals Brewtest

SEPTEMBER

National Vids Day
Maine Inside Out Plock Party

Halloween
Trick or Treat haloween Party
Dempsey Challenge

NOVEMBER

Thanksgiing Communty Dinner
Twin Cities Woliday Celebration

Community Christmas Pm\’
Lighting of Christmas Tree/Parade

Sparkle Sunday

and I wish we had...
» More sledding in snow events

OTHER NON-SEASONAL EVENTS
I - More than 25 people

l/f/\MGfDV‘l FﬂTM@VG Mav’kﬁf voted for the event.

Mt Walk
Various exents in V_avwmdq Park

Note: This list only includes events with 2 or more votes.

Figure 15. Results from the public forum 1: calendar of events
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Day 1 of the Public Forum 1, September 2018
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HOUSING FOCUS GROUP

+95 TOTAL PARTICIPANTS

7 focus groups with 72 participants in total:
Portuguese: 6
Parents: 11
Neighborhood Leaders: 13
Somali: 15
Maple Knoll: 13
Local Landlords: 7
French: 7
Public Meeting with 30 attendees (at least 23 did not attend a focus group)

e T g:
T & ey > B

At least 95 different neighbors and community members attended one of seven small-group sessions and a public
meeting focused on housing features and urban design for new infill development. The planning team hosted a different
session for each of the following groups: Maple Knoll residents, Portuguese-speaking residents (mostly from Angola),
French-speaking residents (mostly from the Democratic Republic of the Congo and French-Canadian heritage), Somali-
speaking residents, parents, local landlords, and neighborhood leaders.

The public meeting and the focus groups followed a similar format: after a short overview of the project, participants
completed an illustrated short survey on preferred interior and exterior design features for newly constructed infill
homes and apartments. Next, the consultant team shared images of different housing typologies and invited feedback
about each - which scale and styles people liked best, which architecture and urban design features would work in the
neighborhood, which would not, and why. The input from these sessions informed the plan’s Housing strategies, in

One of the housing focus groups from December 2018 .
particular.
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D HOW SATISFIED ARE YOU WITH YOUR HOUSING? TELL US ABOUT WHERE YOU LIVE AND WHY YOU LIKE/DISLIKE IT!

21

"I live in this type of house...

L

LIKE

"l'm house because.."

47%
®

e
AFFORDAELE HEATING, OUTDOOR
COST/BILLS COOLING SPACE

E \/ DON’T LIKE

" " my house because..”

@

BEDBUGS/ MAINTENANCE CLEANLINESS
PEST REPAIRS

Figure 16. Results from the housing focus group survey: like & dislike

LANDLORD
RELATIONSHIP

RESPONSE TO DRAFTY
WINDOWS

155 particpants

town / rowhouse
single family house
duplex

cou rt_yard apartment
midrise apartment
triple decker

28% 22%

CLEANLINESS MAINTENANCE RESPONSE TO
REPAIRS

18% 16%,
&
HEATING, HIGH OVERCROWDING _ LANDLORD SIZE
COOLING COST/BILLS RELATIONSHIP
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INTERIOR FEATURES

Source: Housing Focus Groups, Interface Studio

WOULD YOU WALK UP

TO A 3RD FLOOR UNIT?

WOULD YOU LIKE A
BI-LEVEL UNIT?

WHAT TYPE OF
WINDOWS WOULD
YOL L |KE?

] RS
F’

2nd Floor _i_
‘=. a
m_._ ot HGDT

499 Yes, | would not mind.

51% No, | would not want to.

< e n

el | | ] el

Level |

I
i
L.
L
R

70% Yes, | would like that.

No, | would prefer a
0, 3
30/"| single-level unit.

| 83% of Somalis said No
73% of Parents said No

'to0 havd with children'

—62% of MK Residents said No
'we need elevators'

Figure 17. Results from the housing focus group: interior features 1 of 3
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Alignment across
all groups

Please circle one of two options:

Larger

72%

windows for
natural light.

Smaller
windows for
more privacy.

Alignment across
all groups

BUT windows should be

SAFE. Consider smaller

windows on quper floors
S.

to prevent fal




WOULD YOU PREFER LARGER LIVING

AREA/SMALLER BEDROOMS vs
LARGER BEDROOMS/SMALLER LIVING AREA?

WOULD YOU PREFER
WINDOWS TO BE FACING A
STREET or YARD or COURT?

WHAT WOULD BE THE BEST WAY
TO MANAGE YOUR STORAGE?

LMEGER living area LA¥EGER bedrooms
m a
I-i o[- ""' *
() | N8 1]
with with
CMALLEE bedrooms SMALLER living area
A
-=-
EOE =i
) o
\/ | would prefer a 61% | would prefer ang
CMM.LER bedroom + LMRGER bedroom +
LARGER living area. SMALLEE living area.

CTREET

| would prefer

STREET
32%

to fice

\/YARD COURT

= Please circle one of two options:

- 2) FURNITURE
2 STORAGE
76%

@
U4
=
==

49% 19%

= And, do you have a lot of items that need to be
stored long-term?

Yes No

Alignment across
all groups

'why do we have to choose,
can't we have both?

Figure 18. Results from the housing focus group: interior features 2 of 3

Yard scored
highest across all
groups, except MK
Residents, who
would prefer a
street facing
window.

Alignment across
all groups

EXCEPT Healthy
Neighborhoods

Leaders, who don’t require
space for long term
storage
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FOR YOUR FAMILY, HOW MANY

BEDROOMS & BATHROOMS
WOULD YOU LIKE?

aall e
= b

Avg. over all groups:

Portuguese Speaking Resident Group: 2 bedrooms, 2 bathrooms

Parent Focus Group: 4 bedrooms, 2 bathrooms

Healthy Neighborhood Leaders: 3 bedrooms, 1.5 bathrooms
Somali Speaking Resident Group: 4 bedrooms, 2 bathrooms

Maple Knoll Residents Group: 2 bedrooms, 1 bathrooms

Landlord/Developer Group: 2.5 bedrooms, 1.5 bathrooms

French Speaking Group: 3 bedrooms, 2 bathrooms

# 3 Bedrooms i 2 Bathrooms | pPyblic Meeting: 3 bedrooms, 2 bathrooms

Figure 19. Results from the housing focus group: interior features 3 of 3
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EXTERIOR FEATURES

Source:; Housing Focus Groups, Interface Studio

[ 1sT CHOICE
I 2ND cHOICE

WALKABLE STREETS I 3RD CHOICE

received the most responses overall AND Bl DIDN'T PRIORITIZE
the most # 1s

50

40

30 :
2
| I I

o =

o

number of responses

o

- 7)) w W w
S S w 'ﬁ r3 is) 2 5 =13} &
= 2z w w 5= @< < o << =
0 "4 x x sk <0 x o) >a (8]
o M= 2 = Y TV x o Z0n <
X< w w T w o ) <
w L = ou o .| o I
x o0 ot o g (3]
- 2 s (a]
v - o 5
g —
3 5 °
[a]
Z

Top 3 Priorities are all related to outdoor space

Figure 20. Results from the housing focus group: exterior features
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MASSING MODEL FEEDBACK: DESIGN
ELEMENTS THAT CAME UP AGAIN AND

AGAIN

) \aryjng buling heigpts

Green voof

Street Trees
Variety of setback from sidewalk

Vaviety of bulding tye
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Roof overhang protection

Roof terraces Dynamic. intevettial spaces

INANL

Unewpected street rhythm

Creating prifected spaces, for
informal” programming

Courtyard off of street

Vaviety of voof shapes «
helghts

Ctreet trees
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KEY TAKEAWAYS

GENERAL

We need to accommodate a mix of housing for a range of family sizes:

Incorporate some allotment of smaller units (1BR, studios, micro units)

> Center for Wisdom’s Women and Trinity have trouble finding small units
in which to place their clients who receive vouchers

> Perhaps locate in mixed use structures

Establish pilot program for large (but down-sizeable) rent-to-own units for
Somali families looking to invest and put down permanent roots.

