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Contributors 
The following groups provided critical input into the development of this report, by designing and 
implementing outreach and community engagement efforts that resulted in these findings. 

About Urban Impact Lab 
Urban Impact Lab (UIL) is an independent, Miami-based consultancy firm founded in 2013. UIL 
specializes in strategy development, data and research services, community outreach and 
engagement, and creative placemaking events. Our data-driven process puts people first, to create 
community-centered, sustainable approaches to collective issues impacting our County. Urban 
Impact Lab responded to a public solicitation in February 2022 and was then selected and 
contracted to support community engagement activities as well as the development of this 
report. 

About The Allapattah Collaborative, CDC 
Allapattah Collaborative CDC is a 501c3 nonprofit organization that spurred out of a community 
engagement process which produced an Equitable Development Action Plan focused on 
preventing displacement of microbusinesses and long term residents in Allapattah. The 
organization’s mission is to implement placemaking techniques to foster identity, support wealth-
building strategies for marginalized communities of color and advocate for policies and 
procedures that support equitable, comprehensive and sustainable community development. This 
place-based initiative uses the Main Street Approach to support minority microbusinesses, 
preserve and expand cultural authenticity, as well as foster asset building in BIPOC communities. 
Allapattah Collaborative CDC works to revitalize the commercial corridor while mitigating climate 
gentrification pressures among other issues directly impacting constituents.  
 
The Allapattah Collaborative, CDC was subcontracted by Urban Impact Lab to assist in 
community outreach efforts. These organizations are separate, independent entities working 
together under a contract with the Miami-Dade Department of Public Housing and Community 
Development.   

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.mainstreet.org/mainstreetamerica/theapproach__;!!INViTUAdUeDF!wVKpzg8GQe-ooKU07d4JjLqI3WCcdljcJJFwyI8E232nXsOmD6U3qnSVOk-8dx_qcMjJJEHK36nMP00LMOKiGQ$
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Executive Summary 
Elizabeth Virrick II, a 1.9 acre (or 84,506 square foot) vacant plot of land located at 2828 NW 23rd 
Ave, Miami, FL 33142, in the neighborhoods of Allapattah and Melrose Park, is owned by Miami-
Dade County and slated for redevelopment anchored by affordable housing. 
 
This report summarizes the findings of a community engagement effort led by Urban Impact Lab 
in partnership with Allapattah Collaborative, the Office of Commissioner Hardemon, and the 
Office of Miami-Dade County Mayor Daniella Levine Cava, and made possible by Miami-Dade 
County Department of Public Housing and Community Development.  
 
This report aims to inform Miami-Dade County officials of the priorities voiced by the 72 (unique) 
Allapattah community members who participated in this process through three community 
gatherings, resulting in 182 separate statements detailing what they believe should be included, 
for the benefit of their community, in this future affordable housing project. 
 
The key findings of this report are:  
 

● The preferred candidates for this affordable housing site are families (with children) and 
elderly and/or retired individuals 

● A homeownership program is preferred over renting of these future affordable units 
● These units should be financially accessible to low-income individuals or families 
● Units should be apartments, with a majority of two-bedroom units 
● A large number of units 
● Prioritize safety by including and/or expanding security features in the development and 

surrounding neighborhood 
● Community members would benefit from recreational and community gathering spaces 
● Community members want residential and employment opportunities from this 

development 
● Community members want resident application process to be easy, transparent, and 

affordable 
 
This report also hopes to inform community members of the key findings, and inspire those who 
were unable to participate to contact their County representatives if they have an idea, question, 
or concern they would like to voice. 
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Introduction 
Elizabeth Virrick II, a 1.9 acre (or 84,506 square foot) vacant plot of land located at 2828 NW 23rd 
Ave, Miami, FL 33142, is named after the housing and anti-segregation advocate, Elizabeth 
Virrick.1 This plot of land previously housed 56 affordable housing units in seven, interconnected, 
two-story buildings. This affordable housing project, designed by architect Kenneth Treister in 
1994 and torn down in 2011 due to disrepair, is now slated for redevelopment anchored by 
affordable housing. 
 
