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Executive Summary 

As part of the multidisciplinary studio, students from various disciplines at the University 

of Cincinnati: civil engineering, urban geography, urban planning, real estate development and 

urban studies focused on the proposed Wasson Way Trail. The focus of the Urban Studies 

students was to undertake a research related to the study location and project from any 

perspective of choice.  

Specifically, this project is the potential impact of Wasson Way north of I-71 in 

Evanston. The questions guiding this topic are what the history of development is, what is in the 

neighborhood, what might be lost, what are the demographics, who are the influencers in 

development in the community, and what recommendations can be used to manage potential 

impacts? 

This research uses a qualitative approach. The topic has been reviewed by using historical 

antecedents in conjunction with presentation techniques to illustrate historical events and 

impacts. Census data from 1970 to 2010 has been evaluated for the area in terms of density and 

poverty in addition to site identification was the last step taken. A literature review was done that 

focused on the impact of transportation infrastructure projects and issues related to them. 

The main findings for the community of Evanston is that the community is susceptible to 

gentrification, but the process can be mitigated and used to revitalize the community without 

displacing existing residents.  
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Introduction 

Capstone studio is a multidisciplinary studio with students from various disciplines at the 

University of Cincinnati: civil engineering, urban geography, urban planning, real estate 

development and urban studies. The studio is meant to promote collaboration and critical 

thinking among students to appreciate urban challenges from varied perspectives.  

The studio specifically is focused on the Wasson Way Trail and students examine the 

potential of the trail towards community building and development. Urban Studies focus was to 

undertake a research related to the study location and project from any perspective of choice.  

The area north of I-71 has undergone a great deal of changes from past development 

projects. Influencers like Xavier play a significant role in current and future plans for the 

community. There is a history of development causing detrimental consequences that has left the 

business district, especially, in a stagnant state. Such evidences provided an impetus for this 

research to look into the positive and negative impact of other past development interventions in 

Evanston to inform current thinking on the potential impact of the Wasson Way trail. This 

research thus examines what the community has currently and what can be lost or improved 

upon in relation to the Wasson Way trail. 

The research on the potential impact of Wasson Way north of I-71 in Evanston took a 

series of steps. The questions being addressed under this topic focus on the history of 

development in the Evanston community, including the demographics of the community, 

influences or influencers in development and recommendations to manage potential impacts of 

the Wasson Way trail.  

The first section of this paper is the methodology. The second section is the literature 

review. The third section is the overview of Evanston. The fourth section is the strategies to 

manage gentrification, and the final section is the recommendations and conclusion. 

Methodology 

This research utilizes a qualitative approach.  The potential impact of the Wasson Way 

was done by using historical antecedents of project impact in Evanston with a particular focus on 
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north of I-71. Maps and charts were used among other presentation techniques to illustrate some 

of these historical events and impacts.  

This research also utilized demographic as well as physical analysis to understand the 

area of focus. Census data was used to evaluate the area, analysis of the density and poverty 

situations was done as well as site identification. Similarly, literature materials on the impact of 

transportation projects—particularly on light rails and bike trails were used to analyze the 

potential impact of the Wasson Way on the community. Literature was also reviewed on ways to 

mitigate gentrification. 

Transportation Investments and their Impacts on Communities—A 

Literature Review 

The literary analysis focused on the sub questions for this topic which vary from the 

history of development in the community to positive and negative potential impacts, and more 

specifically the associated impacts bicycle infrastructure has in relation to business districts and 

the community they are in. Thus, this literary analysis is aimed at providing some understanding 

of the impacts of transportation projects on neighborhoods with specific emphasis on bike trails. 

Impacts of Transportation on Neighborhoods 

Defining Gentrification  

Moving forward, this section explores what can be lost in a community from various 

sources of literature in the light of transportation infrastructure. The first of such effects is 

Gentrification. Here, this research focuses on the definition and process of gentrification. Ruth 

Glass, British sociologist, coined the term gentrification and defined it through a description of 

the processes of urban change in inner London, which has been referred to in the text as classical 

gentrification.  