> Larger units that can adapt over time.

DESIGN

38

Largely, people like housing types that reference the existing building stock,
but that offers a fresh take (though not necessarily modern).

There’s an aversion to big, boxy buildings and buildings with more than 12
units... People like the idea of a diversity of buildings that step down/up and
varied facade materials.

Consider ways to improve safety in the design, open site lines, eyes on the
street, and from fires. Some noted children falling out of 3rd floor windows.

For future multi-family buildings

> Larger units for families on lower levels, smaller units (no kids) on upper
floors

> More than one bath! (for larger units)

> Incorporate elevators

> Laundry in every unit?

Interest in sustainable building design and the use of passive solar. New
structures should cater to a southern facing roofline to maximize solar
potential, even if it’s not in the budget at the moment.

> Site design must be mindful and accommodate snow for winter months,
and can be activated in warmer months.

arowimg Our Tree Streets



T am somebody
T vas somebody
when I came

T'll be a better
somebody when

Think and Wonder. Y

I leave. I am
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PUBLIC FORUM 2

81 TOTAL PARTICIPANTS

WHICH OF THES
YOU LIKE TO BE A

Please use 1

Toward the end of the panning process, the consultant team with support from the Neighborhood Development Team
hosted two open public forums. Across two days, 81 people signed in; 50% were new to the planning process, reaching
still more residents in the community. As in the first round of public forums, these sessions were designed to encourage
one-on-one conversation at a series of interactive stations.

To help people get oriented, the first station asked where participants live or work, and then how long they have been in
Lewiston. The second station invited people to read the plan’s vision statement and identify the themes that resonate
most with them by selecting a sticker with one of several different phrases, in the language of their choice. The third
station asked what kind of homes participants would prefer to live in. The results align with the input from the housing
focus groups; the Tree Streets need to provide a mix of options for households of different sizes and incomes, including
larger format homes for families with many children. The remaining stations presented strategies tailored to health,
youth in the neighborhood, access to jobs and pathways to thrive, and community building and beautification efforts.
Each of these stations asked if the ideas presented respond to the needs of the community, and for the most part,
residents expressed enthusiastic support. For each topic, participants identified which of the proposed ideas would
transform the Tree Streets the most, for them personally, and for the community as a whole.




We asked people to read the vision
and identify the themes that resonate
most with them by choosing a sticker
with different phrases.

>
o

4

GROWING T

¢he vision

Figure 21. Results from the public forum 2: vision
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42

TELL US WHEN YOU CAME TO LEWISTON

Source: Public Forum 2 Input, Interface Studio

6' 4 9f ok the particpants in
Pubhc Forum 2 came fo

Number of Participants
e}

1900 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020

Figure 22. Results from the public forum 2: when did you move to Lewiston?
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Figure 23. Map of where the participants came from the public forum 1 and 2
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COMMUNITY BUILDING What tan WE do?

Source: Public Forum 2 Input, Interface Studio

WHICH OF THESE IDEAS WILL DO THE MOST TO BOOST PRIDE AND OUR SENSE OF COMMUNITY IN

THE TREE STREETS?
12%

38% | 36% 14%

Build community Build neighborhood leadership Change the narrative of the
and organization with a neighborhood with a Meet with the

traditions with regularly
scheduled events. community group Tree Streets neighborhood tour.
POPULATED BY RESIDENTS.

Beautify the neighborhood.

Figure 24. Results from the public forum 2: community building
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TELL US WHAT YOU THINK

Source: Public Forum 2 Input, Interface Studio

Do these ideas vespond o our needs s a Community

HEALTH & SAFETY
IN THE TREE STREETS

PATHWAYS TO THRIVE IN
THE NEIGHBORHOOD

A FUN, SAFE & NURTURING
ENVIRONMENT FOR OUR YOUTH

Strongly | agree with some, Strongly
disagree and disagree with some. agree
(Meh.. | hwe better ideas) (Some ave way) (ay 192 dll of these!)

Figure 25. Results from the public forum 2: community needs
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WHICH OF THESE HOMES BEST SUIT YOU?

Source: Public Forum 2 Input, Interface Studio

Type A: Apartments on Kennedy Park Type B: Type C: Type C/D: TypeD: Type E:
Studios, 1 and 2 Bedroom units on upper floors Aptsin Aptsin s Combo & Aptsin For sale townhouse
Commercial and Building Amenities on ground floor neighborhood-scale reconfigured triple === larger units on lower two floors; #*===reconfigured triple
building decker i smaller units on top floor decker

Community space overlooking park
[ EEEE W, 5|
B B e ool e g © [i‘
FE EWTW&FH[FiWWTWF ;
[T N D A AR A AR TN i — EE — [E0T

Type F:
For sale or rent-to-own
townhouse or duplex

The results align with what we’ve heard during the housing focus groups, we need to provide a mix of options, and definitely a larger format townhouse or duplex

Figure 26. Results from the public forum 2: preferred housing type
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COMMUNITY PRIORITIES

Source: Public Forum 2 Input, Interface Studio

WHICH OF THESE WOULD BE THE MOST TRANSFORMATIONAL

HEALTH & SAFETY IN THE TREE STREETS

e e L L L L EL L EEE TR most sfickers across all cateqpries--- - - ‘
. Make Lewiston LEAD-FREE by 2043 '
12 3 18 21 35% .
Improve lighting in the neighborhood T
8 13 14 7 27%
Support access to affordable, healthy food
7 12 8 5 21%

Increase trees in the Tree Streets

6 6 ]

5 17%

A FUN, SAFE & NURTURING ENVIRONMENT FOR OUR YOUTH

Improve parks & play spaces for all seasons

38%

9 16 14 13

Provide evening and weekend youth programming

i 11 11 18

35%

Provide safe and fun routes to school

9 9 10 9

27%

Figure 27. Results from the public forum 2: community priorities

for ME PERSONMLY N OUE COMMUNITY ?

PATHWAYS TO THRIVE IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD

Make it easier to get around without a car
12 15 14 5 34%
Connect residents to jobs

3 8 11 2

25%
Improve access to childcare
3 3 9 14 21%

Grow educational opportunities and attainment

6 19%

6 12 2

AT HOME IN THE TREE STREETS

Create opportunities for local ownership and residents’ influence in the neighborhood

8 7 17 7 33%
Rehab existing homes to remove all lead and preserve character
8 10 10 7 30%

Develop supportive housing & resources for people experiencing homelessness

10 11 5 23%
Build new mixed-income homes to rent or own for households of all sizes
3 4 5 4 14%

FOR ME PERSONALLY | IN OUR COMMUNITY
EEDAY 1 EEDAY 2 |EEDAY 1 EEDAY 2
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Public Forum 2, Margh 2019
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METHODOLOGY & INTRODUCTION

OVERALL SUMMARY

The summary presents a profile of each surveyed area.
Beginning with Household Demographics, the results
are organized following the HUD Choice People
Objectives:

> Education

>  Employment and Income (including other
financial resources and constraints)

> Housing and Neighborhood
> Health and Health Care

Please note that some questions in Maple Knoll
Household Assessment were not included in the
Community Household Survey. Therefore, the charts
and tables included may vary.

