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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS:

Study Area No., 1

The relocation study in Area No. 1l reveals a large deficit of rental units.
Because of limited private residential construction, public housing would
be necessary to fulfill the relocation needs of displacel families,.

The building and environmental conditions in the feasibility area would
require clearance of all but three buildings, thus resuliting in a large
tract of vacant land, Preliminary data submitted by William Ballard and
Company on the Land Use Marketability Study for commercial land (the pro-
posed reuse) is limited, which could possibly result at this time in excoss
aorenfe .

An analysis of the relocation study, the preliminary marketability study on
reuee sugoests to the consultant that the area as outlined would not be
possible as one urban renewal project., It is the consultant's opinion that
a emaller project within the bounds of the feasibility study area would be
feasible. Later, as demand for land increases and a more favorable attitude
toward publioc housing and urban renewal is created vhe additional erea could
be improved in future projoects.

Study Areas 2 and 3

The studies carried out as part of this program reveal that an urban renewal
project 1is entirely feasible for either area 2 or 3.

Relocation needs for both arcas are within the bounds of aveilable supply and
the cost of either project would he within the financial capability of the
community. The consultants feel, however, that Study Area No. 3 should be
selected as the first project as it would not necessitate the immediate cone
struction of a town garage and new fire station which would be necessary if
Study Area lo, 2 was initiated as a project,.

Study Area No. 3 would result in a emall project which could be executed in
a relatively short period of time. It would demonstrate to the citizens the
desirability of improving the downtown area through public and private urban
renewal programs resulting in the elimination of blighted areas which now
exist.
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Hallowell, Maine Feasibility Survey
Relocation Study

The Feasibility Area comprises a 10 block area in downtown Hallowell, lMaine
baetween the Kennebeo River, Accdemy Street, the main linoe tracks of the Maine
Central Rallroad and Winthrop Street.

The area contains 80 structures, 2 of which, a shed and a mobile trailer now
on blocks, are not counted in this relocation study. The breakdown of the

remaining 78 structures by use and number of units is as followss

llon=Reag,
Uge Catesory Structures Rese Units Units
Residontial 26 59 0
Mixed 16 Ly 17
Commereial 31 0 31
Public 5 0. _u&_
Total 78 104 52

It 1o assumed in this study that all bulldings with the exception of the
Worster !louse (now a commercial hotel being remodeled into efficlency apart-
ments), the library and Depositors Trust would be demolished. Therefors 104
residential units and 52 noneresidential units would be demolished,

Non=-Resldentinl releocation load

0Of the 52 noneresidential units which would require relocation under this
plan, seven are vacant. The 25 occupants who answered the survey question
regarding the cost of relocation gave estimates varying from $100 to 53,000,
totaling %46,900 and averaging $1,955. By applying the average to all 45
ococupants, the total relocation cost for non-residential units would be
87,975, This estimate i3 probably high since seven respondents saild they
would close rather than relocate and five of those not an:wering ths question
operated private storage facilities. TFor the purpose of this study $50,000
wvas used as an estimate of relocation cost.

In order o aid in the evaluation of the non-recidential relocation cost &
function 1list followas

Antique stores 10 Printing 1
Other merchandise T Art exhi” 1t & shop 1
Food Stores 4 Blackenith 1
Restaurant 3 Taxi Office 1
Laundry 1 Storage 6

Barber Shop 1 Vater District
Repair stores 3 Equipment 1
Auto service and Legion Hall 1
repair 2 Fire Station 1
Town Carage 1

-]



Residential Relocation Load

There were lO4 residential units in the Feasibility study area. Data for
the number of units and characteristics of the households were secured
through a 1C0% Survey condueted in June 1964,

Tenure

At the time of the survey there were

71 reater occuplied uhits

1l owner occupied units

L occupled units - data not available
18 vacant units

104 units

The maximum relocation cost, based on $200 per household would ba $16,400.

Household Size

There were 2%7 persons in the 82 units for which data was available, an
average of 2,77 persons per unit, 87 of the persons were children under
18 ycars of age.

Household Noe of
5ize Households

1 person 16

2 persons 31

3 persons g

L persons 12

5 persons 7

6 persons L

7 persons 1

8 persons 0]

9 persons 2
Total 32

Type of Relocation Housing Required

Local banks and other mortgage loan companies estimate that a minimum annual
income of $%4,800 is necessary for a family of two to six persons to jurchase
a home., Lxperience with such lending institutions indicates they are
extending mortgages up to 2)2 times gross family income.

Hallowell has no low rent public housing at present. The latest schedule of
income limits for admission of Urban Renewal Relocatees to Public Housing in
Portlend is set forth as the basis for judging potential eligibility.

Nunmber of Maximum Net Annuval Income
Fersons for Urban Renewal Relogatees
for Admission

2 $ 3,960
3 4,200
b L 440
5 L4680
6 4,920
7 5,160
8 or more 5,400



On the basis of the foregoing, the housing needs of the 66 multleperson
households which would be displaced would be

Families eligible for public housing Ly
Families eligible for home purchase 15
Remainder of families 10

Total familics of 2 or more persons 606

Experience in other coumunities indicates that statistics based on ingons do
not always reflect the desires or financlial abllity of the occupants. This
is particularly true in the case of the low income fanily which already hos
total or substantial equity in a house or renters who might invest nodest
capltal in an income propertys The following shows the rehousing preference
indicated by survey respondents., The one family expressing no preference is
acsuned (o desire rental housing.

Familles interested in public housing 11
Families wiching to rent private housing 4O
Fanmilles wishing to purchase honmes 15

Famllles wiching mobile bomes i

Total families of 2 or more persons 66
Of the 13 families wishiung to purchaco homes only 5 already own thelr own
houses Estimated narket value ¢f those flve houscs ranged from $3,000 to
14,000, Only two of these five familics had an adequate income {0 appear
to be able to obtoin e morigage. Among the eight present renters who would
buy when required to zelocate, four had monthly incomes in excecs of $400D,
Although all 13 were asked to state the maximun down payment they ¢culd make
only four answered, giving $300, $500, $500 and $1,000 as thelr answers.

Speclal Relocatlon Freoblens.

Whilo single person houscholds are not formal.ry included in tho relocaticn
load, tho fact that approximately 20/ of the auiiccholdso in the area are of
thls clze vearraute special mentions. Fifteon of thoe sixteen such housecholders’
desired Yo realt cpartments if relocated and the maximum monthly reants lioted
arg sumnarized as followas:

Ront Humber
Undexr $30 L houscholds

£30 to $39
Sh0 to $h9
$50 to 659
$60 and over
ot available

(=
151 hﬂidlutv\ﬂ

There were 20 houscholds headed by persons age 60 and over and 33 cenior
citizens in the areas

Household Senior Citizens Others
1 person 9 0
2 17 1
5 1 2

Senior cltigens in
hslds. headed by pere
son under 60

Total 33




The number of clderlv was not inordinately high but the percentage of houseg=
holds headed by senior citizens, just under 25%, is sizeables Single person
households in this group have an average nonthly income of $l23§ 2 person
househoéda w247, Average income for all families and househ.lds in thearea
was {266, /

Elght famililes and two individual houscholders in the study area stated they
recelved local or state welfare payments., O0f the eight families, four were

2 persony and cne each of 3, &, 5, and 6 person., Their income ranged fronm
64 to $400 per month, ==

Housing Resources,.