One by one, many of the working class quarters of London have been invaded by the 

middle classes – upper and lower. Shabby, modest mews and cottages – two rooms up 

and two down – have been taken over, when their leases have expired, and have become 

more elegant, expensive residences. Larger Victorian houses, downgraded in an earlier 
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ore recent period – which were used as lodging houses or were there otherwise in 

multiple occupations – have been upgraded once again. Nowadays, many of these houses 

are being subdivided into costly flats or “houselets” (in terms of the new real estate snob 

jargon). The current social status and value of such dwellings are frequently inverse 

relation to their status, and in any case enormously inflated by comparison with previous 

levels in their neighbourhoods. Once this process of ‘gentrification’ starts in a district it 

goes on rapidly until all or most of the original working class occupiers are displaced and 

the social character of the district is changed. (Lees, 2008 pg.4) 

This description includes the displacement of original residents. Though Glass’s description is 

the first time the word was used, the process itself is not a new phenomenon. Neil Smith follows 

the description of classical gentrification and defines it more clearly. “By gentrification I mean 

the process by which working class residential neighbourhoods are rehabilitated by middle class 

homebuyers, landlords and professional developers. Redevelopment involves not rehabilitation 

of old structures but the construction of new buildings on previously developed land.” (Lees, 

2008 pg. 9) Neil Smith further goes on to say that this definition will evolve as the process itself 

evolves. Various writers cite him with definitions in different works that have evolved with the 

times. 

Negative Effects of Bike Trails on Neighborhoods 

 “Our bike in the middle of the street” is more specifically related to the discussion of 

bicycle infrastructure itself in relation to gentrification and there is a chapter that focuses on 

whether bike lanes are white lanes. This chapter looks into the current dilemma in the city of 

Portland to make the bike lanes in the business district of Albina “safer”, a majority African 

American community, and the history of development in the community which makes the 

residents resistant. The author cites familiar blogs on the topic of bicycle lanes that call bicycle 

lanes signs of gentrification, a new form of gentrification or better stated by the author that 

bicycle infrastructure is a tool for emerging gentrification in neighborhoods. The first definition 

of gentrification from this text comes from the familiar urban geographer Neil Smith cited above, 

where he defined gentrification as “the process by which poor and working-class neighborhoods 

in the inner city are refurbished via an influx of private capital and middle-class homebuyers and 
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renters-neighborhoods that had previously experienced disinvestment and a middle-class exodus 

(Hoffman, 2013 pg. 137).  

This community has been nearly destroyed by past large developments and stands in the 

midst of gentrification which has changed the physical existing fabric of the community and the 

racial makeup of the community has changed as a result. With these changes has come a bicycle 

lane that has not been representative of the residents as the new developments themselves have 

not been for the existing residents, hence the resistance to any alterations to current bicycle 

infrastructure as a larger picture is visualized from past occurrences in the community. In a  

walking tour of the community many businesses have sprung up as well as new housing 

developments that are not geared toward the current population while only one black owned 

business still remains and a whole of sorts where a house once stood no longer with a home. 

Both visually look like a sore thumb in the midst of all the new large and smaller scale 

development. 

Positive Effects of Bike Trails on Neighborhoods 

Switching gears, bicycle infrastructure have also produced positive impacts on 

communities in various literature discussions. “Bicycling Means Business” looks at the 

economic benefits of bicycle infrastructure through economic impact studies, the evaluation of 

business district and business impacts through surveys and studies, the trails themselves, 

organized rides and the impact on home values. This report highlights the impact of bicycle 

industry and bicycle tourism in respect to state and local economies, discusses cost effectiveness 

of investments, emphasizes the benefits of bike facilities, and identifies cost savings from car to 

bicycle. From a large perspective from the impact studies it was stated that bicycling 

manufacturing is a $6 billion national industry. Furthermore benefits from the association of 

riding were estimated.  