Overall data entry and analysis is conducted by

Professor Emily Kane from Bates College, with
assistance from students in several of her courses.

52 a\rowmg Our Tree Streets

Key differences between Maple Knoll and broader
community respondents:

> Apartment size: about twice as large in broader
sample

> Income: about twice as high in broader sample

> Rent: overall rent about 15% higher in broader
sample (but Maple Knoll rents heavily
subsidized and subsidies not measured in
broader sample)

The assessment was developed and completed by
Community Concepts. The goal was to reach over
50% of households at Maple Knoll, which was met and
exceeded by March 2019.

24 households out of 41 completed the entire survey.
COMMUNITY HOUSEHOLD SURVEY

Due to specifics of Maple Knoll demographics (small
unit sizes, small household sizes, small number

of families with children) another survey was also
conducted.

Questions were developed by Professor Emily Kane,
Bates College, based on the Maple Knoll Household
Assessment tool but designed to be significantly
shorter and to avoid any questions that would suggest
supportive services not available to residents outside
Maple Knoll.

Community Concepts staff identified streets and
buildings they knew to include larger units and more
families, but otherwise relatively nearby and similar to
challenges faced by residents of Maple Knoll.

Community Concepts staff conducted the surveys,
mostly in-person but with a written survey left behind
when necessary.

Goal was a similar number of surveys to balance the
number conducted at Maple Knoll, and that goal was

met in March 2019.

In total, 22 completed surveys were collected.



Maple Knoll Community Sample

DEMOGRAPHICS

Race

42% African/African American
42% White
16% Other or not reported

18% African/African-American
73% White
9% Other

Language of Interview

63% English
33% Somali

82% English
18% Somali

Mean age of respondent

40 (range 20 to 71)

37 (range 20 to 60)

Household Composition and Size

67% one adult

4% one adult with child(ren)

8% two adults

21% two adults with child(ren)

[if children, average of about 1 per household; 7 total]

23% one adult

32% one adult with child(ren)

9% two or more adults

36% two or more adults with child(ren)

[if children, average of about 3 per household; 47 total]

EDUCATION

Respondent formal education

8% less than high school

71% high school/GED

8% certificate or degree beyond high school
13% not reported

14% less than high school
36% high school/GED
50% certificate or degree beyond high school

Respondent in additional
training/schooling?

20% yes

27% yes

Children’s school or child care
enrollment

29% preK-12 age & enrolled
14% enrolled in child care
57% cared for outside any program

70% preK-12 age & enrolled
11% enrolled in child care
19% cared for outside any program

Consider schools welcoming? (if 100% 82% (estimate based on different question wording)
applies)
Satisfied with school quality? (if 50% 73% (estimate based on different question wording)

applies)

Consider travel to school safe?

0%

27% completely satisfied with travel safety

Adequacy of youth programs?

Less than half consider youth programs adequate across
various age ranges

Less than half completely satisfied with youth program
options available

HEALTH & HEALTH CARE

Percent reporting various health
conditions

(Respondent only)
Blood Pressure Problems: 13%, Asthma: 17%, Weight
Problems: 17%, Stress/Anxiety: 25%, Arthritis: 29%

(Household)
Diabetes: 14%, Blood pressure problems: 18%. High
cholesterol: 18%. Obesity: 27%, Addiction: 32%, Asthma: 36%

Satisfaction with available health
care

89% consider available care excellent or good

68% completely/mostly satisfied with physical health care
65% or so for mental health and substance abuse treatment
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EMPLOYMENT & INCOME

Community Sample

Respondent employment status

21% working full-time
21% working part-time
58% not working (most common reason health or disability)

36% working full-time
23% working part-time
41% not working (most common reason disability)

Employment barriers & sources of
dissatisfaction reported

Most often health, disability, lack of education, search or
interview skills, or transportation

Most often lack of training to advance career, low pay or
benefits, transportation problems or location of jobs

Annual HH income

Median: $9,120, Mean: $13,280

Median: $19,920, Mean: $22,356

Benefits reported

50% report SSI &/or SSDI
79% report SNAP

41% report SSI &/or SSDI
64% report SNAP

Perception of employment
situation

25% feel empowered or that they are building capacity in
terms of employment

55% satisfied with their current employment situation

Perception of income

4% feel empowered in terms of income

23% feel completely satisfied with income

Perception of food security

21% feel empowered in terms of access to food

46% completely satisfied with access to food

Perception of access to adult ed.
or job training

13% feel empowered in terms of access to adult education
opportunities

11-23 % completely satisfied with access to adult education,
language, and training programs

HOUSING & NEIGHBORHOO

D

Perceptions of Housing

4% feel empowered in terms of housing

18% completely satisfied with housing

Perceptions of Crime, Safety,
Security

58% think crime occurs often in neighborhood
42% consider building safe
38% consider neighborhood safe

27% completely satisfied or mostly satisfied with safety in
building and neighborhood

Perceptions of social support and
connection

17% feel empowered in terms of their own involvement with
the community

32% completely satisfied or mostly satisfied with social
connections among neighbors

Perceptions of neighborhood
spaces

17% of households with children feel comfortable letting
their children play in neighborhood
63-75% see the need for more recreation spaces

5% completely satisfied with outdoor spaces to walk, let kids
play, etc.; 23 % completely or mostly satisfied

Suggestions for what
neighborhood needs

*More parks and green spaces

*Better relationship with education system
*More youth programs

*More community activities

*Better schools

*Greater safety and security
*Homelessness services

*Better public transportation

*Greater security, safety, police presence

*More parks, green spaces, activities for children and teens
*Clean up trash in empty lots, parks, general area

*Higher quality housing

*Better accessibility for disabled

*Greater social trust and connection

54
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MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): DEMOGRAPHICS

Total Responses: 24

Demographics Demographics

Language of Interview Household Composition and Size Respondents are about evenly split in
. ol s ()

English 63% One adult 67% identifying as people of color; 42 /)

Somali 33% One adult with child(ren) 4% or as white; 42 %

Spanish 4% Two adults 8%
Race/Ethnicity Two adults with child(ren) 21% Most interviews were conducted in

i i i 9 H holder Gend

African/African American 42% ouseholder Gender English with 1 / 3 r—

White 42% Male 67%

Native American 4% Female 33%

- - Most respondents live alone with about
Hispanic 4%
Not reported 8% Note: 1 / 4 having a child or children in
> Total of 7 children reported across 6 q :

Age households. The 7 children’s ages range from e

Mean 40 0 to 12. About 2/3 of them are African or another adult living with a spouse/

. African-American and about 1/3 are White.
Minimum 20 partner.
- > For households with 2 adults, all but 1 are
Maximum 71 spouse/partner.
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MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): EDUCATION

Education: Adults Education: Children

Most respondents have a high school Educational Attainment of Respondent Children’s School or Child Care Enrollment

education. Less than High School 8% Pre-K - 12th Grade Age & Enrolled 29%
High School or GED 71% Enrolled in Child Care 14%

