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OVERVIEW

The following map data provides geographic and spatial information with
respect to key demographics impacting the City of Cleveland. The data
provides a snapshot of existing conditions that provide the basis for the City of
Cleveland’s CORE Redevelopment Strategy as part of the Mayor’s
Neighborhood Transformation Initiafive. The strategy focuses on targeted
investment in neighborhoods of opportunity. These neighborhoods are
inherently disadvantaged however, contain tremendous assets that if
leveraged properly, can be key in the regeneration of Cleveland’s urban
core.
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Can we go beyond
bricks and mortar to
address the human
element of
neighborhood
revitalization?

PEOPLE AND
FAMILIES




SEGREGATION

Like many major cities in the US,
Cleveland remains ethnically divided
although it is culturally diverse. The City
of Cleveland consist of over 80 ethnic
Qgroups.

The target areas identified are almost
exclusively Black and Latino
neighborhoods.

Race & Ethnicity

§ Key Neighborhoods
Race and Ethnicity CUY - 2010 Census
1 dot = 1 person
White
Black
Asian
Hispanic

Other Race / Native American / Multi-Racial
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Family Composition

i i o Key Neighborhoods

Single mother households as a percent of all households 1
i

: . I Euclid

Opportunity Corridor

Alignment
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Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2010 Census Summary File 1

SINGLE PARENTS

Many of the households in the target
geographies are single parent
households. .,
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This has many social implications and
exposes kids to various risk and other
influences. The lack of a male figure in
the home can lead to many economic
and social challenges.
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FAMILY
COMPOSITION

Most households with no children tend
to exist in Downtown and University
Circle.

Central however, has the largest
concentration of female headed
households in the City.

Family Composition

i -E Cleveland Limits i, Key Neighborhoods
Households by family type and presence of own children under 18 years
1 Dot = 1 Household
Husband-wife family with own children under 18
Husband-wife family with no children under 18
Male householder, no wife present with own children under 18

Female householder, no husband present with own children under 18

All other household types (1-person households; Non-family households;
Unmarried households with no children under 18)

Opportunity Corridor
Alignment
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FAMILY
COMPOSITION

Most of the families in the target
geographies with children under 18 are
headed by a single parent (male or
female)

Family Composition

-

Cleveland Limits = Key Neighborhoods

Family households with own children under 18 years
1 Dot = 1 Household

Husband-wife family Opportunity Corridor
Alignment

Male householder, no wife present

Female householder, no husband present

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2010 Census Summary File 1



HOUSING

Can we create the conditions for a diversity of housing options that are
healthy, safe, and affordable?




BUILDING
CONDITION

Although many of the homes in the
target geographies are generally in
average and fair condition, there are
pockets of poor and unsound structures
in several target neighborhoods. These
areas will require targeted efforts to
restore, demolish, or facilitate residents
with maintaining their property.

Building Condition
:—"_i Cleveland Limits C:g Key Neighborhoods
Residential - Building Condition 2015 (Cleveland)
Excellent
[ Very Good or Good
- Average
Fair
- Poor or Very Poor

- Unsound
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Housing & Property Values

OWNER
OCCUPANCY &

PROPERTY VALUES =y

2009-2013 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Stockyards and Clark Fulton had the
lowest owner occupancy rates of the
target neighborhoods. The promotion of
home ownership in these neighborhoods
can lead to neighborhood stability. This
however is dependent on the economy.
Homeownership declines and increases
with the economy. The need for various
housing types and products can allow for
people to move up and down the
economic ladder without displacement
from the community.

Census Tracts in Glenville, Hough, and
Fairfax had the highest property
ownership rates of the target
geographies.

Key Neighborhoods




Housing & Property Values

i-_! Cleveland Limits , _ i Key Neighborhoods
Renter Occupancy Rate

RENTER =
OCCUPANCY
RATES

2009-2013 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Renter occupancy was highest in the s
Clark-Fulton, Stockyards, Central, and
Buckeye neighborhoods.

low income populations constitute the
majority of residents in these
neighborhoods. Large tracts of Public
Housing and low income rentals
occupy these neighborhoods. In recent
years efforts have been made to
introduce market rate homes in these
areas in the form of infill housing.