The nation’s 60 million annual recreational bicyclists spend $46.9 billion on meals, 

transportation, lodging, gifts and entertainment. One study estimates that the spill-over 

effects of all bicycling-related activities could be as large as $133 bullion, supporting 1.1 

million jobs and generating $17.7 billion in federal, state, and local taxes (Fusche, 2012 

pg.4). 
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 Data gets further into financial impacts at the state level and as specific as the city level, 

Portland being one example. Trails are evaluated in terms of usage, the purchases and gross 

revenue generated directly from trail users based on surveys. Organized rides and events also 

produce some specific data. In 2008 “revenue from recreational road riding events topped $240 

million…riders spent nearly $140 million on food, lodging, and other purchases at these events” 

(Fusche, 2012 pg.23).  One of the main conclusions from this study was that when traffic slows 

down and residents have more transportation options then neighborhoods are more desirable.  

Similar to this report is a study on trails and property values, “Understanding the impact 

of trails on residential property values in the presence of spatial dependence”, in which the 

authors found that trails had a positive impact on property values. The study focused on the 

impact of the multi-purpose Little Miami Scenic Trail on neighboring housing prices, and it was 

found that the trail has a positive impact on residential property values within close proximity 

when using street network distances between properties and the closest trail entrance. More 

specifically, the hedonic model was used to predict the market values for all residential 

properties around the trail entrances. Other studies have found that trails in conjunction with 

parks, open spaces or green belts have a positive impact on property values. This specific study 

focused on the Little Miami Scenic Trail as well as the area around it and the impact found was 

positive. 

From the readings thus far, it is apparent that how gentrification is defined and what this 

means in terms of development can inform an understanding of the history of development in the 

community of Evanston. The history of development in Evanston also can be used to evaluate 

the future of development in the community. 

Overview of Evanston Neighborhood 

 This section is focusing on the history, characteristics, and the potential impact of 

Wasson Way in north of I-71 in Evanston, addressing the questions of what is in the 

neighborhood, what might be lost, who are the influencers in the neighborhood, and what 

recommendations can be made to manage potential impacts.  
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History of Evanston 

The Bicentennial Guide to Greater Cincinnati looks at the history of Evanston’s 

emergence from its humble beginnings into present day conditions as one of the 52 

neighborhoods in Cincinnati-- this answers the first sub question about the history of 

development in the community. Evanston’s beginnings started with the purchase of land by 

James Lyon from John Cleves Symmes in 1796, which remained a farmland until 1875 when 

land was platted by Homestead Land & Building Association east on Montgomery Road. The 

lots on the first subdivision sold slowly until Cincinnati, Lebanon & Northern (CL&N) Railroad 

cane through the area in the late 1870s. The availability of rail transportation in the city 

accelerated residential development and in Evanston two new subdivisions emerged on the 

western side of Montgomery Road, Idlewild and Ivanhoe. By the late 1890s, a small commuter 

suburb existed north of Woodburn and East Walnut Hills. The success of Idlewild and Ivanhoe 

encouraged development of new subdivisions, some of which was meant for more affluent 

homebuyers and others for middle income families in which middle income housing dominated 

the area. Evanston was officially a village incorporated in 1893. 

Turn of the century, the village saw significant population growth. The village had a 

volunteer fire department, paved streets, cement sidewalks, sewers and city water, a small, active 

business district centered on Montgomery Road and Brewster Avenue as well as a light industrial 

district located near rail. Most residents in the community at the time were middle income 

Catholics, but Evanston was a place where the residents lived but worked elsewhere— also 

called a “bedroom suburb”. At this time, Evanston had a small population and no industry but a 

desire to provide a wide range of services for residents. The village also lacked adequate schools, 

had little room for development and was looking at annexation as an attractive prospect in 1903. 

The growth rate slowed and the high taxes and lack of space insured that Evanston would remain 

a solely residential community.  