Relocation housing resources are somewhat limited in Iallowell and details
on what is available is not definitives IHowevor calculations have been made
as to the number of units which night reasonably be expected to becone
avallable, by tenure category.

A, Sales Housing

1, New Hovising - Building porrits were not icssucd in Hallowell prior tn
Januazry 1, 1964, 1In the first scven months of 1964, two permits were
issued,

5 koowm house $16,500 Construction Cout
5 R.om house 1.,,000 Construction Cost o

2., Vacant lousing « A{ the time of this survey, enumerators found ten
standard residential structures for sale. Although somc of {hese
may not have heeun vacant at the time of the survey, the total is
in line with the 8 units availalle for sale at the time of the
1960 J.5, Census,

Rooms Bedrooms Asking Frice Comnments
6 3 $ 5,000
5 2 6,500
5 2 7,500
6 3 9,000
6 3 9,500
6 3 95500
7 NA 90500
6 3 13,500
NA NA 15,000 3 unit income property
NA NA 16,000 7 unit income _roperty

3¢ Turnover = At the time of the 1960 Census there were 513 owner occupied
units znd approximately 469 Standard owner occupiled units in the city.
169 femilies had moved into their present unit in the 6% years between
Jonuary, 1954 and April, 1960 « an cverage turnover of 27 units or 5,50
per year (ezmeluding multiple moves which are not refleected in the
Census data. Approximately 5.3% of the 469 standard units is 25 units.
Ten percent of those or 3 units per year are consldered to be a ree
location resource.

Bs Rental Housing

l. Federally aided lowe-rent housing - none
2, Private rental housing under construction - none

—l}-



B. Rental Housing Cont®d:

3

b,

Se

Vacant rental housing - There were 7 standard rental unlts available
at the time of the survey (2 of these were borderline with respect to

physical condition)

Contract \
Rooms Bedrooms Rent
3 : | 6 L8
5 2 60
3 i 65
& pel 70
3 i 72
6 3 8o
6 3 88

Rehabilitated unitis = % structures with a total of 9 units are in the

process of bein; completely renovatedy 6 units have 2 bedroons; 3 units
one bedroom. iLiental information is not availables

Turnover « At the time of the 1960 Census there were 199 stundard reatal
units, and a total of 350 rental units. 280 famili~s roved into their
present unit in the 6}4 year period between January 1954 and April 1960,

an annual turnover rate of 45 units. In the 24 years between January 1950
and April 1960, 162 families moved into their present unit « a turnover
rate of 72 units or 20,5/ annually. Although it is desirable to use a
longer base period than 2¥% years in computing turnover rate, the larger
figure (20.5%) baced on &% years have been used since multiple moves are
a noroe predominant factcr in rentual housinge. Ten percent of thecse

4 uynits are considered tu¢ be the aanual relocation rescurcs,

Summary of Rkelocation liceds

The following is & summary of rclocztion nceds of the 66 multie-;crcon families
based cn their tenure preferonce, thelr stated rental or purchase price
ability cnd the number of bedrooms reguired for their fandly situction. There
ore no nonewhite familics in the area.

Monthly 5 | 2 3 4 5
Contract bad bed bed bed bed
Ront rooma rooms rooms 10006 roomo
Under 420 e 3 0 0 0
$30 to {34 0 e 0 0 0
©255 to 939 0 L 0 0 0
$40 to Lhb 2 5 2 1 0
345 to $bo 2 2 3 0 1
550 to 54 Q 6 2 0 0
#55 to {59 J. 0 1 0 0
560 to w69 1 6 5 6] 0
270 and over 3 1 1 (o) 0
NA 2 B 2 z Q
Total 8 28 14 2 :

sleven ¢f these famillcs are not eligible for low rent public housing as
follows:

1 bedroom = $60, 75
2 bedroom = 440, 50, 52, %75
3 bedroom = w40, 45, $50, $55, +60

h5-



sale Housing lreference (Price Bosed on 22 times annual income)

fale irice 2 bed 3 bed L ped

- = rooms rcoms rooms
Under $6,000 1 0 0
$6,000 to $6,999 1 0] 0
974000 to 57,299 0 0] 1
48,000 to 28,999 O 0 0
$©9,G00 to £9,999 1 ¢} Q
$104000 to $11,999 b 0 0
$12,000 to {14,999 1 2 :
915,000 ~1:d over e 1l 0
ot available O 0O 0
Total 7 3 3

Cnly thrce of these famllics would be eligible for low rent public houcinge
There are four additicnal fenilics or individuals who refused to answer the
purvey team, It is felt that cxpansion of such a sumall sample to allocate

these four is not foeusibles

sunnmar; of Resources

The followving f£ipures are based on a three year .eriod for relocatilon

Salep llousing Rental Houslng
Now units 9 Vacant uaits 7
Vacant uniis 10 Rehabilitated unite 9
Turnover 9 Turnover i2
Total 28 Total 28

Motching Rehousing Resources to leeds

Inadeguate data on unit slze and rentesale price, except for vacant units,
nokes it inpossible Lo match nced to resources beyond itype of tenure.
However, it chould be noted that only 3 of the 66 families have nore than
6 members.

There arc §l‘£amilicn desiring rental housing but only 28 units avallable
for their relocation. On the other hand tkere are only 135 familles desiring
sales housing while 20 units appear to be available for their relocaticne



V.

PROJECT STUDY AREA IO, 1

Estimate of FPederal Grant Requirement

Planning Costs gek,718
Administrative Costs 58,944
Cost of properties to be acquired 535,762
Costas of projeot improvements 235,700
Other costs includings Site Clearanace 144,000
Relocation Expenses
Property Monagement
Interest
Contingenocy
ESTIMATED GROSS PROJECT COST 1,059,12@7
Land disposition proceeds 175,600
ESTIMATED NET PROJECT COST 88l ,124
L ESTIMATED LOCAL SHARE (1/4) 221,031
Estimated local non cash grants include
Fire Station, Town Garage $15,000
Streets and r/w 5,000
Credit IFire Station 2,000
Datimated cash ceontributions 199,031
BSTIMATED FEDERAL GRANT 663,093
ESTIVVATED FEDERAL RELOCATION GRANT 66,400

ESTIMATED TOTAL FEDERAL GRANT REQUIREMENT 8729,49%



Project Study Area No. 1 (Continued)

Basis of Federal Grant Requirement Estimates (24 months budget)

A,

B.

Ce

D.