6%
@ 112612017




AVERAGE SALE
PRICE 2014

The average sale price of a home in all
target geographies in 2014 was below
$100,000.

Affordability creates an opportunity for
low cost housing in neighborhoods with
great amenities. Affordability can help
atftract residents due to an increased
interest in living smarter and cheaper.

Creating a higher end product will help
fill a gap in Cleveland's housing market.

Housing & Property Values

E___i Cleveland Limits i:w-'i Key Neighborhoods
Property Values: Average Sale Price of 1-2-3 Family Homes - 2014
I s156,409 - $300,049

$91,694 - $156,408 . .
$42.145 - $91.693 Opportunity Corridor

$26,869 - $42,144 Alignment
I 514,985 - $26,868

Data Source: Cuyahoga County Auditor

Data note: Values calculated based upon sales of 1-Family, 2-Family,
and 3-Family homes with sale prices greater than $999 in 2014.
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- o - . - T
.L.._.! Cleveland Limits Y i, 1 Key Neighborhoods
Move in Date - 1979 or Earlier

HOUSING
&PROPERTY

2009-2013 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Of the neighborhoods targeted, the b i
Glenville neighborhood contains a
larger proportion of residents that have
lived in the community prior to 1979.

167y
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q—; ‘L:° Key Neighborhoods
Move in Date - 2010 or Later

B 2% - 57%
23%-31%
16% - 22%

B 0% - 15%
I 2 - 9%

| | 3 O | E | 2 | Y Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2009-2013 American Community

A large proportion of residents in target s
neighborhoods moved into the
neighborhood in the last 7 years.

Neighborhoods with higher rates of new
residents represent growth potential for
those communities. Neighborhoods
with low rates of new residents could
also signal neighborhood stability in
some pockets.

15.3%
154%
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HOUSING &
PROPERTY

Many of the tracts in the target
neighborhoods contain homes that
were built before 1939. This represents
an older housing stock that will require
more resources for maintenance and in
some cases demolition. These areas
also are neighborhoods with historic
assets that need to be maintained.

Housing & Property Values

i:___i Cleveland Limits - ’ I Key Neighborhoods
Streetcar Lines - circa 1929

Year Built - 1939 or Earlier (percent of all housing units)

B 70% - 88%
1% - 69%

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2009-2013 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Values are subject
to margin of error
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Lead Exposure

Sh

;-_-! Cleveland Limits - Key Neighborhoods
Children with High Elevated Lead Blood Levels - 2014
e 10-15

id- Greeh‘
@ 16-24 &
@ 25-38 Opportunity Corridor ;__»2“ .! .

LEAD-HIGH $ 0 mET

The vast majority of children who have
elevated blood lead levels are in the
Glenville, Clark Fulton, and Stockyards
neighborhoods.
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LEAD-MODERATE
EXPOSURE

Moderate Lead levels are more
prevalent citywide given the age of
the housing stock overall.

g o
L...] Cleveland Limits

L.} Key Neighborhoods

Children with Moderate Elevated Lead Blood Levels - 2014
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Can we ensure that
education resources are
based on the needs of
students rather than the
wealth of communities?

EDUCATION




Educational Attainment

i .:i Cleveland Limits =" :1 Key Neighborhoods
Percent of Population 25+ with a Bachelors Degree or Higher
2% - 7%
o (A Opportunity Corridor
B 5% - 27% Alignment

-28“/ 44Y% - e o e oEw s o
o - 44%

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau

2008-2012 American Community B ¢
Survey 5-Year Estimates

o [ Glenville 8%
Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and
estimates are subject to a margin of error 6% .
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Percent of Population 25+ with less than a H.S. Diploma ¢ i
1% - 19% e !
20% - 25% Opportunity Corridor . orth Shore Collin {

B 25% - 30% Alignment o
> o
I 5% - 46% / 5%
23% o £

i N
EDUCATION
: 2 = ..u(i-re-e'? o

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2008-2012 American Community

Survey 5-Year Estimates
Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and

estimates are subject to a margin of error

Target neighborhoods have higher
rates of residents age 25 and over with
less than a high school diploma.