Currently, 20 % of household heads Certificate or Degree beyond HS 8% Cared for Outside Program 57%
Not reported 13% Percentage of Participants who Considers Youth

are enrolled in additional schooling. D e

Additional Training/Schooling (by age range of programs)

Parents consider schools welcoming % of householder in additional 20% 0-5 years 36%
but are mixed on their quality and training/schooling o -
consider travelling to school unsafe. 12 years 31%
13-18 years 40%
Most consider the availability of 19-24 years 18%

youth programs for all age groups as
inadequate.
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Employment Employment

Householder Employment Status

MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): EMPLOYMENT

Employment Barriers

Working Full-Time 21% Health 25%
Working Part-Time 21% Disability 17%
Not working 58% Lack of Education 17%
Other Adult Employment Status Search/Interview skills 12.5%
(7 households with another adult) Transportation 12.5%
Working Full Time 43% Child Care Costs 8%
Working Part-Time 43% Training 8%
Not working 14% Job Performance Difficulties Most Often
Transportation to Work Reported
Car 42% English 25%
Walk 21% Reading 21%
Bus 13% Math 17%
Other transit/taxi 13%
Carpool 8% Note:

> 67% of respondents mentioned at least one

employment barrier.

Most (58%) respondents are

unemployed.

The most frequently reported barriers
to employment are health, disability,

and the lack of education.

The most frequently reported job

difficulties for those working are basic
reading, math, and language skills.
Note: this was from both English
speakers and speakers of other

languages.
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MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): INCOME

Annual income is well below poverty Annual Household Income Percent reporting other financial resources,
Median $9,120 obligations, or status
line. Mean s 1; 280 Pay bills on time 88%
Current on rent 83%
A half of households receive disability Checking account 58%
and/or food assistance; Savings account 42%
Filed for EITC? 38%
Most are current on bills and rent, Credit card or loan payments 25%
Repo or default? 12%
and have not experienced bankruptcy, P
defaul Percentage of Households Receiving Benefits
repossession or default;
P J SSI/SSDI 50%
SNAP 79%

Most have checking account.
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MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): HOUSING & NEIGHBORHOOD: CRIME & SAFETY

Access to Amenities Crime & Safety

Internet Access Percent who consider this to be safe 8 5
Yes; I have internet access | 83% Kids playing in neighborhood 17% Most have internet access; 3 %
Primary Transit (parents only)
Own Car 46% Walking alone after dark 33% Many have access to a car but only
. Lewiston 38% o
Walk 25% 21 % consider public transportation
B Tree Streets Neighborhood 38%
us 13% d te:
Maple Knoll 42% adequate;.
Percent who Consider Public Transportation P
adequate Perceived Crime in the Neighborhood
Yes 21% Yes, crime occurs often in the 58% Most consider neighborhood and
1 21 .1: o, g
neighborhood. building unsafe and 58 % think
Percent experiencing or know someone who has : . .
e B e e e crime occurs often in neighborhood
Drug sale/use 38% (especially drug sale and use).
Bullying 33%
Assault 29% To enhance safety, respondents
Teen violence 21% endorsed more security cameras,
Burglary/theft 17% greater police patrol presence, and
Guns 17% -
— better street lighting.
Gang activity 13%
Murder 13%
Percent who endorse these crime prevention
efforts
Security cameras 67%
Better street lighting 54%
More visible police 54%
Community watch program 42%
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MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): HOUSING & NEIGHBORHOOD: PREFERENCES

About Maple Knoll

* Most want to see many amenities and Amenities & Businesses Desired by 50% or more Preferences for after leaving Maple Knoll:
of respondents: .
: : : Stay in Tree Streets 54%
businesses continue or expand in
Indoor rec spaces 75% Don't know 17%
neighborhood and most think man 5 -
¢ <l ded I b . Supermarket 75% Leave Lewiston 13%
eatures are needed to make it a better Laundromat 75% Leave Tree Streets 13%
place to raise children; Community gardens 71% Leave Maine 4%
Job training center 71% Percent who want each of the following in what
Most prefer to stay in the Tree Streets Computer learning center 71% replaces Maple Knoll:
Farmers market 67% Townhouse-style units %
Neighborhood after leaving Maple 7 Y 7
Museums 63% Larger units 75%
Knoll with second most frequent X
Outdoor rec spaces 63% Increased security 75%
preference to stay in Lewiston but Large retail store 58% More attractive building 67%
another neighborhood; Doctors office/clinic 58% More recreation space 67%
Bookstore 58% Private yards 63%
For new development to replace Maple Drug store 54% More parking 50%
Knoll, most prefer larger, townhouse Clothing store 54% Triple-decker units 29%
style units with increased security and Hardware store 50% Apartment-style units 13%
. . What respondents think neighborhood needs for Homeownership
recreational spaces, private yards, and B : :
raising children: . .
: My goal is to own a home in the next 42%
more parking. Safer environment 83% 5 years
Better schools 79%
Many would like to pursue home More youth programs 75%
ownership over the next 5 years. More community activities 75%
Better relationship with educ. System 71%
More parks 50%
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MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): HEALTH & CIVIC PARTICIPATION

Health & Health Care Health & Health Care Most report excellent or good health

Health: Household Head Current Health Problems :
but over 40% report only fair or poor
Excellent 29% Arthritis 29%
: health and about 30% report some kind
Good 29% Stress/anxiety 25%
Fair 33% Weight problems 17% of disability in the household.
Poor 8% Other health problems 17%

Health: Other Adults (if any) Asthma 17% Other adults and children in those
Excellent 43% Blood pressure problems 13% households with more than one person
Good 29% Diabetes 4% are reported to be healthier than
Fair 14% Reason for Having Difficulty Accessing Care household heads overall.

Not reported 14% Cost 10%
Health: Children (if any) Health Care Needs b 4
Most have insurance and a primary care
Excellent 83% I have an unmet health problem; 10% ME— pri y
Fair 17% Eye Care 21% prov1der.

Anyone in Household with Disability? Dental Care 33%

Physical Disability 13% Stress/anxiety and arthritis are most
Mental Disability 29% commonly reported health conditions

Insurance & Other Health Indicators Civic Participation and most are being treated for those.
Insurance, self? 67% Current Health Problems
Insurance, other adults (if any)? 1% Interested in civic activi %

(if any) / nterested In clvic activity 4 While most are satisfied, when
Insurance, children (if any)? 83% Registered to vote 46%
— — concerns expressed regarding health
PCP? 83% Currently reports civic activity 29%
Consider care excellent or good? 89% Library card 29% care the most frequently reported are

cost barriers and inadequate access to

eye care and dental care.