B

Fo

Go

He

Planning Costs 879,782
Interest 4 1/68% - 18 months 4,936
Administrative costs
2 times lines la and 1b 53k ,0hk
(see narrative in support of Form H=627)
Survey and Planning during exeocution 5,000
Legal Services
Legal Counsel 24 mos. @ 3100 2,400
Bond Counsel 1,500
Eviotions 2,000
Condemnations 8,000
Disposition 1,000
Property Management 1,000
Acquisition
Closinga 80 @ $50 4,000 19,900

The ourrently assessed values for those
properties in the proposed project area

which are to be acquired total 5170,083.

The apprnximate ratio of the assessed value
1s one-third of market value. Thus true
market value is approximately 3 times ossess~-
ment valua or 4510,250., A 5% ascembly faotor,
or 825,512 ip added. Acqulsition costs are
therefore estimated to be

Costs of Projects Improvements snd Public
Facilities., Estimated costs of project
improvements such as sewer, water instal-
lations, street sidewalk improvements, new
sidewalks, storm drainage, rough grading,
landscaping and utilities as eliglble, exocave
etion as necessary and flood control protection.
(See Appendix)

Public Housing Credits
Not applicable

Segtion 112
Not Applicable

Other costs

Site oclearance 80,000
Relocation expenses 2,000
Property management 2,000
Interest ' 50,000
Contingency 50,000

GROSS PROJECT COST

Land Disposal Proceeds

It is currently estimated that 350,000 sq.ft.
of 1and will be avallable for redevelopment
at 50¢ per sq. ft.

NET PROJECT COST

$8lL,T718

58944

535,762

235,700

144,000

$1,059,124

175,000
$ 88h4,124



Project Study Area No. 1 (Continued)

Nerrative in support of Form H=627

Line la Administrative Overhead and Services (12 months budget)

Acot. 1410.1 Non Technical Salaries
Executive Director 48,000
Seoretary 54120 811,120

Acctes 1410,09 Retirement Contributions
FICA - 3 5/8/% of first $4,800 287

Accts 1410.16 Publications
Publication and distribution of a
gummarized report to general publiec 500

Aocte 1410,19 Cundry Overhead
Office rental %85 e month for

12 nonths 1,020
Repalr of Egquipment 160
Utilities 915/mo, 180
Telophone $50/mo. 600
Telegraph 25
Offlice supplies 300
Printing and Reproduction 200
Postage and Lxpress 100
Advertising 50
Periodicals 15
Irisurance 175
Miscellaneous 100 2,865

Acct. 1416 Administrative Fees
hcecountant 12 mose @ $50 600

Total Line la

Line 1b Travel

A, Trips out of town
a, Noew York Regicnel Office
inticipated thet tha Ixecutive
Director and the Chairman of the
Authority or a member will each
meke two trips to New York (total trips &)

Estimated transportation cost 300
Tatimated subsistence cost 150 450

b. Conferences
Over the 12 month period the
Executive Director and the Chair-
man of the Authority or a member will
attend two Rggional Conferences (total trips &)

Estimated transportation cost 300
Estimated subsistence cost 150 L50

$15,372
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Project Study Area No. 1 (Continued)

Be

Co

Line 2

Line 3
Line 4

Line 5

Line 6
Line 7

Line 8
Ao

Local travel
Automotive allowance for
Bxecutive Director

Estimated moving expenses
for Director

Total Line 1D

Total Administrative Overhead

Office Furniture and Dquipment
1 Executive desk $250
1 Exccutive chair 75
1 Secretarianl desk 175
1 Secrotarial ochalr 50
1 Conferonce table 75
1 Typewriter 250
1 Adding Machine 200
8 0ffice chairs 80
1 Threeedrawver file (legnl) 150
Lepal Servioces
Survey and Planning
Aocte 1440402
e Firgt zcquisition
Anpraisals - 62 @ $50 3,100
10 @ §75 750
8 @ $100 800

b. Update land use Utilization
and Marketability Study
6. Rle~use appraisals
Total Line 5

Update Relacation Plan

Sub=Total

Reserve and Continpencies

Reserve:

a. Administrative overhead for 6
months from approval of Part I,
public hearing and approval of
Part II by HHAFA
50% of lines la and 1b

b. Second appraisals based upon cost
of first appraisals

¢, Title search
Estimate 80 parcels @ $100

$350
Loo

81,650

17,022

1,305

1,200

25,000
4,650
1,000
2,000

T 9650

500

$52,677
8,511
4,650
8,000



B. Contingenocies « 10% of Line T
Total Line 8
Line 9 = Total

Line 10 < Project Inspoction Fee
3lelel

Line 11 « Total Survey and Planning Budget

$5,267
$26,428
799105

677
879,782
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15,372
1,650

1,305
1,200
25,000
7,650
500
524677
26,428
794105

677
79,782



Project Study Ares No. 1

Acquicition Costs

Bloeks

Fal

F=2 590,300
F=3 98,400
Fely

F‘5 Bl}‘q 900
F=6 71,700
F=T7 31,800
F=8 374200
=9 38,100
F=10 564850

510,250

Wo purchases
Does not include Depositors Trust

lio purcheses



Table 1 - Haliowell, Maine; Depaxrtmental Expenditures, 1958-1963

Operating costs

Gereral Government

Health & Saniltation

Protection

Highways

Charities

County Tax

Unclassified
Sub=Total

Education
Sub-Total

Indebtedness

Capltal Imprcvements

Highway Equipment
Street Surfacing
New Cemetery

Front End‘ﬁoader

Total Capital Improvements
TOTAL

1/ All years end Deeember 3lst,
Sources Hallowell Annual Reports

2956Y/

316,331
25393
339524
315315
99275
Lob10
84912
106,160
154,406
260,566
22,437

2,400
35623
8,338

14,361
297,364

1929

817,162
2,606
315900
2k 4729
8,943
4,880
9,412
995632
181,130
280,762
5,000

1960

818,441
5,876
36,467
36,367
99256
+5880
11,619
120,906
147,517
268,423

2,968

2,968

2715391

1961

318,452
1,386
35,582
Lo, 794
9,171
L1kl
12,338
121,876
118,264
240,140
1,041

59721

’244,902

W/

1962

824,500
2,294
374260
37,496
79579
Lg1hl
15,529
129,149
138,169
267,318
798

15,458

10,000
25,458
2934565



Table 2 - Hallowell, Maines Income and Other

Pinsncial Data, 1958-1953

1958
Actual Income
Poll Tax 31,941
Other Revenue 87,751

Sub<=Total 89,692
Property Tax 198,702
TOTAL 288,394
Other Financial Data
Property Valuation 2,460,325
Tax Rate 085
Tax Rate @ Market Value
Borrowing Capacity 184,524
Bonded Debt:

Scheool Inprovement 25,000
Unused Borrowing Capacity 159,524
Other Debts:

Tax Anticipation Note 15,000

1/ Approximately 33¢% of market value

Source: Hallowell Annual Heports

1959 1960 1961
$14932 31,965 42,004
9k ,756 53,9338 54577
96,688 55,903 56,581

233,358 210,305 213,864
320,046 266,203 270,445
2,486,425 2,424,984 2,4Lh 164
.O9O 0095 '095
188,482 181,874 183,312
20,000 15,000 10,000
168,482 166,874 173,312
19,000 30,000 20,000

