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Purpose
To locate, assess, and catalogue vacant and abandoned property in the City of Sumter.
Methodology

In order to provide a systematic way of breaking down the Citynmanageable
pieces we uselbcal voting precincts to delineate neighborhooalsdthen created street
maps of those neighborhoods using ArcGIS.

Between October 2009 and February 2010, we drove down each street in a
neighborhoodndlookedat every housas we drove by. Any time we found a house that
appeared vacant or abandoned we stopped, took a picture of the property, and used GPS
tracking equipment to note the location of the house as well as its general condition.
Houses that had lawns that werei@esly neglected and overgrown, tax sales signs in
their windows, missing electric meters, and broken or boarded up windows were all good
indicatorsof a property that wagacant or abandoned.

We rated each structure we found as being either Good, I6air, & a Hazard.

We used this simple classification system for two reasons. First, since the entire
collection process took place from the road we were only able to make a general
assessment of the overall condition of a property, as we could only seddher of the
building. Second, the main intent of the survey was to locate vacant properties and note
their general condition, not to asses the degree of how good or bad a property was.
Determining the difference between bad, very bad, and extremelig lb@mnecessary and
beyond the capabilities of the data collectors and the time allowances at this point in the
survey.

Concerning the property ratings, our roadside observation should be considered as
cursory and not the definitive or absolute assesswofes property. From the road, it was
impossible to determine the condition of the interior of most of the properties we
identified, which may alter their overall condition quite considerably. Houses that appear
good on the outside may have extensiveriotedamage, while other housing that
appears poor from the roadside may be very charming on the inside. The only case that
can be made for definitive judgments, for the most part, were those houses that were
classified as hazards, as these generally sHoextensive structural damage on the
exterior, and while they still might be repairable in some cases, it is probably prohibitive
to do so.

Finally, the collected data was transferred into ArcGIS, linked to each parcel with
an accompanying photo, and th&cations mapped. These parcel locations were then
color-coded based on their overall condition using Dark Green for Good, Light Green for
Fair, Orange for Poor, and Red for Hazard.

While doing the survey we came across a number of properties througkout
City of Sumter that could be considered to be below the normal standard of habitation in
this Country; this study only gathered information about those structures that appeared to
be abandoned, vacant or derelict. It is not the intent of this studgat&dogue those
houses that are currently being utilized, no matter how poor their current condition.
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