This report summarizes the findings of a community engagement effort led by Urban Impact Lab, 
in partnership with the Allapattah Collaborative CDC, the Office of Commissioner Hardemon, and 
the Office of Miami-Dade County Mayor Daniella Levine Cava, and made possible by Miami-Dade 
County Department of Public Housing and Community Development. The findings reflected in this 
report refer to a community engagement process that began on March 3rd, 2022, and concluded 
on November 12th, 2022. The engagement process included: 

● 3,500 event flyers distributed 
● Three community gatherings 
● 72 unique participants 
● Coordination with Allapattah organizations and leveraging their community events 
● Signage at the site to announce its development.  

 
This report aims to inform County officials of the priorities voiced by 72 Allapattah community 
members who participated in this process, resulting in 182 separate statements telling Miami-
Dade County what should be included in this future affordable housing project. This report also 
hopes to inform community members who have or have not participated in the engagement 
process of the findings, and inspire those who did not participate to contact their County 
representatives if they have an idea, question, or concern they would like to voice. 

  

 
1 Miami Herald. (2016) 

https://www.miamidade.gov/global/government/commission/home.page
https://www.miamidade.gov/global/government/commission/home.page
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Methodology 

Community Gatherings 
The 2022 Elizabeth Virrick II engagement process centered around three community gatherings 
organized to collect community insights about the future Elizabeth Virrick II affordable housing 
project.  
 
The first meeting was held on Thursday March 3rd, 2022 at the Allapattah Branch Library, located 
at 1799 NW 35th St, Miami, FL 33142, from 5:30 pm until 7:30 pm. Eight community members 
attended this meeting. The format for this meeting was an informal discussion, including bilingual 
informational poster boards (see Figures G1-G4) and materials for community members to write 
down ideas, questions, or concerns about the Elizabeth Virrick II project. 
 
The first meeting was attended and facilitated by staff from Miami-Dade Department of Public 
Housing and Community Development, the Office of Commissioner Keon Hardemon and 
Commissioner Keon Hardemon, Urban Impact Lab, and The Allapattah Collaborative CDC. 
 
Between the first and second meeting, the Allapattah Collaborative held an independent event 
called "Allapattah First" on March 12th, 2022 from 11am to 2pm and was attended by 
approximately 40 individuals. Urban Impact Lab was invited to facilitate an informational booth 
about the future of affordable housing at Elizabeth Virrick II. During this discussion, community 
members posited ideas, questions, and concerns regarding the Elizabeth Virrick II project. Urban 
Impact Lab employed the exact same methods used at all other Elizabeth Virrick II meetings to 
collect and gather community feedback from attendees. 
 
The second meeting was held on Wednesday April 6th, 2022 at Citi Church, located at 3001 NW 
22nd Ave, Miami, FL 33142, from 6:30 pm until 8:30 pm. 20 community members attended this 
meeting. The format for this meeting was a brief welcome announcement followed by 
assignment to one of three small groups facilitated by event staff. Each group discussed areas 
where community members could provide input on the future of the Elizabeth Virrick II project, 
including but not limited to cost of rent, size of project, income limits, and amenities. Two groups 
held these discussions in English, and the third group was facilitated in Spanish. The same 
bilingual informational posters that were available during the first meeting were also available 
during the second meeting (see Figures G1-G4), and community members were once again 
encouraged to write down ideas, questions, or concerns about the Elizabeth Virrick II site.  
 
This second meeting was attended and facilitated by staff from Miami-Dade Department of 
Public Housing and Community Development, the Office of Commissioner Keon Hardemon, Urban 
Impact Lab, and The Allapattah Collaborative CDC. 
 
The third meeting was held on Saturday November 5th, 2022 at Juan Pablo Duarte Park, located 
at 1776 NW 28th St, Miami, FL 33142, from 11:00 am until 2:00 pm. 45 community members 
attended this meeting. The format for this meeting was an initial introduction to the Elizabeth 
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Virrick II project, followed by a visit to the Elizabeth Virrick II site, located at 2828 NW 23rd Ave, 
Miami, FL 33142, where additional context of the location and its history was provided to 
community members by event staff. Then community members were transported back to Juan 
Pablo Duarte Park were they were encouraged to write down and submit ideas, questions or 
concerns to shape the future of the Elizabeth Virrick II site. Transportation to and from the 
meeting location to the site was provided by Miami-Dade County’s Department of Transportation 
& Public Works (at no cost). At the meeting location, new bilingual informational posters were 
available to inform the event attendees of what community members had shared throughout the 
process, as well as a set of guiding questions they may refer to if they are unsure on what to 
contribute to shape the future of the Elizabeth Virrick II site (see Figures G5-G10). 
 