Addifional training, and alternative
education coupled with improved
access to formal education will be
needed in many of these target areas.
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Employment

E::i Cleveland Limits Key Neighborhoods
Unemployment Rate (for the population 16 years and older)
0% -
10% - 16%

% - 27% s . s
I 7% - 27 Opportunity Corridor Alignment
I 2% - 0% e

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2009-2013 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Top # = Estimate

The unemployment rate for populations
age 16 and older is high among the
target neighborhoods. Tracts within the
target neighborhoods range from 17%-
60% unemployment for this
demographic.




Can we improve
transportation options
through transit oriented
development and the
provision of multiple
modes of fransportatione

TRANSPORTATION




HOUSING AND
TRANSPORTATION

COST

The transportation cost for household's
in the target geographies range from
$570-$1,000 per month.

The median household income of the
target neighborhoods range from
$8,000-$26,000 which is below the city

average.

Housing & Transportation Affordability Index - 2009

o= . .
i...I Cleveland Limits Key Neighborhoods

Average Monthly Transportation Costs
$569.24 - $898.79
$898.80 - $997.36
$997.37 - $1,097.13 Opportunity Corridor
Il $1,097.14 - $1,371.09 Alignment
No Data
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Housing & Transportation Affordability Index - 2009

gmsrg :
i...J Cleveland Limits I Key Neighborhoods

Journeys to Work by Transit
1% - 6%
7% - 12%
| 13% - 22% Opportunity Corridor
I 23% - 46% Alignment

No Data - omm s oo o

Euclid

HOUSING & TRANSIT
AFFORDABILITY

The majority of residents in target
neighborhoods do not utilize public
transit to get to and from work. 13%-

Bay Village

22% actually use public transit to get to i
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work. Although several areas are well 4
serviced by Transit. T4
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HOUSING AND
TRANSIT
AFFORDABILITY

Residents in the target geographies
spend roughly 14%-25% of their income

on transit.

Housing & Transportation Affordability Index - 2009

:_! Cleveland Limits
Transport Costs as a Percent of Area Median Income
14% - 22%

23% - 25%

Key Neighborhoods

26% - 27% Opportunity Corridor
I 28°% - 34% Alignment
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BIKE SCORE

Central, Fairfax, Clark-Fulton, Buckeye,
and Stockyards score low with respect
to being bikeable neighborhoods. The
lack of bike trails in these
neighborhoods confribute to a lower
score.

Bike Score

i} Cleveland Limits i, 1 Key Neighborhoods
Bike Score - City of Cleveland - (https://walkscore.com/)

I Very Bikeable

Opportunity Corridor
Bikeable Alignment

- Somewhat bikeable
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Transit Score

E::i Cleveland Limits i : = i Key Neighborhoods
Transit Score - City of Cleveland - (https://walkscore.com/)
- Excellent Transit

Opportunity Corridor
Alignment

Good Transit

- Some Transit 5
£
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Each of the eastside target areas are
connected to transit amenities that

include either bus or rapid transit. _ AR 7 | ¥
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WALKSCORE

Each of the target neighborhoods are
mostly walkable, however
neighborhoods such as Kinsman where
commercial services are limited and
there exist large swaths of vacant land,
this creates a more car dependent
situation for residents impacting the
walkability of the neighborhood.

Walk Score

i ClevelandLimits ...} Key Neighborhoods
Walk Score - City of Cleveland - (https://walkscore.com/)

I Very Walkable

Opportunity Corridor
Somewhat Walkable Alignment

- Car Dependent
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vernowene | EMPLOYMENT &
wocanos cearonons | ECONOMIC
~ | OPPORTUNITY




INCOME

The median household income of the
target neighborhoods range from
$8,000-$26,000 which is below the city

average.