Appendix 61



MAPLE KNOLL HOUSEHOLD ASSESSMENT (HHA): SELF-SUFFICIENCY MATRIX

Maple Knoll Self-Sufficiency Matrix

SSM dimension In crisis Vulnerable In crisis or
vulnerable

Children's Educ 0% 0% 0%

Parenting skills 0% 0% 0%

Substance abuse 0% 0% 0%

Life Skills 0% 4% 4%

Legal 0% 4% 4%

Mental health 4% 8% 12%
Housing 0% 13% 13%
Family/Social relations 8% 8% 16%
Safety 8% 13% 21%
Health Care coverage 21% 4% 25%
Disabilities 4% 22% 26%
Income 25% 4% 29%
Adult Education 22% 9% 31%
Community involvement 17% 17% 34%
Mobility 29% 13% 42%
Child care 60% 0% B0%
Employment 58% 13% 71%
Food 0% 54% 54%
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Race/Ethnicity Language of interview

4%

B African/ B English
African-American Somali
White Spanish
Native American
Hispanic

[] Not Reported

Other Adult Employment
Status (for 7 households
that have 2 adults)

Householder Employment
Status

Who Lives in Household? Householder Gender

33%
O
1 Adult Male

7 1 Adult with Child(ren) B Female

B 2 Adults

% > Adults with Child(ren)

Enrolled in an Additional Children’s School or
Training/Schooling? Child Care Enrollment

B Working Full Time B Working Full Time
Part Time [ Not Working
Not Working Not Reported

Yes B Enrolled in School:
. No Pre-K to 12th
Enrolled in Child Care

Enrolled in an
Outside Program

Educational Attainment of
Householder

71%

B Less than High School

M High School or GED
Certificate or Degree
Beyond High School
Not Reported

Percentage of Participants who
Considers Youth Program
Availability Adquate
(by program’s age range)

40%
36%

31%
18%

|

0-5 6-12 13-18  19-24
years years years years
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Transportation
to Work

Car

Carpool

Bus

Other Transit/Taxi
Walk

Il BN § |

Household Income

Percentage of
Households
Receiving Benefits

79%

50%

SSI/SSDI  SNAP

Employment Barriers

Health 25%
Disabilitz
17%

Lack of education
[——— 17 %

Search:lnterview skills
13%
TransEortation
Trainin
e 8%

©

Child Care Costs
8%

Percent reporting other financial
resources, obligations, or status

Pay bills on time 88%

Current on rent
83%

Checking account
[ 55 %

Savings account
42%

Filed for EITC?
| 338 %
i o5, — Credit Card or

Loan Payments
F 12% ————

Repo or default?

Do you consider
the following safe?

Maple Knoll
— 42%

Tree Streets

Neighborhood
BN

Lewiston
38%
Walking alone

after dark
[ 33%

Kids playing
in neighborhood

— 17%
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Do YOU or know someone who has
experienced the following crimes?

Security cameras

Do you think the following crime prevention
efforts would be useful?

67%

Better street lighting 54%

More visible police 54%

Community watch program 42%



What would you/your household prefer
after leaving Maple Knoll?

13%

What would you/your household want
as a replacement of Maple Knoll?

Townhouse-style units

79%

Larger units
75%

Increased security

75%
More attractive building

67%
Morerecreation space

Amenities & Businesses desired by 50% or more resopndents

80%

70%

60%

50% —

40% -

30% —

20%

10% —

67% 0%
. %) ey = %) — = = %] [0} (0] ] [0} (0] [0} 9]
Private yards ) g £ g8 § & &2 £ £ g 5 E 8 8 8 B
63/3 & ol o o 3] 3] El 5 c% %) O k7] w %) %]
M ki » § § & O O = gz ¢ = <& % 2 5 9
ore parking g 8 § 9 v 9 » & 8§ 8 9 o 5 £ 3
B Stayin Tree S 5 8 B o2 § 87 % &g %8 g
tay in Tree Streets ) . - & =2 & 5§ £ =g 8 o O o 7
[l Leave Tree Streets Triple-decker units 3 = 5 8 & g 2 e ©
i 29% e i 5 3 2
Leave Lewiston Avartment-st 19 : " S g S B 5 =~ 8
B Leave Main Do n;;;l S “ é ~
[] Don’t know S
What does the neighborhood need .. .. . . .
for raising children? Civic Activity Indicators Self-Sufficiency Matrix Data
83% o
79%  75%  75% 71% Interested in civic activity 54% o [ In crisis or vulnerable
o 60%
54%
Registered to vote 46% 42%
|
%
34% 3156 e )
206% 25%
21%
16% .
‘q&) 2 & 2 8 E g £ Currently reports civic activity 13% 12%
< 3 5] g = g ‘@'\ & I 20 % 4% 4%
S & g £33 So @
= 5 g T g S
S @ o 5<% =5
g = = O g 3 =
48] L] 5 5] &
v /M 3 @ a8 Q < § S
& > o £ T Library card O IS
.’\
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Health: Other Adult Health: Children Anyone in Household

Health: Householder (if any) (if any) with Disability?

29%

13%
B Excellent B Excellent B Excellent
[0 Good B Good Fair
Bl Bathe Physical =~ Mental
B DPoor [] Not Reported Disability ~ Disability
Insurance and Other Health Indicators Do you have any of these health conditions?
89%
Consider care excellent or good? — Arthritis 29%
83% Stress/anxiety
Weight problems
83%
Insurance, children (if any)? [ Other health problems

71%

Insurance, other adults (if any)? [m—— Asthma

67% Blood pressure problems

I ,self?
nsurance, se — Diabetes
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Demographics Demographics

COMMUNITY HOUSEHOLD SURVEY: DEMOGRAPHICS

Language of Interview Household Composition and Size
English 82% One adult 23%
Somali 18% One adult with child(ren) 32%
Race/Ethnicity Two or more adults 9%
African/African American 18% Two or more adults with child(ren) 36%
White 73% Householder Gender
American Indian 9% Male 32%
Bge Female 68%
Mean 37
Minimum 20 Note:
- > For households with two adults, most are
Maximum 60 spouse/partners.
Country of Birth > Two households have three adults, parent and
United States 82% siblings
Somalia 14% > The 15 households (68%) with children report
a total of 47 children, ages ranging from zero
Kenya 4% to 17 years of age

18 children are white; 18 are African/African-
American; nine are biracial or multiracial
(with white parent); two unknown.

Total Responses: 22

Respondents mostly identify as white
and mostly were born in the US,
and mostly completed the survey in

English;.

Most respondents have children in

the household, an average of about 3

children per household.

Surveys were completed mostly by

women.
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COMMUNITY HOUSEHOLD SURVEY: EDUCATION

* Most respondents have a certificate or Educational Attainment of Respondent

degree beyond high school education. Less than High School 14%
High School or GED 36%
Certificate or Degree beyond HS 50%

All school-aged children are enrolled Additional Training,/Schooling

and attending school and non-school % of householder in additional

27%

aged children enrolled in child care or training/schooling

cared for by relatives. Children’s School or Child Care Enrollment
Pre-K - 12th Grade Age & Enrolled 70%
Enrolled in Child Care 11%

Parents consider schools welcoming :
Cared for Outside Program 19%

and are satisfied overall with school

quality and availability of youth

programs, but more mixed on safety

travelling to school.

68 avowm@ Our Tree Streets



COMMUNITY HOUSEHOLD SURVEY: EMPLOYMENT & INCOME

Employment | come |

*Respondent Employment Status Annual Household Income * 60% are working for pay at least part-
king Full-Ti % Medi .
Working Full-Time 36% edian $19,920 —
Working Part-Time 23% Mean $22,356
Not working 41% Percentage of Households Reporting;
**Satisfaction with Current Employment Status SSI1/SSDI 41% 55% satisfied with their current work
(whether working or not) SNAP 64% status, and among those not satisfied,
Yes, satisfied 55% GA 14% most want better training, pay,
No, not satisfied 45% Child Support or Alimony 14% transportation or support;
Wage Income 62%
"Note: Respondents are moderately satisfied
> For those not employed, most are disabled,
with 1-2 each caring for child, retired, working with opportunities for job training but

on job readiness, searching for a job.

less satisfied with opportunities for

> For those employed, fields (if reported)
include retail & health care (most common); language and literacy classes.
maintenance; food service; social services;
child care.