1962

$2,007
58,738
60,745
235,864
296,609

2,473,549%/
«097
024
185,012

5,000
180,012
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Table 3 = Hallowell, Mainey Financial Projections, 1963«1969, Excluding

Expenditures for Capital Improvements

1963

Proijected Txwnenditures
Operating expense, excluding

eduoation $136,571
Education expenditures g/ 178,281
Total Operating Expenditures 314,852
Projected Incomo
Poll Tex 2,018
Other rovenue 57,000
SubeTotal 59,018
Property tax neoessary to cover

operating expenditures 255,834
Total Projeotod Tncome 314,852
Other Financial Data
Property valuation 2,176,605
Actual tax rate Py
Operating tax rate «103
Cperating tax rate ® market value 2026
Borrowing capacity @ T4 of

valuation 185,745
Borrowing capacity @ market

value (2pprox,) 742,986
Unused borroving oapzolty 185,745

1964 1965 1966
$143,993 $151,415 $158,837
1/ 185,281 192,000 199,281
329,274 343,415 358,718
2,029 2,090 2,051
57,000 57,000 57,000
59,029 59,090 59,051
270,245 2849375 299,067
329,274 343,415 758,118
2,479,861 2,483,117 2,136,373
<109 2115 ¢120
185,990 186,234 186,478
185,990 186,234 186,478

Continued orn following page



Tabla 3 (cont'd,)

1967 1968 1969

Projected Txnenditures
Operating expense, excluding

education 2/ 81664259 $173,681 $181,103%
Bducation expenditures 206,281 213,281 220,281
Total Operating Txpenditures 372,540 386,962 4o1,38%
Projeated Tncome
Poll tax 2,062 2,073 2,084
Other revenue 57,000 57,000 57,000
Sub=Total 59,062 59,073 59,084
Proparty toxt nocessery to cover

operating expences 21%,478 327,889 7h24%36
Total Projested Incomo 372,540 381,962 k01,420

Other Finanoclal Data

»/’.' 3 ra\"
2¢P0,80"

Property veluation 2,@50,629 2,492,885 2,496,101
Operating Tax Rate 0125 0131 0137
Borrowing capecity @ T%h of

valuation 186,722 186,966 187,211
Unucsed Borrowing Capecity 186,722 186,966 187,211

;/ 1963 budget figure
2/ An annual increase of $7,000 is shown

Sources James W. Sewall Company



Table 4 = Hallowall, Mainez Capitsl Budret. Cost Analysis

Notess 1. All figures are approximate; 2. Interest rates are computed approximately at 453
5« £+0.bs means general obligaition bondsy s8.d.b. means school distriect bondsg
UedoeTebe means utility district revenue bonds

Tax Rate
Averagce @ Present
Total Total Cost IMethod of Annual Agsessed
Mzjor Capital Imorovements Cost Aid to City inancing Cost Yalue
Urban Streets ) Continuing Current rev, £10,000 ko0
Rural Roads ) Programns Curreat reve 3,000 1.2
Fire Equipment ) Current reve. 3,000 1.2
Public ¥Yorks Equipment% Current reve 5,060 2.0
Contingency ) 5,000 2.0
Property liaps £8,000 8,000(1 yr.)3.2
Revaluation 8,000 8,000(1 yr.)3.2
Public Works Facilities 50,000 310,000 cur.reve 54000(2 yr.)2.0
435,000 2C=yr. (2,000 «T
Z.0ebo ( 800
Fire Station 1/ 50,000 10,000 2 yr.cash 5,000 2.0
: 40,000 20-yr. (2,000 5T
g.0.bs { 800
City Hall 1/ 10,000 current reve. 10,000(1 yr.)k4.0
Farmingdale Elem.School  $100,000 State 50,000 & 1,250 T
Farme 25,000 25,000 20=yr.isdab. 500
High Sckool 100,000 State 50,000 : 1,250 7
Farm., 25,000 25,000 20=yr.s.d.De 500
Sewers 600,000 State & Fed. 1/ 12,000 6.7
360,000 240,000 20=yretuadeTebe 4,800
Voting F=zchines 12,000 curreat reve 12,000(1 yr.)4.8
URBAN RITEYVAL 200,000 20=7TeBe0: s 14,500 5.8

l/ Investigste possibility of getting indirect aid through credit toward urban renewal costs.



Table 5 - Hallowell, ilainej Capital Budrcet, Timing

Urban Streets

Rural Roads

Fire Equipment

Public Works Equipment

Contingency

Property Haps
Zevaluation

Public Works PFacilities
Fire Station

City EHall

Farmingdale Elem. School
High School

Sewer

URBLH RENEVAL

ditures for

Total Zxpen
Inprovements

Capital

1964

810,000
3,000
3,000
5,000

5,000
3,000

- 1965

$10,000
3,000
3,000
5,000

5,000

8,000

5,000 Bld.-5,000

24,000

il 2000

1966
$10,000
3,000

3,000
5,000

5,000

3,600
3,600

Build

14,500

247,700

1967
210,000
3,000

3,000
5,000

5,000

54500
35500

1,750

14,5C0

349,250

14,500

$59,050

1969 1970
210,000 210,000
3,000 3,000
3,000 3,000
5,000 5,000
5,000 5,000
3,#00 34300
3!400 3’300
1,750 1,750
Build 1,750
—Tuild=:Sewer Serv.
Ghaxge :
14,500 14,500

349,050  $50,600



Table 6 - Hallowell, Maine3 Capital Budcet, Tax Rate 2nd Debt

1964

Estimated tax rate @

proposed assessed valuation
required for proposed capi-

tal improvements 18

Estimated inx rate for
projected operating
expenditures 109

Estimated tex rate for

voth projected operating
expenditures and prcposed
capital improvements 127

Projeeted borrowing cap-
acity @ T46 cf assessed
valuation $186,000
General Obligation Bonds

Public Works Facility

Fire Station

Urban Renewal

Unused projected

borrowing capacity 5186 ,000

1965

18

115

135

3186,000
80,000

40,000
40,000

2106 ,000

1966

19

120

139

$186 ,000

76,000
38,000
38,000
200,000

Exceeds

1967

20

125

145

3187 ,000

72,000
36,000
36,000
193,000

2k

131

155

$187,000

68,000
34,000
34,000
186,680

borrowing capacity

20

137

157

5187 ,000

64,000
32,000
32,000
179,680

20

142

162

5187,000

60,000
30,000
30,000
172,380
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oo 1O WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: .~ 'y | TREOS LN s

Thig is to certify that the folvcvnnn Council “rapr vas tBoS@d
! , on June 8, 176l _
\ , (Bache d@r-Brant) ' R '
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and Trembhle for a tax revaluatione “aid contracts to stinulate

penalty clauses for any work not completedas of June 1, 1905 .
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Att":s‘{- y. //7 )
¢ v | 4 )
| | : | . {den L. ﬁ{zejc S e P
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Citv, State and Federal Coordination

It 18 anticipated that this item will be completed after the Hallowell
Urban Renewal Authority has decided upon one of the three study areas. The
project selescted will be reviewed with those State and PFederal agenciles

having an interest in the area.