The third meeting was also attended and facilitated by staff from the Office of Miami-Dade 
County Mayor Daniella Levine Cava, Miami-Dade Department of Public Housing and Community 
Development, the Office of Commissioner Keon Hardemon, Urban Impact Lab, and The Allapattah 
Collaborative CDC. 
 
The number of attendees at each event does not include event staff or Miami-Dade County 
representatives. 
 
At all meetings, the community input was gathered in one of three ways: (1) written down on post-
its by meeting attendees (meetings one, two, and three), (2) written down by a meeting staff 
member during a small group conversations or a one-on-one conversation with the knowledge of 
the attendee (meetings two, and three), or (3) through an online comment section that was 
publicized via the site banner, flyers, and social media resources. For the comments provided via 
post-its, meeting staff then encouraged community members to submit their statements by 
adding the post-it note to a posterboard. All notes were collected, saved, and transcribed. 
Regardless of how community members decided to submit their input, they were able to do so in 
either English or Spanish and all content is now available in both languages (see Appendix A). 

Outreach 
In order to drive attendance to the aforementioned community meetings, door-to-door canvassing 
was used for outreach in advance of each meeting by leaving event flyers at accessible doors or 
gates. The door-to-door canvassing always began at the site, located at 2828 NW 23rd Ave, 
Miami, FL 33142, and spread up to a four-block radius from the site.  
 
In addition to canvassing, flyers were also distributed at churches in the Allapattah neighborhood 
(Corpus Christi Church, Altagracia Church, and Miami Bethany Church,) as well as the Village of 
Allapattah YMCA, and Citi Church after school program to be distributed to community members. 
Flyers were also distributed directly to community members at a food distribution event at 
Ebenezer United Methodist Church. 
 
Ahead of the first meeting, about 500 flyers were distributed. For the second meeting, about 1000 
flyers were distributed. For the third meeting, about 2000 flyers were distributed. All flyer designs 
were bilingual, available in English and Spanish (see Figures F11 through F16). 
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Virtual outreach was conducted ahead of community meetings to up to 24 distinct organizations, 
coalitions, offices of elected officials, and educational programs that operate within the 
Allapattah neighborhood (see Appendix H for complete list). Virtual outreach also included 
posting via The Allapattah Collaborative’s social media channels, and text messages to 
individuals who provided their contact information at events about Elizabeth Virrick II or previous 
events by The Allapattah Collaborative CDC. 
 
Finally, ahead of the third meeting, a banner was placed at the Elizabeth Virrick II site announcing 
its development into affordable housing and asking community members to provide feedback 
(see Figure F17).The primary goal of this banner was to drive turn out to the in-person community 
gathering on November 5th, 2022 through a large-scale QR code and shortened URL link that took 
community members to an event webpage. This webpage provided additional information about 
this project and past events, information about the third meeting and an option to RSVP. It also 
included a comment section where community members could provide their ideas, questions and 
concerns about this future affordable housing project (see Figures F18, F19, F20, and F21). The 
flyers shared ahead of the third meeting also included this QR code and link to this site. This 
banner went up at the site on October 27th, 2022 and was taken down on November 13th, a week 
after the second meeting once the window for virtual community input had closed in order to 
produce this report. 

Data Analysis 
Once all statements were collected and transcribed into a single database, each entry was tagged 
with descriptors that simplify the contents of each statement (see Appendix A).  This process 
resulted in 80 unique tags for 182 statements. 181 statements received between one and eight 
tags. Only a single statement remains untagged as it reads “no” and lacks the necessary context 
to categorize.  
 
Tags were then grouped to form categories, resulting in four categories: affordability and resident 
criteria, design and amenities, community involvement, and other.  The final data analysis consisted 
of recording the frequency of each tag, and for grouped tags that were mutually exclusive 
(either/or), assigning a percentage value. For some categories the tags are not mutually exclusive 
(and/or) and therefore no percentage values were assigned, only frequency values. When one tag 
yielded either a high number or great variety of statements, all tagged statements were compiled 
into smaller tables, accessible in the Appendices and referenced in the Findings. 
 
Finally all tags within one paragraph are presented in descending order of frequency, meaning the 
first tag or statement will always be of the same or higher frequency to the one that follows it, and 
so on. 
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Findings 

Resident Criteria and Housing Affordability 
Throughout all engagements, community members were asked to consider who this future 
affordable housing project should be for, in terms of resident criteria and income levels. This 
question yielded many responses.  
 