By WWI Evanston was a stable, working class community with its own churches, 

neighborhood organizations and its own newspaper. Threatened by the Great Depression of the 

1930s, the value of homes fell and there was an integration of African American families into 

parts of Evanston near already existing black enclaves in Avondale and Walnut Hills. In the 
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1950s, Evanston was two separate neighborhoods, one west of Montgomery Road which was 

black and middle class, and one on the eastern side which was predominantly white, working 

class and Catholic. A time of racial tension, events in the community caused white flight leaving 

the community 80% black though attempts were made by the neighborhood civic association to 

discourage whites from selling their homes to black families.  

In the 1960s and ‘70s half of the houses were owner occupied and well maintained while 

others were deteriorated due to age, neglect and abuse. Neighborhood businesses already in 

decline were totally wiped out by the construction of I-71 in the early 1970s. The 1970s and 

1980s community leaders refocused efforts from revitalizing the business district to encouraging 

homeowners and landlords to clean up the community.  

Today Evanston is still playing catch up. Prior to the deterioration of homes and the 

construction of the highway, the Great Depression caused the property values in the community 

to fall, which made the community more affordable to minorities as well as lower income 

people. White flight from the 1950s due to racial tension played into the change in population of 

which the construction of the interstate further aggravated. Evanston still has a business district 

devastated by the past, but there are some successes along Dana Avenue which runs parallel to 

the Wasson Way proposed trail. The area most immediately separated by the interstate has been 

altered in terms of density and poverty from the 1970s into today, and this area is expected to 

continue to change with the proposed new transportation infrastructure within close proximity. 

Next is an analysis of the community where I will apply my understanding of what 

Wasson Way can potentially mean for Evanston, whether positive or negative. 

Demographics 

 Evanston is a community with a population of over 9,000 residents. The community is 

largely African American and more than half of the total occupied housing units are renter 

occupied. The median household income is $23,637 and the median family income is $32,404. 

Total individuals below poverty in the last in 2013 was a total of 1, 621, which is approximately 

18% of the total population— estimated at 9, 158 residents respectfully. 
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Community Assets  

Evanston has over 30 small businesses throughout the community from barbershops and 

salons to car services, and newer development projects and businesses like Keystone Parke. 

Table 1 does not include businesses in the O’Bryonville Business District, which is within the 

Evanston community. This is because of the controversy between the business district which 

would like to be seen as distinct and separate. Even on the website of the business district it is 

stated that the business district is between Walnut Hills and Hyde Park, not in Evanston though 

Evanston is in between these communities. 

 There are 10 churches within the community. There are 4 parks within the community 

including Owl’s Nest Park and recently altered Evanston Park. The category of other represents 

key developments or projects that are not quite businesses but nonetheless celebrated in the 

community like the new recreation center with its mini water park, the Evanston Employment 

Resource Center and the Flavor of Art Studio. Evanston also prides itself on being an education 

community with six schools, which includes two universities, three Cincinnati Public Schools 

and one charter school. 

Table 1 Asset in the Evanston Neighborhood  

Assets No. 
Businesses 32 
Churches *10 
Parks *4 
Other *6 
Schools *6 
Businesses approximate  

Source: *These numbers come from the community council website. 

Influencers in Evanston Neighborhood  

Influencers in the community of Evanston include the Evanston Community Council, the 

City of Cincinnati, Xavier University, Cincinnati Public Schools (CPS) and the Cincinnati 

Metropolitan Housing Authority (CMHA).  
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The Evanston Community Council is the primary influence in the community, being the 

recognized body by the city to represent the residents of Evanston. Xavier University’s 

Community Building Institute (CBI) has a partnership with the Evanston Community. The 

University has a very strong presence in the community and continuously expands within the 

community.  One of the major projects as a result of this partnership is the reintroduction of King 

Records, the project known now as King Studios. This project is bringing back the Kings Record 

experience to the community of Evanston. CBI is also known for helping communities with 

community engagement.  