Income

i" Cleveland Limits
Median Household Income
$8,866 to $19,000
$19,000 to $26,000 Opportunity Corridor
I 525,000 to $34,000 Alignment
I s34.000 to $47,758 e

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2008-2012 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and
estimates are subject to a margin of error
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i‘.: 1 Key Neighborhoods

Poverty Rate

14% - 25% . )

26% - 38% Opportunity Corridor
B 9% - 54% Alignment
B 55 - 71% St a0

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2008-2012 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and
estimates are subject to a margin of error

Each of the neighborhoods identified
as target areas have a poverty rate of
greater than 40% with the exception of
Buckeye Shaker Square who's poverty
rate is 30%.
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INCOME

Self employment is low in all of the
target geographies although high
poverty rates exist, and lower incomes
exist. Entrepreneurial opportunities and
other job creation strategies will be
needed to increase employment in
each of the target areas.

:‘:é Key Neighborhoods
Percentage of Households with Self-Employment Income
2% - 3%
Opportunity Corridor
Alignment

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2008-2012 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and
estimates are subject to a margin of error
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:“:é Key Neighborhoods
Percentage of Households with Wage or Salary Income

Opportunity Corridor
Alignment

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2008-2012 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and
estimates are subject to a margin of error

Over half the households in each of the e 5% o
target geographies have wage or el
salary income. Positions that pay wage

and salary income tend to be higher
paying jobs.
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EMPLOYMENT-
LABOR FORCE
PARTICIPATION

The Glenville neighborhood leads all
target neighborhoods with respect to
the number of people in the Labor
Force. It also leads in the number of
people unemployed.

Employment

Labor Force

ol-

- Number of Persons in Labor Force
- Number Unemployed

Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
2008-2012 American Community
Survey 5-Year Estimates

Data note: ACS uses statistical sampling and
estimates are subject to a margin of error

i_ o 1 Key Neighborhoods

Labor Force Participation Rate

47% - 51%

52% - 56%
B 57% - 63%
B 64% - 72%
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Alignment
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Can we leverage our
vacant land by tuming VACA NT LA N D
challenges into
opportunitiese




Land Bank

—_: i Cleveland Limits ": i Key Neighborhoods
Cleveland City Land Bank Parcels - July 2014 (11,833 parcels)

Opportunity Corridor
Alignment

LAND BANK

The largest number of vacant lots exist
in the Kinsman neighborhood. Vacant
land can take away from the visuadl
experience in a neighborhood and
have an adverse impact on property
values. Vacant land can also be utilized AN
as a catalyst for reinvestment if s | W Ll ||
environmental conditions safe. BT
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Permits - Demolitions

L.} Cleveland Limits L 1 Key Neighborhoods
City Demolitions
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Permits - Demolitions

H Key Neighborhoods ﬂ
]
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PARK ACCESS

Glenville and Hough have significant
park access due to the proximity to
Rockefeller Park. Stockyards and Clark
Fulton have very little park access.

Central Fairfax and buckeye all have
limited park access however Luke
Easter Park in the Mt Pleasant
neighborhood provides an amenity
that can be used by multiple
neighborhoods.

The reuse of vacant land for
greenspace and park expansion can
provide added benefit to areas that
lack greenspace.

Park Access

E___i Cleveland Limits !:..:5 Key Neighborhoods

Access to Parks and other
Dedicated Greenspace

- Excellent
- Good

[ |Fair Opportunity Corridor

Alignment

Park Desert
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COMMUNITY
GARDENS

Each of the target neighborhoods have
significant community gardening
opportunities. The repurposing of
vacant land for gardening purposes
has positive impacts on health, food
access, and community cohesion.

Community Garden Access

"™} Cleveland Limits _,,,! Key Neighborhoods
Community Garden Access
Number of Gardens within 1/3rd of a Mile

Opportunity Corridor
Alignment
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How can we create the C O M M N |TY
conditions in U

neighborhoods for

everyone to lead a H EA LT H
healthy lifestyle¢




BIRTH RATE 10-14
YEAR OLD

Community Health Indicators 2008 to 2010 (Cuyahoga County Board of Health)

f Cleveland Limits L :g Key Neighborhoods
Birth Rate among Adolescents 10-14 Years
0-1
2
KR Opportunity Corridor
| By Alignment

No Data

This indicator measures the birth rate among adolescents
10-14 years old per 1,000 females in this age group.
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Community Health Indicators 2008 to 2010 (Cuyahoga County Board of Health)