> For those with other adult in the household,
about 55% of those other adults are working.

**Note:
> For those not satisfied with current
employment status, common reasons:

> Training or education to advance in career
> Higher pay and benefits

> Better transportation or jobs closer to
home

> More supportive employment for several
struggling with addiction or anxiety
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COMMUNITY HOUSEHOLD SURVEY: HEALTH & HEALTH CARE

Health & Health Care

1/4 to 1/3 of households include Current Health Problems

someone with asthma, addiction, or ASth.mé 36%

obesity; most somewhat satisfied with Addiction 2%
Obesity 27%

access to health care. Blood pressure problems 18%
High cholesterol 18%
Diabetes 14%
Childhood lead poisoning 5%
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COMMUNITY HOUSEHOLD SURVEY: OVERALL SATISFACTION

Satisfaction Score Satisfaction Score (continued)

Average satisfaction score of all respondents Average satisfaction score of all respondents * Respondents answered by choosing a
(1 = lowest and 5 = highest satisfaction) (1 = lowest and 5 = highest satisfaction)
Welcoming of schools 4.09 Opportunities for Job training, 3.36 value between 1 (lowest satisfaction)
Access to services for physical health 4.05 certificates, licenses and 5 (highest satisfaction).
care Access to services for substance 3.29
Access to services for substance 3.94 abu§e treatment (affected by . . . .
abuse treatment (all) addiction) Satisfaction at or below midpoint for
Safety at schools 391 Housing cost, quality, and safety 314 housing, safety, social connections,
Variety and quality of youth 3.91 Income to meet basic needs 309 and recreational amenities of the
h ional iti . .
programs Other educationa opportunities 3.06 nelghborhoo d.
Quality of schools 3.82 Safety of building and neighborhood 3.00
Access to services for mental health 3.80 Language and literacy classes 2.85 g p o’
care Nearby places to walk, let children 2.77 HOGRTR EET U M (05
Access to food 3.77 play improvements to security, accessibility,
Qpportunities to earn credit toward 3.64 Co'nnections and support among 2.77 size, light levels, and heating in
diploma/degree neighbors
Safety of walking to school By buildings, as well as better sidewalks

and roads, better safety, increased
police presence, more neighborly

interaction, and more services for the

homeless in the neighborhood.
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Race/Ethnicity

Language of interview

M African/
African-American
B White

B American Indian

B English

Somali

Who Lives in Household?

36%

9%

B 1Adult

# 1 Adult with Child(ren)
2 or More Adults
2 Adults with Child(ren)

Householder Gender

32%

68%

B Male

Female

Educational Attainment of
Householder

50%

36%

14%

Less than High School
High School or GED
Certificate or Degree
Beyond High School

72

Respondent’s Employment
Status

36%
U

2%

B Working Full Time
M Part Time
| Not Working

Enrolled in an Additional
Training/Schooling?

Children’s School or
Child Care Enrollment

B Yes
| No

arowimg Our Tree Streets

Enrolled in School
Enrolled in Child Care
Enrolled in an
Outside Program

Household Income

Percentage of Households
Receiving Benefits

64% oy

41%
14%  14%

SNAP Wage SSI GA Child
Income /SSDI Support
or Alimony



Do you have any of these health conditions?

Asthma

Addiction

Obesity

Blood pressure problems
High cholesterol
Diabetes

Childhood lead poisoning

36%
32%
——
27%
——
18%
18%
—
14%
—

5%

1

How satisfied are you of the following?

Average satisfaction score of all respondenses.

(1 =lowest and 5 = highest satisfaction);

Welcoming of schools

Access to services for physical health care

Access to services for substance abuse treatment (all)
Variety and quality of youth programs

Safety at schools

Quality of schools

Access to services for mental health care

Access to food

Opportunities to earn credit toward diploma/degree
Safety of walking to school

Opportunities for Job training, certificates, licenses
Access to services for substance abuse treatment (affected by addiction)
Housing cost, quality, and safety

Income to meet basic needs

Other educational opportunities

Safety of building and neighborhood

Language and literacy classes

Connections and support among neighbors

Nearby places to walk, let children play

2

(Average)
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ADMINISTRATIVE DATA

A FEW NOTES ON THE DATASETS:

The following data has been collected through
multiple sources with the help of Real Estate
Strategies (RES) for Androscoggin County, the City

of Lewiston, the Choice Study Area (Census Tracts
201, 203, and 204), and the Tree Streets Neighborhood,
which is a smaller target area that includes portions of
all three Choice Study Area Census Tracts.

Most data for Androscoggin County, Lewiston,
and the Choice Study Area, and the Tree Streets
Neighborhood comes from Ribbon Demographics,
which provides an estimated value for the year
2018, based on analysis of Census and American
Community Survey data and trends.

In instances where 2018 data from Ribbon
Demographics is not available, the report uses
2012-2016 American Census Survey (ACS), 5-year
Estimates. It should be noted that this dataset’s
margin of error reduces the data’s accuracy, especially
with Tree Streets Neighborhood being so small in
scale.

76 arowimg Our Tree Streets

The report also includes health data from Center for
Disease Control (CDC) acquired through PolicyMap.
The most recent data from CDC is from 2013. This
data does not provide an aggregated value for the 3
Census Tracts of the Choice Study Area. Therefore,
the report shows data points for each Census Tract
rather than for the whole Choice Study Area.

It should be noted that, the County, City, Choice Study
Area and Tree Streets Neighborhood, are home to
large number of refugees and a significant immigrant
population that is not fully counted in official
datasets. Based on other news articles, research, and
feedback from Lewiston residents, there are more
refugees and immigrants from Africa who have not
necessarily been counted in the Census and American
Community Survey, thus resulting in undercounting
in the tables that follow.

ONE ADDITIONAL NOTE ON THE
TREE STREETS AREA BOUNDARY:

The Tree Streets Neighborhood is a somewhat
loosely defined area tied to the streets in Downtown
Lewiston that are named after different tree species.
For the purpose of generating estimates to populate
the administrative tables, the map shows a hard line
defining the Tree Streets. Due to the relatively small
size of the area, the estimates are rounded figures.