There are three Cincinnati Public Schools within the Evanston community; Evanston 

Academy, Academy of World Languages and Walnut Hills High School. There is one other 

elementary school, Alliance Academy, which is a charter school. Finally, there are two 

universities, one being Xavier and the other being Strayer University.  

CMHA has a senior housing development at a major intersection in the community of 

Evanston, the gateway to the community business district at Dana Avenue and Montgomery 

Road. CMHA is also responsible for the Housing Choice Program, which allows lower income 

residents to move into market rate developments. This is only emphasized because this reflects 

the presence of CMHA in the community as the authority according to census data provided by 

CMHA had a total of 309 vouchers in the community of Evanston. 

The City of Cincinnati is an influencer, being responsible for the functionality of the city 

including the neighborhoods within. There is a limit to what can be done at the neighborhood 

level without being approved at the city level. 

Potential Effects of Wasson Way in Evanston 

 The last major transportation development in the Evanston community was the 

construction of Interstate I-71 through the heart of the business district, which essentially 

destroyed the business district and split the community. The north portion of the community has 

the existing business district, which once was the heart of the community, and various businesses 

along Dana Avenue, which runs parallel to the proposed Wasson Way trail. The lower part of the 

community is largely residential as majority of the community is, but it does have a small 
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business district so to speak near the Five Points Intersection, which is where Woodburn Avenue, 

Gilbert Avenue, Hewitt Avenue and Montgomery Road meet. The map below shows the 

highway as well as the railroad that Wasson Way follows and the primary area I have focused on 

in this paper (north of I-71 in Evanston). 

 
Figure 1 Wasson Way and Gentrification  

Source: CAGIS 
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Figure 2: Wasson Way and Gentrification Focus Area 
Source: CAGIS 
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Interstate I-71 is responsible for the separation of the community and the destruction of 

the business district, but because the proposed Wasson Way trial lies along the boundary 

separating Evanston from Norwood this is less likely to happen. There is little to no residential 

properties immediately along this boundary, which is also the railroad track. Residential 

properties lie along Dana Avenue up to the highway and then on the other side of the 

community. 

Density 

Evanston after WWI was a very stable working class community. The Great Depression 

caused a lowering of housing property values, which also made the community more affordable 

for minorities like African Americans to move in. The 1950’s marked a time of racial tension in 

the community. As a result of this tension, there was significant white flight from the community 

and in the 1960s and 1970s the highway was constructed which further aggravated the 

conditions.  Again the construction of the interstate separated the community. Unfortunately data 

for the 1960s only shows density at the county level so the maps below are from 1970 to 2010. 

The most dramatic change in density has occurred in the community around the construction of 

the highway on both sides of where the interstate separates the community whereas in the south 

of the community density has been a fairly stable. This same area, especially north of the 

interstate and south of the community border to the city of Norwood is in a similar state with the 

development of bicycle infrastructure as well as the possibility of future light rail with respect to 

proximity to this infrastructure.  

 

Figure 3 Density Map of Evanston 
from 1970 
Source: Social Explorer (2014) 

1970 
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Figure 4: Density Map of Evanston from 1980-2010 
Source:Social Explorer (2014) 
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 Poverty 

Poverty is interlinked to the pattern of density in the community. The densest areas have 

a higher rate of poverty. Aligning mostly with this pattern of density, the area immediately 

separated appears to have decreased with density, but specifically, the northwest area above the 

highway, west of Montgomery Road has had a continuous issue with poverty in conjunction with 

the entire western portion of the community. 

 

Figure 5 Poverty Map of Evanston from 1970 
Source: Social Explorer (2014) 
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Figure 6 Poverty Map of Evanston from 1980-2010 

Source: Social Explorer (2014).   
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Concern  

The process of gentrification is associated with an increase in property values as well as 

displacement, because lower income residents cannot keep up with the market change when 

prices go up. According to literature previously cited bike trails and green space are attributed to 

an increase in property values. Evanston is currently susceptible to this trend with the 

introduction of a bike trail into the community in addition to the close proximity to one of the 

parks in the community. The area of concern is the area immediately north of the interstate 

because of its proximity to the trail and other amenities such as Evanston Park. 