HALLOWELL URBAN RiNoWAL « TOPOGRAMHIC BONDITIONS

Ganeral

The outstanding topographic features of the site are the sharp
slopes to be cncountercd, varying from o maximum of 14% in the uphill
section near the railroad to a minimum of 2% in the southeastorliy corners
Over most of the project areca, slepes arc in excess of &4 with only
the southenost seciion, about 1/8 of the aroca, at opprecilably flatter
slopes. Th2 offects of these conditions on v.rious agpects of the project
are cnumerated in the followlng paragraphn.

Streotsn
BT e e ST e e )

Streot srades will »e rathox sharp, particularly in tho higher
aveas of the project sites Denign details of the streets in addition to
reflecting traffic end use reguirements, muut be adjusted to the topoe
graphy as closely aa possgibleo to minimlze costs,y avoid extensive grading,
and to provent abrupt slope transitions to offestrcet arsass, Close atteation
will be nececsary to preserve irces, sirubbery, and other desirable natural
foaturess Curb and gutters, or other mcans of containing cnd directing
surfoce runcff, will be necoessary and speclal cousideration rust be given
to snow removal, strceet malntenance, ond other winter problense

Buil(iing, (=)

Di-level entrance arrangenents will probably be desirable on the
steceper clores, to prevent cucessive grodinga

senitary Sewerarge

Loterals and bhranch mains chould be reconstructed, as part of the
street program, to current standerds of good practice. New sewers should
be separated from the storm drainage and should be coordinated with the
interception and treatment program already proposeds The steeper grades
wlll require carcful attention to hydraulic characteristics, ond offe
ctreet cower locations may be nucessary to adequately service bilelevel
entrance buildings where plumbing 15 too low for conncetion to gircet
nains,

Storm Dyainage

Site topography will requiro extensive storm drainaze fooilities,
both to cut off the drainage from cbove the railroad and to prevent
buildeup of surface water within the reumewal area 1tsc’i, Drainage
should be provided on offw-strcet poved ereas as well as within streot
limitsy and the lines should be extended direct to the river 50 as to
avold danmage to property below the renewal areas



vater Supply System

The water supply system, in general, 1s in good repalr and
adeguate for areca needs. UNo improvements to this utility are conteue
plated, except os may be necessary in the event of major adjustment ol
street grades (none anticipated) or by renovation of building services.

Landscaping and Grounds

Use of terraces in open areas will serve to reduce grading on
the steeper slopes., Pedestrians walks should be laid out with gentle
slopes as far as possible, or steps used where nccessary on steccp inclines.
rRamps are not recgommended due to hazardous ice conditlons which may ocour

in wintor,
Flood;ﬂg

Regords indicate that sorious flooding has ocourred in the lower
roaches of the renewal area. Uowever, river control and preventive
neasures for ice jams have been inmproved in the last few ycara.



s TR O R G : S

CRaroy o e ]- F. J ¥ oo . ‘u;-‘_n,(),)‘?r

antonm s Gk, Y To. . N 103,000
.
= 9 ! ey 7. P B hoAAA
ad ’e \ le . A
U= S > T 1 ~ ~ Iy « Py
Geati ] ie 1) Tie e i s b, 0
e e N Tie e o
’ - L "
£ 1 RN I i)
>F
T TP R R
(R & Oeomsnd B0 Y 1T T R P B ST By
- ¥ o
T P N ) .!f-,,’;(x,f)
auorn Junipngce (%1 Ase Syl “.5'.-)
."q‘:v'ﬂn..\vj— 1. At [, e o : 'l,';’)(')

AN g ite 1EE £ Y ‘ AT
(o Ty ) L6 TN TR L R Lt L 5 0
N e T Y & 5L W0 s T

PESSEBUE S

imb-Tabnl « 529350

Tnion &4 Lo .0 102% 056 : Lo 2,500

r e

RN Lancers 120 0 4G - 1,800

) Vg 33 *5.500 £ 5 .o

° Je Y A Y-

Suh-Ta bl (2,700

S Al ke 50 Tie e 1AM &3 35 2,10

0 Traite A oB 50 7y 250

: b it

) TN Lwl j. e __(’.L:'_. ()

Ami=tro el CT0, 200
"M thoroa SEreedt G0 e AN g 0
<1 L0 N s el ) HO0) ]JoL'o 1 o

' 1 Ve Tato © 53.50
Cubh-Tobal 7

o a . B S e e 5 i . Wl
BParlting Arag arkilTl o IsGor (36 30 Tee e UM 3 S5

Shee fn,q00

Uikn She hoovivar 600 Tite 20 & K12 ' L Ty20e
- > ws . o !
() "\._’I.':: (& ‘.‘J,—" . 2(‘,0

b i

Peortial, 9 4100



? i

V#

Fwd.
E2E Sewer 2100 L.F, 12" @ $1600
Sub=Total
All Ing., Surveys, SupVe, etce
Sub=Total

Contingencies

Other Costs = Legal, Land, Admin.

Mood Control

Grading & Landscaping

Total

5 94,100

17,600
111,700
16,750
128,450
12,850
16,000
$157, 300
50,000

28,400

e el (R

©235,700
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Recent Commercial Propertices Acguisitions in Aurusta:s

80,000 Bq. fte $ 80,000 %1.,00/8q. ft.
k35,600 " 70,000 JA6 n 0
be362 n M 205,000 L oo
25 acres 500,000 M5 n w

Estimated from chove and from inquiries = 50¢ per square foot on /.

large areaj 60¢ por square foot in amaller areas



STUDY AREA NO.2
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STUDY AREA NO. 2

Estimate of Federal Grant Requirement

Planning Costs 5 69,049
Administrative Costs 50,994
Cost of properties to be acquired 293,580
Costs of projeot improvements 176,700
Other costs including: Site olearance } 103,500
Relocation expenses
Property management
Interest
Contingenay
ESTIMATED GROSS PROJECT COST 693,625
Land disposition proceeds 95,000
ESTIMATED NET PROJE"T COST , 598,623
ESTINATED LOCAL SHARE (1/4) 149,706
Estimated local non cash grants include:s
Fire Station, Town Garage 515,000
Streets and r/w 5,000
Credit Fire Station _ 2,000
Estinated cash contributions 127,706
ESTIMATED FEDERAL GRANT S4h9,117
ESTIMATED RELOCATION GRANT 33,400

ESTIMATED TOTAL FEDERAYL GRANT REQUIREMERT $482,517



Basis of Federsl Grant Requirement Estimutes = 24 months budget

A

B,

D,

B,

S

Ge

.