STUDY AREA

Source: City of Lewiston

CHOICE STUDY AREA

O
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Population * Count % Count % Count % Count %
Population in 2000 103,790 - 35,689 - 11,549 - 4,094 -
Population in 2010 107,702 - 36,592 - 12,030 - 4,452 -
Population in 2018 107,278 - 36,654 - 12,617 - 4,825 -
Population Change 2000-2010 3,912 3.8% 903 3% 481 4.2% 358 9%
Population Change 2010-2018 424 -0.4% 62 0% 587 4.9% 373 8%

Race 2018*

White 98,641 91.9% 31,121 84.9% 9,376 74.3% 3,586 74.3%
Black/African American 3,998 3.7% 3,368 9.2% 2,207 17.5% 844 17.5%
American Indian/Alaskan Native 439 0.4% 180 0.5% 74 0.6% 28 0.6%
Asian 936 0.9% 464 1.3% 140 1.1% 54 1.1%
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 29 0.0% 12 0.0% 9 0.1% 3 0.1%
Some Other Race 555 0.5% 272 0.7% 144 1.1% 55 1.1%
Two or More Race 2,680 2.5% 1,237 3.4% 667 5.3% 255 5.3%
Total 107,278 36,654 12,617 4,825

Ethnicity 2018*

Hispanic/Latino 2,132 2.0% 959 2.6% 473 3.7% 181 3.7%
Not Hispanic/Latino 105,146 98.0% 35,695 97.4% 12,144 96.3% 4,644 96.3%

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies
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Country of Origin for Foreign-Born Population 2016 3 Count % Count % Count % Count %
Foreign-Born Population 3,207 100% 1,790 100% 979 100%
Europe: 486 15.2% 155 8.7% 21 2.2%
Northern Europe 82 2.6% 40 2.2% o) 0.0%
Western Europe 187 5.8% 79 4.4% 14 1.4%
Southern Europe 54 1.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Eastern Europe 163 5.1% 36 2.0% 7 0.7%
Asia: 655 20.4% 289 16.2% 84 8.6%
Eastern Asia 284 8.9% 71 4.0% 33 3.4%
South Central Asia 89 2.8% 65 3.6% 9 0.9%
South Eastern Asia 282 8.8% 153 8.6% 42 4.3%
Africa: 979 30.5% 889 49.7% 681 69.6%
Eastern Africa: 518 16.2% 462 25.8% 278 28.4%
Ethiopia 13 0.4% 6 0.3% 6 0.6%
Kenya 135 4.2% 106 5.9% 79 8.1% nodate
Other Eastern Africa 370 11.5% 350 19.6% 193 19.7%
Middle Africa 196 6.1% 193 10.8% 188 19.2%
Northern Africa 141 4.4% 141 7.9% 122 12.5%
Southern Africa 4 0.1% 4 0.2% 4 0.4%
Western Africa 105 3.3% 89 5.0% 89 9.1%
Africa, NEC. 15 0.5% o} 0.0% 0 0.0%
Oceania: 25 0.8% 8 0.5% o 0.0%
Americas: 1,062 33.1% 449 25.1% 193 19.7%
Latin America 321 10.0% 122 6.8% 76 7.8%
Central America 120 3.7% 53 3.0% 37 3.8%
South America 95 3.0% 22 1.2% 0 0.0%
Northern America 741 23.1% 327 18.3% 117 12.0%

32012-2016 ACS 5-year Estimates
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Language Spoken at Home 2016 for the Population 5 years and

Over 3 Count % Count % Count % Count %
Speak only English 89,375 88.7% 27,673 81.2% 7,500 78.0%
Spanish 1,009 1.0% 506 1.5% 286 3.0%
French, Haitian, or Cajun 8,019 8.0% 4,626 13.6% 1,055 11.0%
German or Other West Germanic Languages 215 0.2% 27 0.1% 6 0.1%
Russian, Polish, or Other Slavic Languages 192 0.2% 55 0.2% 5 0.1%
Other Indo-European Languages 448 0.4% 224 0.7% 149 1.6%
Korean 20 0.0% 15 0.0% 15 0.2%
Chinese 220 0.2% 49 0.1% 31 0.3% no dats
Vietnamese 192 0.2% 136 0.4% 25 0.3%
Tagalog 91 0.1% 10 0.0% 0 0.0%
Other Asian and Pacific Island Languages 60 0.1% 10 0.0% 0 0.0%
Arabic 173 0.2% 173 0.5% 173 1.8%
Other and Unspecified Languages 782 0.8% 564 1.7% 373 3.9%
Total 100,796 34,068 9,618
Households *
Households 2000 42,026 - 15,290 - 5,193 - 1,862 -
Households 2010 44,315 - 15,267 - 4,906 - 1,760 -
Households 2018 44,238 - 15,246 - 5,059 - 1,855 -
Avg. Household Size 2.36 - 2.26 - 2.22 - 2.56 -
Households by Type 2018 *

With People < 18 Years Old: 13,376 30.2% 4,225 27.7% 1,413 27.9% 563 30.3%
Family Households 13,143 29.7% 4,152 27.3% 1,378 27.2% 549 29.6%
Non Family Households 233 0.5% 73 0.5% 35 0.7% 14 0.7%

No People < 18 Years Old: 30,862 69.8% 11,021 72.3% 3,646 72.1% 1,293 69.7%
Family Households 14,905 33.7% 4,482 20.4% 837 16.5% 315 17.0%
Non Family Households 15,957 36.1% 6,539 42.9% 2,809 55.5% 978 52.7%

Total Households 44,238 15,246 5,059 1,855

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies
32012-2016 ACS 5-year Estimates
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Household Income 2018 * Count % Count % Count % Count %
Less than $15,000 5,470 12.4% 2,856 18.7% 2,320 44.4% 702 37.9%
$15,000 - $24,999 5,231 11.8% 2,399 15.7% 1,164 22.3% 448 24.2%
$25,000 - $34,999 4,238 9.6% 1,563 10.3% 659 12.6% 184 9.9%
$35,000 - $49,999 6,023 13.6% 2,130 14.0% 434 8.3% 196 10.5%
$50,000 - $74,999 8,805 19.9% 2,520 16.5% 419 8.0% 169 9.1%
$75,000 - $99,999 6,175 14.0% 1,714 11.2% 146 2.8% 93 5.0%
$100,000 - $124,999 3,514 7.9% 843 5.5% 48 0.9% 41 2.2%
$125,000 - $149,999 1,801 4.1% 422 2.8% 20 0.4% 14 0.8%
$150,000 - $199,999 1,689 3.8% 488 3.2% 8 0.2% 8 0.4%
$200,000 and up 1,292 2.9% 311 2.0% 13 0.2% o} 0.0%

Median Household Income *
in 2000 $35,839 - $29,086 - $17,539 - $17,143 -
in 2018 $53,285 - $40,669 - $20,565 - $20,025 -

Poverty 2018 *

Total Families 28,066 8,635 2,216 889
Families at or above poverty 24,970 89.0% 6,955 80.5% 1,213 54.7% 456 51.3%
Families below poverty 3,096 11.0% 1,680 19.5% 1,003 45.3% 433 48.7%
Total Families with children 13,279 4,180 1,429 568
Families w/children at or above poverty 10,781 81.2% 2,834 67.8% 602 42.1% 217 38.3%
Families w/children below poverty 2,498 18.8% 1,346 32.2% 827 57.9% 350 61.7%

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies
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Age 2018* Count % Count % Count % Count %
0-4 years 6,317 5.9% 2,486 6.8% 1,101 8.7% 489 10.1%
5-9 6,495 6.1% 2,412 6.6% 990 7.8% 422 8.7%
10-14 6,513 6.1% 2,248 6.1% 835 6.6% 347 7.2%
15-17 3,968 3.7% 1,328 3.6% 507 4.0% 203 4.2%
18-20 4,526 4.2% 2,030 5.5% 1,006 8.0% 301 6.2%
21-24 5,251 4.9% 2,037 5.6% 888 7.0% 298 6.2%
25-34 12,619 11.8% 4,492 12.3% 1,736 13.8% 695 14.4%
35-44 12,755 11.9% 4,251 11.6% 1,448 11.5% 559 11.6%
45-54 14,604 13.6% 4,295 11.7% 1,280 10.1% 489 10.1%
55-64 15,399 14.4% 4,548 12.4% 1,240 9.8% 459 9.5%
65-74 11,125 10.4% 3,554 9.7% 813 6.4% 302 6.3%
75-84 5,361 5.0% 2,001 5.5% 497 3.9% 176 3.6%
85+ 2,345 2.2% 972 2.7% 276 2.2% 85 1.8%
62+ 23,054 21.5% 7,781 21.2% 1,914 15.2% 682 14.1%