This area is susceptible because of the low income nature of the community as well as the 

distance to the proposed trail and existing open space. The distance in the literature was 1000 

feet, which includes the homes from the trail to approximately Clarion, which includes a 

significant portion of the business district.  

Though the Wasson Way could make the community susceptible to gentrification, there 

is also opportunity to reverse the decline that had taken place in the community prior to and after 

the construction of the highway interstate system. With gentrification it is important to 

understand that revitalization is at the core of this process, which is not just a housing 

phenomenon.  

Strategies to Manage Gentrification 

There is literature specifically related to mitigating gentrification. “Displacement due to 

Gentrification: Mitigation Strategies” is a research paper on gentrification in Atlanta’s Oakland 

City neighborhood. The research paper calls for research into indicators of gentrification as well 

as tools and strategies for managing gentrification. Specifically this paper states that the context 

in which gentrification is taking place or may take place must be understood, organization at 

various levels has to happen, the public must be educated, implementation of regulatory and 

policy makers at various levels must occur, affordable housing has to be preserved, and market-

rate development must be leveraged. Examples of getting organized at various levels are creating 

a forum and developing a unified plan for acceptable outcomes of gentrification. Both examples 

mean engaging the residents. Educating the public examples are home ownership programs and 
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legal education. Implementing and policy measure examples include zoning and land use 

controls as well as housing code enforcement. Preserve affordable housing includes examples 

like Community Development Corporations (CDCs) owning affordable housing developments or 

community land trust/ community land banks which are specific types of nonprofit affordable 

housing initiatives. Leveraging market-rate development examples are inclusionary zoning and 

housing tax credits. 

The Urban Land Institute’s “Managing Gentrification” report also had recommendations 

on how to manage gentrification referred to as principles to avoid displacement. These principles 

were to recognize gentrification is about more than housing, engage communities and 

stakeholders, pursue the power of partnerships, identify and address affordable housing needs, 

find and acquire lower-cost land, support income and asset creation, and maximize public policy 

tools. Specifically, 

• The first principle says that housing is one component of gentrification, but that 

new commercial development, jobs, education, transportation and local leadership 

are also factors for a community transitioning. The vital step identified here is to 

improve economic opportunities for current residents while seeking to maintain 

affordability.  

• The second principle calls for organizing within the community, creating a 

community vision, and keeping local residents actively involved long term 

definitely the grassroots principle.  

• The third principle is the one that focuses on relationships with developers, local 

officials, nonprofit agencies, philanthropic institutions and others that would be 

involved in implementing a community vision for the future. These partnerships 

are designed for getting everyone to buy into the community vision through 

education, incentives and other means like for example partnering with local 

universities to take advantage of available educational resources.  

The principle of affordability housing needs calls for a comprehensive plan to foster a 

mixed-income neighborhood but addresses affordable housing needs and identifies the demand 

for affordable housing throughout the neighborhood. Inclusionary housing policies are discussed 
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here in conjunction with innovative financial tools like shared-equity mortgages. The principle 

addressing lower-cost land goes into the fact that the high cost of land acquisition is a deterrent 

from efforts to providing affordable housing. As a result of this issue, vacant properties and 

abandoned buildings are seen as key opportunities for site control and land banking, which can 

open up opportunities to build affordable units.  

There is also an emphasis on public and nonprofit-owned land as a priority for 

development to meet community needs. Income support and asset creation states that increasing 

household earning capacity and building assets addresses the issue between income and 

affordability in respect to housing. There is a call here to have community programs to promote 

educational attainment and support jobs and skills development to achieve this goal. The final 

principle says that as public policy has been used historically in racial and income segregation 

through zoning, redlining and other methods, it can also be used to mitigate the effects of 

gentrification. Here public policy is intended to encourage economic and social diversity, help 

retain longtime residents and support mixed-income communities. The point essentially is to 

avoid displacement while embracing neighborhood revitalization. Public policy should 

encourage homeownership with tools like tax credits and the application of the policies should 

like inclusionary zoning among other examples.  