865,026

Planning Costa
L ,023%

Interest 4 1/8% - 18 months

Administrative costs
2,0 times lines la and 1b
(See narrative in support of Form H~-627)

Survey and Planning during execution

Legal Services

Legal Counsel 24 mos. @ $100 2,400
Bond Counsel 1,500
Evictions 1,000
Condemnationa 5000
Disposition 1,000
Property Management 500
Acquiasition

Closings 41 @ £50 2,050

The curvently assessed values for those
praperties in the proposed projeect arca
which are to be acquired total $93,200,
The approximate ratio of thisc assessed
value is one=third. Thus, true market
value is 3 times asgsessment value or
$5279,600, A 5% agesenbly factor, or
$13,980 is added. Acquisition costs
are therefore estimated to be

Costs of Project Improvements and Public
Facilities. Estimated costs of project
improvements such as sewer, water instal-
latione, street sidewalk improvements, new
sidewalks, storm drainage, rcugh grading,
landscaping and utilities as eligible, excave-
ation as necessary (see Appendix§

Public Housing Credits
Not Appliceble

Segtion 112
Not Applicable

Other costss

Site Clearance 20,500
Relocation Expenses 1,000
Property lManagement 2,000
Interest 50,000
Contingency 50,000

GROSS PROJECT COST

Land Disposal Proceeds

It is currently estimated that 190,000 sq.ft.
of land will be available for redevelopment at
50¢ per sq. fto

HET PROJECT COST

869,049
A3h 04k

55500

13,450 50,499k

293,560

176,700

103,500
693,823

95,000
$598,823



Basis of Federal) Grant Requirement Estimates = 24 months_budget (Continued)

I, Relocation Paymentsa

12 businesses 0 £2,000 $24,000
47 Households @ {200 9,400 833,400



Narrative in support of Form H-627

Iine la Administrative Overhead and Services (12 months)

Acet. 1410,1 Non Technical Salaries
Executive Director 33,000 _
Secretary 3,120 $11,120

Accts 1410,09 Retirement Contributions
FICA = 3 5/8; of first 34,800 287

Accts 1410,16 Publications
Publication and distribution of a
sunnarized report to general public £00

Accto 1410,19 Sundry Overhead
Offige rental $8% a month for

12 wmonths 1,020
Repailr of Lqulpment 100
Utilities $15/mo. i8¢
Telophono $50/mo. 600
Telograph 25
0ffice supplies 300
Frinting & reproduction 200 .
Fostage & express 100 TR
Advertising 50
Periodicals 15
Insurance 175
Miscellaneous 100 2,865
Accte 1416 idministrative Feces
Accountant 12 mos., @ $50 600

Total Line la 815,372

Diye 1b Travel

A, Trips out of town
2o New York Regional Offica

Anticipated that the Lxecutive

Director and the Chairman of the

Authority or a member will each

make two trips to New Yerk

(total trips &)
stimated transportation scost 300
bstimated subsistence cast 150 450

be Conferences
Over the 12 month period the
Lxecutive Director and the
Chairnan cf the Authority oxr
a member will attend two Re=
gional Conferences (total trips 4)

Letimated transportatiom c.st 300
Lotimated subsistence cost 150 450



Y i
) Be Local travel

Autonotive allowance for
Xxocutive Dilirector

Co Lstimated moving expenses
for Dircctor

Total Line 1h
Total Adninistrativo Overhead

ILine 2 - Office [Furniturec and tgulpmend

1 Exceutive desk 3250
1 Lxeecutive ghalr 5
1 Secrotarial desk 175
1 OSceretarial chairy 50
1 Confoerence table 75
1 Yypewritor 250
1 Addlang naching 200
6 6ffico chaivs 8a
1 Three drawer file {(legal) 150

Line 3 = Legal Services

line 4 « Survey and Planning

Iine 5 « Acct. 1440,02
a, First ccquisition

Appraisals 32 @ 450 1,600
5@ 75 3575
& @ 100 400

be Update land use utilization
and lorketability GStudy

C. Re=uso appralsals
Total Line 5

Line 6 = Update Jelocation PPlan

Line 7 « Sub=Total

ILine ¢ = Reserve and Contingencies

Ao Reserve:
e Adninistrative overhead for 6
months from approval of Part I,
) public heaxring and approval of
' part II b HHAFA
504 of lines la and 1b

24375

1,000

1,500

8,511

$ 1,650
w17,022

1,305
1,200

20,000

4,875
500
5hd, 902



7N

line 8 » Hecerve ond Continrencles Cont'dl

As Reserve Cont'd:

be Second appralsals based upon
first appraisals

¢, Tltle search
dstimate 41 parcels @ 4100

B, Coatingeneies - 10% of Idno 7
Total Line 8
Line 9 =« Total

Iine 10 I'roject Inspection Fce

3lelel

Line ll- Total Survey and Planning Budgot

w2y375

4,100
1,490

648

$ 19,476
64,378

$ 65,026
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Frojcet Study Noe X277~

4

Acquisition Building Aequisition
Buildirg No. Cozts oo Costs
Palal $15,000 FeS5e32 3 4,500
5 (Depozitors Trust) 5 BZ) 6,000
6 s 700 3
7 74800 35) s
8 15,300 36 17,100
9 6,000 57 15,500
10 7,000 38 11,400
11 10,200 39 70200
12 3,600 Lo L, 560
13 4,500 L, 1,500
1 34300 L2 2,700
15 4,200 L3 3,600
16 11,400 Ly 6,900
7 7,500
Total £105,300 584,900
Fe8=60 $6,300 FuG=67 $¥10,000
€1, 4,500 68 5,0C0
62 54100 69 10,500
63 4,500 - 70 74200
Gh 74200 71 35,000
65 4,500 72 4,500
66 5,100 73 1,200
b 2,100
75 20700
Total $37,200 3524200

Total Acquisition Costs == $279,600



Construction
cngineering

Sub=total
10% Conte

Foes

PROJ=CT TMPROVEMENTS

Streets sSewers

$ 45,000 $ 19,400

6,750 2,800

51,750 22,200

54175 2,220

564925 b, 420

24273 L 080

59,200 28,500
Total 4 156,200

Grading and

Landscaping 20,500

$176,700



_STUDY AREA _NO3

HALLOWELL

KENMNEBEC COUNTY, MAINE

CENTRAL AREA
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STUDY AREA NO. 3

RELOCATION - SUMMARY OF RELOCATION NEEDS

Within Projeot Arecallo. 3 thero are 38 houssholds bhroken down as followss

Housohold silze Number of Iouseholds
1 peraon 13
2 " 8
3 “ 7
b 2
5 i 2
6 " 1
T " 1
8 " 0
9 " 2
Refusaln 2

38

0f the 23 multi-porson families located within the study area, 19 would
continue to rent while 4 families would prefer to purchase their own homes.

The reloocation survey revealed that of thae 23 multéepercon families only
three would require assistance in relocating while 19 could relocate thene
selvos.