Median Age 2018 41.2 38.0 30.7 30.1

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies
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Education Attainment 2018 (population age 25 or older) * Count % Count % Count % Count %
Less than HS 3,463 4.7% 1,728 7.2% 831 11% 315 11.4%
Some HS, no diploma 5,185 7.0% 2,004 8.3% 899 12% 341 12.3%
HS Grad (includes equivalent) 27,038 36.4% 8,798 36.5% 2,702 37% 1,025 37.1%
Some College, no degree 14,593 19.7% 5,134 21.3% 1,660 23% 630 22.8%
Associate's Degree 8,483 11.4% 2,540 10.5% 497 7% 188 6.8%
Bachelor's Degree 10,227 13.8% 2,431 10.1% 423 6% 160 5.8%
Master's Degree 3,146 4.2% 907 3.8% 140 2% 53 1.9%
Professional Degree 1,313 1.8% 306 1.3% 68 1% 26 0.9%
Doctorate Degree 760 1.0% 265 1.1% 70 1% 27 1.0%

Total 74,208 24,113 7,290 2,765

School Enrollment 2016 (population age 3+ years by school enrollment) 3
Enrolled in school 25,533 8,647 3,125 869
Pre-school 1,623 6.4% 518 6.0% 171 5.5% 74 8.5%
Kindergarten 52 6.0%
Grade 1to 4 11,672 45.7% 3,617 41.8% 1,067 34.1% 317 36.5%
Grade 5to 8 116 13.3%
Grade 9to 12 5,640 22.1% 1,445 16.7% 389 12.4% 156 18.0%
College Undergraduate 145 16.7%
Graduate or Professional School 6,598 25:8% 3,067 35:5% 1498 479% 9 1.0%

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies
32012-2016 ACS 5-year Estimates
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Employment 2018 (population 16 years or older in labor force) *| Count % Count % Count % Count %
Employed 54,062 96% 17,026 95% 4,377 91% 1,553 91%
Unemployed 2,494 4% 880 5% 432 9% 154 9%
Armed Forces 27 0% 4 0% 4 0% 2 0%

Total 56,583 17,910 4,813 1,709
Employment by Industry 2018*
Accommodation/Food Services 3,372 6.4% 997 6.0% 294 7.2% 90 6.3%
Administrative/Support/Waste Management 1,930 3.7% 666 4.0% 193 4.7% 80 5.6%
Agriculture/Forestry/Fishing/Hunting/Mining 683 1.3% 144 0.9% 74 1.8% 25 1.8%
Arts/Entertainment/Recreation 577 1.1% 201 1.2% 51 1.2% 13 0.9%
Construction 3,657 6.9% 1,104 6.7% 236 5.8% 86 6.0%
Educational Services 5,208 9.9% 1,696 10.2% 454 11.1% 120 8.4%
Finance/Insurance/Real Estate/Rent/Lease 3,793 7.2% 1,084 6.5% 159 3.9% 60 4.2%
Health Care/Social Assistance 9,277 17.6% 3,090 18.6% 735 18.0% 288 20.2%
Information 1,061 2.0% 348 2.1% 150 3.7% 51 3.6%
Management of Companies and Enterprises 30 0.1% 4 0.0% o] 0.0% o] 0.0%
Manufacturing 5,939 11.2% 1,849 11.2% 369 9.0% 148 10.4%
Other Services Except Public Administration 2,174 4.1% 944 5.7% 192 4.7% 72 5.0%
Professional/Scientific/Technical Services 2,592 4.9% 815 4.9% 171 4.2% 52 3.6%
Public Administration 1,929 3.6% 580 3.5% 168 4.1% 54 3.8%
Retail Trade 7,283 13.8% 2,150 13.0% 624 15.2% 213 14.9%
Transportation/Warehousing/Utilities 2,114 4.0% 526 3.2% 98 2.4% 41 2.9%
Wholesale Trade 1,239 2.3% 375 2.3% 126 3.1% 32 2.3%
Total 52,858 16,573 4,094 1,427

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies, based on Census data

Note that the Maine Department of Labor reports lower unemployment

rates for Lewiston (3.5%) and Androscoggin County (3.3%). For the
purpose of consistency, Census and American Community Survey
provided by Ribbon Demographics are used throughout the plan.
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Occupation 2018 * Count % Count % Count % Count %
Architecture/Engineering 426 0.8% 140 0.8% 5 0.1% 1 0.1%
Arts/Design/Entertainment/Sports/Media 618 1.2% 240 1.4% 107 2.6% 32 2.3%
Building/Grounds Cleaning/Maintenance 2,367 4.5% 932 5.6% 210 5.1% 87 6.1%
Business/Financial Operations 2,214 4.2% 499 3.0% 101 2.5% 25 1.8%
Community/Social Services 902 1.7% 313 1.9% 118 2.9% 39 2.7%
Computer/Mathematical 769 1.5% 320 1.9% 86 2.1% 26 1.8%
Construction/Extraction 2,627 5.0% 871 5.3% 222 5.4% 91 6.4%
Education/Training/Library 3,488 6.6% 1,147 6.9% 300 7.3% 106 7.4%
Farming/Fishing/Forestry 385 0.7% 113 0.7% 58 1.4% 19 1.4%
Food Preparation/Serving Related 2,539 4.8% 829 5.0% 215 5.3% 81 5.7%
Healthcare Practitioner/Technician 3,092 5.8% 775 4.7% 81 2.0% 23 1.6%
Healthcare Support 1,497 2.8% 605 3.7% 156 3.8% 58 4.1%
Installation/Maintenance/Repair 2,229 4.2% 663 4.0% 108 2.6% 47 3.3%
Legal 611 1.2% 180 1.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Life/Physical/Social Science 111 0.2% 53 0.3% 1 0.0% 1 0.0%
Management 5,037 9.5% 1,227 7.4% 248 6.1% 82 5.8%
Office/Administrative Support 8,108 15.3% 2,637 15.9% 685 16.7% 223 15.6%
Production 3,843 7.3% 1,188 7.2% 425 10.4% 164 11.5%
Protective Services 1,251 2.4% 522 3.1% 56 1.4% 28 2.0%
Sales/Related 4,699 8.9% 1,589 9.6% 435 10.6% 138 9.7%
Personal Care/Service 2,247 4.3% 800 4.8% 253 6.2% 71 5.0%
Transportation/Material Moving 3,798 7.2% 930 5.6% 224 5.5% 84 5.9%

Total 52,858 16,573 4,094 1,427
White Collar 30,075 56.9% 9,120 55.0% 2,167 52.9% 696 48.8%
Blue Collar 12,497 23.6% 3,652 22.0% 979 23.9% 387 27.1%
Service and Farming 10,286 19.5% 3,801 22.9% 948 23.2% 344 24.1%
Total 52,858 16,573 4,094 1,427

! Ribbon Demographics via Real Estate Strategies
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85



Mode of Commute 2018 * Count % Count % Count % Count %
Worked at Home 1,744 3.4% 442 2.7% 128