In “Mitigating Displacement due to Gentrification,” the author outlines five categories for 

tools to mitigate displacement. The categories are: create new affordable housing, convert to 

preserve units as affordable housing, generate revenue for housing programs, manage 

development and assist residents. These categories had some of the same examples as the two 

sources listed above.  

• The first category includes examples like inclusionary zoning, vacant lot program, 

and land banking.  

• The second category gets into examples like nonprofit ownership, lease-purchase 

ownership and community land trust. The only familiar example for the third 

category is tax-increment financing but also mentioned are housing levies and 

linkage fees.  



22 
 

• The next category is based on the limitations in Portland and the fact that 

gentrification is driven by the market so this is more align the lines of knowing 

laws like eviction notices and condominium conversions.  

• The final category covers workforce development programs and housing 

rehabilitation programs among other things. 

Overarching themes from the literature on mitigating gentrification has been a grassroots 

involvement of the residents specifically early in the process, creating a plan to maintain 

affordability needs, helping the residents improve themselves as well as developing various 

partnerships. There is no clear cut way to stop gentrification but there is a means to mitigate the 

damage from displacement and losing the character of a community.  

Recommendations/Conclusion 

Mitigating Negative Effects of Gentrification 

First and foremost there has to be a plan for the community for neighborhood change that 

addresses an acceptable outcome of the gentrification process. There has to be a goal. 

Furthermore, my recommendations for mitigating the negative effects of gentrification fall under 

three categories; community engagement/education, addressing affordable housing, community 

organization, and collaboration. 

Community Engagement/Education 

• Engage the community and stakeholders 

o An example is creating a grassroots effort for engaging residents in the 

community for the long term. This is something that can be done by the 

community council as well as other residents. 

• Community programs to promote educational attainment, support jobs and skills 

development 

 An example is furthering assistance for residents like homebuyer 

programs and housing rehabilitation program. 

• Educate residents. 

o An example would be educating people on their legal rights, commonly discussed 

here is first refusal which gives current renters the option to buy. 
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• Address affordable housing 

o Identify the demand for affordable housing 

o Is there a need for new affordable housing or the conversion and preservation 

of affordable housing? Partnerships would be helpful to community council in 

this area. 

• Community organization 

o Create policy. This will have to be done with the city and other partners. 

 Develop partnerships 

• Workforce development/agreements 

 Manage development. This can also be lumped under policy. 

Concluding Thoughts 

Gentrification is a process usually seen as negative because of the association with the 

displacement of existing residents. The process has also been associated with bicycle 

infrastructure, specifically bicycle lanes. It is absolutely necessary to evaluate a community’s 

history with respect to the development of transportation infrastructure and in the case of 

Evanston, past history is critical. This helps to understand how to prevent the past negative 

outcomes of the construction of transportation infrastructure, to inform new transportation 

infrastructure investments, and consideration of how residents may feel about development in 

their community based on their history.  

As such, throughout this research, efforts were made to understand the effects of 

transportation infrastructure investments in Evanston as well as other places and the issue of 

gentrification itself. Both negative and positive impacts of transportation investments were 

identified throughout the research.  

Obviously, ensuring a balance between how to manage positive and negative impacts of 

such investments are vital to the process to revitalize a community. There is no one size fits all to 

achieve these outcomes, but it is achievable through research and becoming more 

knowledgeable, developing partnership or collaboration, and community engagement. Thus this 

research anticipates that the recommendation put forward would help promote these key issues 
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that are fundamental for managing the impacts of transportation investments particularly in the 

Evanston Neighborhood. 
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