-
H I Key Neighborhoods

i _-! Cleveland Limits
Births Rate among Adolescents 15-17 Years

0-10

11-27

28-45 Opportunity Corridor
Il 45 - 70 Alignment

No Data - em o omm s oEmowomm

This indicator measures the number of births per 1,000
females who are 15-17 years.
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Community Health Indicators 2008 to 2010 (Cuyahoga County Board of Health)

i Cleveland Limits Key Neighborhoods

L.l
Infant Mortality Rate (deaths per 1,000 live births)
0-2
3-10
11-20 Opportunity Corridor
- e L
No Data
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Community Health Indicators 2008 to 2010 (Cuyahoga County Board of Health)
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Percentage of Infants Born to Women Receiving Prenatal Care in the First Trimester
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Community Health Indicators 2008 to 2010 (Cuyahoga County Board of Health)
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SMOKING DURING
PREGNANCY

Community Health Indicators 2008 to 2010 (Cuyahoga County Board of Health)

i— iC\eveIand Limits Key Neighborhoods
Percentage of Women who Reported Smoking during Pregnancy
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This indicator measures the number of women who
reported smoking at any point during pregnancy.
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Access to Healthcare
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Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau
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Are all neighborhoods
served by adequate
food retail, community
gardens, and farmers
marketse

FOOD ACCESS




Food Access
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Food Access
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L...] Cleveland Limits L. : Key Neighborhoods
Number of Fast Food Outlets within 1/2 Mile (by road)
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FOOD DESERT
AREAS

Policy - Food Desert Focus Areas

-:i Cleveland Limits

Key Neighborhoods

Food Desert Focus Areas - 2011 - Cuyahoga County Planning Commission

Primary Focus Areas
D Secondary Focus Areas

Research and analysis on food deserts completed by Cuyahoga County Planning
Commission in 2010-2011

Food Desert Focus Areas identified by analyzing:
1. Distance from grocery stores

2. Low income status

3. Access to transportation

See http://cccfoodpolicy.org/document/cuyahoga-county-assessment-access-supermarkets
for full report and additional details.
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SUPERMARKETS
AND GROCERY
STORES

Food Access

Cleveland Limits

G Larger Grocery Stores - May 2009

G Giant Eagle Closings - 2017

9) Other Grocery Stores - May 2009

Number of Supermarkets and Grocery Stores within 1-Mile (by road) - 2012
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Data for Cleveland believed to be close to 100% accurate. #
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RESIDENTIAL
CERTIFICATES OF
OCCUPANCY 2009-
2014

Clark Fulton-permits peaked in 2012 and fell
flatin 2013 and 2014.

Stockyards-permits peaked in 2012

Cenftral-permits peaked in 2012 and dropped
of dramatically in subsequent years.

Hough-permits peaked in 2013

Buckeye-permits peaked in 2010 and steadily
declined by 2014

Fairfax-although residential construction
spiked in 2010, permits for residential declined
and spiked again in 2014.

Glenville-Glenville has been the most steady
% ]rimdenhol permit activity between 2009-

Certificates of Occupancy Filed (Permit Activity)

E.

Residential 2009
Residential 2010
Residential 2011
Residential 2012
- Residential 2013

- Residential 2014

Opportunity Corridor
Alignment

i
Cuyahoga Valley !
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Permits - Certificates of Occupancy

Cleveland Limits L:'l Key Neighborhoods
O M M E R I A L Certificates of Occupancy Filed (Permit Activity)
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Data Source: Cleveland Department of Building & Housing
via the NST web app at Case Western Reserve University
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Population

Population Change between 2000 and 2010 (18 to 34 Year Olds)

B o o623
B 201 o 500

POPULATION
250 100
Population Stable (change between -25 and +25)
C H A N G E .I 8_34 Y EA R 99 to -25 Key Neighborhoods
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2,294 to -1,844
Data Source: U.S. Census Bureau

2010 Census Summary File 1
2000 Census Summary File 1
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Can we create the
conditions for Safety
through place based
investment and
economic development
strategies?

SAFETY