In matching needs to resources there are 19 multi-persorn families desiring
rental units with 28 available and 4 families prefering purchase with 28
available., A ocomparison of housing needs with supply would indicate that
it is entirely possible to relocate the familles without entering into a
public housing program.

There are 11 businesses within the projeet area that wouid have to reloocate.



PROJECT STUDY AREA NC. 3

Estinate of Federal Grant Requlrement

FPlanning Costs $64,586
Administrative Costs : 50, 5kh
Cost of _roperties to be acquired 238,770
Costs of Irojcct Improvements 166,700
Other costs including: Site Clearance 89,500

Relocatlon ixpences
Property lionagement

Interest
Contingenecy _
SOTIMATED GROSS FROJLCT COST £610,100
Land disposition proceeds | 88,200
ESTIMATED NET FROJECT COST 521,900
STIMATED LOCAL SHARE (1/%) 130,475
Estimated local non cash grants include
Streets and rfw % 5,000
Estimated cash contributions 125,475
£3TPIMATED FLDERAL GRANT $391,425
STIMATED ROLOCATION GRANT 29,600

COTIMATLD TOTAL FLEDERAL GRANT REJHUIREMENT 8421 ,025



Basis of Federal Grant Requirement Estim tes = 24 months budget

A,

B,

Co

D

H,

Planning Costse 860,823
Intorest 4 1/04 « 18 mos. 3,763
Adminlstrative costs

2,0 times lines la and 1)
(see narrative in support of Form He627)
Survey und Planning during execution

Legal Services

Legal Counsel 24 mos. @ $100 2,400
Bond Counsel 1,500
Evictions 1,000
Condemnations 5,000
Disposition 1,000
Property management 500
Acquisition

Closings 32 @ $50 1,600

The currently assessed values for those
properties in the propoeed projeoct aroca
which are to be acquired total §75,80C0,
The avproximate ratio of this assessed
value is one=third, Thus, true market
value is approximately 3 tines assesss
ment value or $227,400, A 5% ascembly
faotor, or $11,370 ie added, Acquisi-
tion costs are therefore estimated to be

Coats of project improvements and public
focilities. Estimated costs of project
improvenents such as sewer, water instale
lationy, street sidewalk improvements,

nev sidewalks, storm drainage, rough

grading, landscaping and utllities as

eligible, exsavation as necessary (see Appendim)

Public Housing Credits
Hot Applicahle

Section 112
Kot Applicablae

Other Costs

Site Clearance 16,500
Relocation expenses 1,000
Property managsment 2,000
Interest 10,000
Contingency 30,000

GROSS PROJECT COST

Land Disposal Proceeds

It is ourrently estimated that 147,000 sq.ft.
of land will be available for redevelopment at
60¢ per 8q. Tt

NET PROJECT COST

35500

13,000

8644586

50,544

238,770

166,700

89,500
$610,100

88,200
8521,900



™™\

Basis of Federal Grant Requirement Estinates = 24+ months budget (continued)

I. Reloocation Payments

11 businesses @ 12,000 »22 4,000
38 Houreholda m 8200 T 600 329,600



™M

Narrative in suprort of Form Heb627

Line la

Adnministrative Overhead and Services (12 mo. budget)

Acet, 1410,1 lon Technical Salaries
Executilwve Director
secretary

Acets. 1410,09 Retirement Contributions

FICS « 3 5/85% of first $4,800

Acot. 1410,16 Tublications
Publicatlon and distribution
of a sunmorized report to
general publie

Accts 1410,19 Sundry Overhead
Ctfice rental $365 a month

for 12 months

Repair of eyuipment
Utilities ,15/mo,
Telephone 50/mo.
Telepraph

Office supplies
Printing and reproduction
rostage and Ixpress
Advertising
Periodlicals
Insurance

liisec,

Acct, 1416 Administrative Fees
Accountant 12 nos, & $50

Line 1b

A,

Total

Travel
Trips out of town

Qo

b,

New York LRegional Office

Anticipated that the Lxecutive

;‘8 9000

34120

1,020
.00
180
600

25
360
200
100

50

15
175
100

Director and the Chairman of the

Authority or a member will each

make two trips to New York
(total trips 4)

Estimated Transportation Cost
fetimated Sibosistence Cost

Conferences

Over the 12 month period the
vxecutive Director and the
Chalrman «f£ the Authority or
a mcember will attend two
Regional Conferences

(total trips &)

sotimated Transportation Cost
isstimated Subsistence Cost

300
150

300
250

411,120

i)
(o]
~J

5006

2,868

600

k50

450

813,372



Line

line
Line

Line

Lins
Line

Line

B, Local Pravel
Automotive allowance for
xecutive Direetor

Ce .stimnted rnioving cxnenses for
Director

Total Line 1lb
Totald Administrative
= Cffice Furniture and Equipment

2

1 ixecutive desk $
1l ‘xecutiva chair

1 Secretarinl desk

1l Secroetarial chair

1l Conference table

1 Typewriter

1 idding machine

8 0ffice chairs

1 Threeedraver file (legul)

3
4

e Legel Services
« Survey and Planning

5 e Lcct. 11.40002
a. Mrst Acquisition
Appraisals 26 @
2 @ 475
L @ €100

be Update land use Utilization
and Marketability Study

G, he=use appraisals
6 « Update Relocation Plan
7 » Sub«Total

8 = Reserve and Contingencies
A, Reservs
a. Adninistrative overhead for 6
menths from approval of Fart I,
public hearing and approval of
Part II by HHFA
5C% of lines la and 1b

b. Second a praisals based upon
first appraisals

Ceo Title Cearch
Letimate 32 parcels G $100

450 i,

Overhead

250
75
175
50
75
250
200
80
150

300
150
k00

v 350
Loo

3 1,650

17,022

l [ ,3(.}_‘5

1,200

18,C00
1,850
1,000

1,500 L350

500

L2397
8,511
1,850
3,200



B, Cortingencies - 10% of Line 7 8h, 237

Total Line 8 £§17,798
Line 9 Total _ 60,175
Line 10 Project Inspection Tes (. T:]

Line 11 Total Survey and Planning Budped ' £60,823




18

15,372
1,650
1,305

1,200
18,000
b y350
500
b2, 577
17,798
60,175
648

60,823



Projeet Study No., 3

Acquisition Acquisition
Building No. Costs Building o, Costs
Fe2ol 315,000 Fe=5e32 $l 500
2 (Pepositors Trust) 32 6,000
8,700 3
7 74800 Qe 54008
8 15,300 %6 17,100
9 6,000 37 134500
10 7 4000 28 11,400
11 10,200 39 75200
12 %4600 Lo ly ;500
13 14500 Ly 1,500
14 3,300 Lo 2,700
15 L4200 43 3,600
16 11,5400 A 6,900
17 76500
Total 584,900
Totel $105,300
F8=60 $6,%00
61 4,500
62 5,100
63 4,500
64 7 9200
65 4,500
65 50100

Total 637,200

Potal Asquisition Costs -- $227,400



PROJRECT IMPROVEMENTS

Streata Sevors SeDa
Construction 545,000 $19,400 $47 300
Enginsering 6,750 2,800 7,100
Sub=Total 651,750 $22,200 554 400
10% Cont, g,l]i 2,220 5,440 |
Feos 2,275 4,080 8,660
859,200 $88,500 $68,500
. Totel Streete, Sewoers, S5.D. ©156,000
Grading & Landscaping 10,500

$166,700
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Total Projected lucome

Other Financial Data

Property valuation
Aety 21 tax rate «113
Operating tour vate _ +«20%
Operaling tex rate @ market value .N26
Borrowing cnpacity @ 74 of i
voluation : 185,745
- Borrowing capacity @ morket o s
value (approx. ) 742,986
. Unuced bLorrowing capacity, 165,745

714,052

2,476,605

529,21 -

2,479,861

« 109

185,990

185,970 .

