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Introduction
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NortheastQuadrant of the City oRochesterand serves as the commercial spine of the sunding
residential neighborbod. Although severalbuildings have been abandoned or demolistedng the
Avenue in recent yeard still represents a tradional neighborhood commercialnd business centdor

the City, providing area residents with a variety of goods and services.

TheAvenue is undergoing $1.9 million dollarstreetscape improvement proje¢hat will enhance and
improve thepedestrianrealm, highlight and amplify the unique character of the street and contribute to
its development as a cultural and commercial deation. This project includes:

¢ Replacement of deteriorated curbing

e Replacement of sidewalk rampw comply with the latest Americans with Disabilities Act
guidelines

e Enhanced ornamental crosswalks

¢ Replacement of existing street lighting with ornamentalg® including pedestrian level fixtures

e (onstruction of two public plazas and perimeter park improvements to Don Samuel Torres Park

¢ Relocation of one existing bus shelter and installation of two new bus shelters

¢ Installationof Gateway columns and seatlWat Upper Falls Boulevard

e Landscape enhancements of all @ityned vacant lots

With this significant investment taking place, the City recognizes the opportunity to build off of these
physical improvementby obtaining an accurate assessment of the #tiig conditiors of each property
within the study aredhat canbe usedo aid in code enforcement efforts, identify structures suitable for
demolition, determine eligibility for future facade improvement prograrasd identify potential
locations for futwe development.

Over the summer of 2010, City staff collected and analyzed propeatty including the year a structure
was built, its asessed value, current zoning, land paad ownership/ occupancy statusitilizing the

[ AG@eQa linoamatir ardS3iSidatabase. In addition, several site visits were conducttakéo
photographs andecord observationsf the overall physical condition @ach property.







StudyArea Boundaries
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i North Clinton Avenue
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By the Numbers:

Parcels
Occupied w Structure: 80
Vacant Land: 39
Total Parcels 119

Vacant Landby Ownership

City Owned: 30
Privately Owned: 9
Total Vacant Land 39

Vacant Land by Zoning

Residential: 24
Commercial: 15
Total Vacant Land: 39

Vacant Buildings by Ownership

City Owned: 0
Privately Owned: 10
Total Vacant Buildings: 10

Average Assessed Value
Residential Structures: $24,621*
Residential Vacant Land:$2,529
Commercial Structures: $96,786
Commercial Vacant Land$5,453

*Property assessed over $1 Million (Hickey Freeman headquarters and
Flamboyanes Apartments) were excluded from this average

Zoning Classifications within Study Area:

M-1  Manufacturing

G2 Commercial (Community Center)
R1 Low Density Residential

R2 Medium Density Residential

R3 High Density Residential

OS  Open Space

PD #5 Planna Development

URD Urban Renewal (La Marketa)