2,183,117

.115 .
186,234

186,230

Table % - lMallowell, Maine; Pinancial DProjections, 1953-1969, Treluding
Expondituros Tor Capital Impiovements '
1963 1954 1965 1966
Projockbed Bxpenditureg
Operating expense, excluding ; =
: educrticn 5136,571 $1%45,993 %$151,115 158,837
Bdueation exnenditures 2/ 178,281 1/ 185,261 192,600 199,261
- PTotal Omnerating Trpenditures. 510,852 5203 27 h3 015 358,716
"Trojectad Income
Poll Tox 1,018 25029 24090 2,051
Other revenuce 57,000 574000 57,000 57,000
Sub-Total 59,010 50,029 79,090 59,051
:Prop“rty Lox necenoary 1o cover ) v ‘ b L
ting expendituren ’”‘ kL 270,205 200,315 ?9),067

2,86,373-
C0ou120 .

186,478 -

T

186,178 .-

Continued on following page
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Trojrctnl Mxnendibures

Operaling exwvenge, exeluding

education .
Dducaticrn excenditureas—
Total Operatin: Wxpenditures
Projrectad Ireconc

"Poll tax
QOther revenue

* Sub-lotal

Properily hLax moeruunty ta cover
operching axponnen

Totnl Projnetad Tnceono

Other Pinnneinl Datba

Property vaoluation
Operating Tax Rate

. . iy iRt
Borrowing conacity @ Tlde of
valuation

Unused Dorrowing Conacity

igure ;
resse of 57,000 is

Source: Jame:z W. Sowall Company

lﬂaz

265,259

206, 061

572,540

2,06

b 5C00

10,002

15,078

572,5h0

chown

1968

2,073
57,500

09,073

ety (e
,n‘_{")\;_)

101,062

186,966

186,

Q
&)

—-
Gily «

B ETL 103
220,281

4

01,384

. : l ’ A ) r
2,080 .
VO5T,000

Lk

50,000

-

S04 336

S ho1,he
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Table 4 = Hallowell, Haines Capital Budset., Coat Analyais

Note: 1. A1l Tigures are apnroximates 2. Interest rates are cemputed approximately at 4%;
s 800obo means general obligation bonds; s.d.b. means school district hondss
Uedor.be. means utility distirict revemue bonds

Tax Rate
, Average @ Present
Total Total Coa% Hethod of Annual Assessed
lajor Capital Imprcvements Coa% Aid to City Finaneing Cosd Value
Urben Streets ) Continuing Current rev, $10,000 4,0
Rural Roads ) Prograns Gurrent Rev. 3,000 1.2
Fire Equipment ) Current rev. 5,000 1.2
Public Works Bquipment) Current reve 5,000 2,0
Contingensy ) 5,000 2,0
Property Maps $8,000 8,000(1-yr) 3.2
Revaluation 8,000 8,000(1l=yr) 3.2
Public Works Pacilities 504000 $10,000 cur.rev. 5,000(2-yr) 2.0
40,000 20-yr., (2,000 o7
£00sbe ( 800
Fire Station l/ 50,000 10,000 2-yr cash 5,000 2.0
450,000 20 yr. (2,000 e
g.0.bs (800
City Hall 1/ 10,000 Current rev. 10,000{1=yr) 4.0
Farmingdale Blen, School 5100,000 State 850,000 1,250 o7
Farm. 25,000 25’000 ZO-F Sodebo SOO
High School 100,000 State 50,000 1,250 oT"
Farme. 259000 20'3'1‘ S.d,.bs 500
Sewers 600,000 State & Feds 1/ 12,000 6.7
360,000 2L0 4000 20~-yr v.d.Teb. L ,800
Voting lachines 12,000 Current rav. 12,000(1-yr) 4.8
URBAN RENEWAL 126,000 20=yT g.0.b, 9,160 3.7

;/ Investigate possibility of getting indirect aid through credit toward urdan renewal costs.



Table 5 ~ Hallowell, Mains: .Capital Budget, Timing

rban Streets
Rural Roads
Fire Equipment
Public Works Equipment

Contingency

Property Maps
Revaliuation

Public VWorks Facilities
Fire Station
City Hall

Fermingdale Eler., School
High School

Severs

URBAN RENEWAL

Zotal expsnditures for
Capital Improvements

1964

$10,000
3,000
3,000
54000

5,000
8,000

1955

$10,000
3,000
3,000
5,000

5,000

8,000

5,000 Bld.- 5,000
5,000 Bld.=- 5,000

$44,000

544,000

1966

£10,000
3,000
3,000
5,000

54000

3,600
3,600

Suild

9,160

1967
830,000
3,000

3,000
5,000

5,000

35500
54500

1,750

94160

343,910

310,000
3,000
3,000
5 4000

5 000

&

3,400
3,400
10,000

1,750

9,160

553,710

1969

$10,000
3,000
3,000
5,000

5,000

1,720
Buiid
Build

9,160

343,710

1970

210,000
3,000
3,000
5,000

5,000

35300
55300

1,750
1,750

Sewer serv.
charge

9,160

845,260



Table 6 -~ Hallowell, lMaine; Copital Budget, Tax Rate and Debs

1064

Estimated tax rate @

proposed assessed valuation
required for proposed capi-

tal improvements i8

Estimated tex rate for
projected operating
expenditures 109

Estimated tax rate for

both projected operating
expenditures and proposed
capital improvements 127

Pro jected borrowing cap=-
a2city @ T4: of assessed
valuation $186,000
Ceneral Obligation Bonds

Public Yorks Facility

Fire Station

Urban Renewal

Unused projected

Borrowing Capacity $186,000

1965

18

115

133

8186 ,000
80 4000

40,000
40,000

5106 ,000

1966

17

120

137

$186,000

76 000
38,000
33,000
126,000

1961

18

125

143

8187 4000

72,000
36,000
36,000
122,000

22

131

153

8187 ,000

68,000
34,000
34,000
117,000

Exceads borrowing czpacity

i8

137

155

187,000

64,000
32,000
32,000
113,200

18

142

160

187,000

60,000
30,000
30,000
108,568
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