For resident criteria, 30 tags were identified (see Table B1). Tags for this category were not 
mutually exclusive, meaning that at times more than one group may have been identified.  
 
The two most common findings were housing for families (with children) and housing for the 
elderly and/or retired individuals. Nine tags referred to families (with children), and another nine 
referred to elderly and/or retired individuals as the most appropriate choice for this affordable 
housing site. For elderly and/or retired individuals specific minimum ages were identified four 
times, flagging individuals of 50 or more years of age, 55 or more years of age (twice), and 65 or 
more years of age (see Table B2). For additional context, the average Florida retirement benefit in 
2017 was $18,625 per year, or $1,552 per month,2 which is considered to be extremely low-
income for Miami-Dade.3  
 
Other tags mentioned individuals with disabilities (three tags) and low-income individuals (three 
tags), followed by no restrictions for applying (two tags), individuals on fixed income (two tags), 
and finally, students (one tag), and women with children (one tag).  

 
The opportunity for homeownership was brought by community members at the first meeting and 
included in the guiding questions from then on out, 20 mutually exclusive tags were identified 
(see Table B3). When asked if this future affordable housing project should have the units for rent 
or provide an affordable homeownership program, 70 percent preferred a homeownership 
program or opportunity, 20 percent preferred renting, and 10 percent preferred a mix of the two 
options for this project. 
 
Income levels or limits were also brought, and 30 associated tags were compiled (see Table B4).  
These tags were not mutually exclusive. The most common tag was affordable for low-income 
individuals, at 14 tags. In Miami-Dade County, a single individual earning $54,600 or less is 
considered low income.4 The second most common tag was to tie rent to monthly income (five 
tags), to ensure income limits for residing in this future affordable housing project (four tags), 
providing rent control (three tags), and finally, not having income limits (two tags) and making the 
project a mixed income one (two tags). 
 
Some participants also sought to provide a concrete number for rent, resulting in six 
submissions, ranging from $300 per month to $1,500 per month, varying from one to three 

 
2 AARP. (2017) 
3 Miami-Dade County PHCD. (2022)  
4 Ibid. 
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bedrooms per unit (see Table B5). For an unspecified number of bedrooms, three submissions 
ranged from $300 to $900 per month, with an average rent of $567 per month. For one-bedroom 
units, the recommendation was $750 per month (two tags),  for two-bedroom units the 
recommendation ranged from $850 per month (two tags) to $900 per month (one tag). Finally, for 
three-bedroom units, the suggestion was $900 per month (one tag). 
 
Other statements tagged under “Resident Criteria and Housing Affordability” would be requests to 
avoid hidden fees and/or ensure utilities are included in the rent price, as well as providing free 
wifi  (see Tables B7, B8, and B9). 

Design and Amenities 
An important part of this engagement process is gathering community insights on the preferred 
design and amenities as this will affect how this project interacts with the surrounding 
architecture and infrastructure of the neighborhood.  
 
Participants were asked what type of housing development should be built at this site, and 13, 
mutually-exclusive tags resulted. 69 percent of responses preferred apartments, and 31 percent 
preferred townhomes (see Table C1). 
 
As to the sizes of these units, 21 tags identified layout preferences for these units (see Table C2). 
The majority of responses prioritized two-bedroom units (nine tags), followed by two- to three-
bedroom units (four tags), then one- to two- bedroom units (three tags), then one- to three-
bedroom units and one-bedroom units (two tags each), and finally three-bedroom units (one tag). 
The most frequent response of two-bedroom units may be related to the preference of this future 
affordable housing project being for families (with children), but the low frequency of single-
bedroom units does not similarly relate to the preference for elderly and/or retired individuals. 
 
Statements about density can be considered subjective (see Table C3), therefore they are 
captured in this report according to the number of units (if provided), number of floors (if 
provided), or descriptive statements.  
 
For density, 10 mutually exclusive tags were identified. Three tags reference a number of units, 
ranging between 200 and 500, with an average number of units at 317. Two tags reference a 
number of floors, the first stating a preference for three to four stories of apartments, and the 
second asking for at least five stories. From the five remaining qualitative statements about 
density, four statements use terms about maximizing capacity of the lot (e.g. “all that fit,” “reach 
maximum capacity of apartments). One qualitative statement requested “low density.”  
 
The majority of all tags about density (40 percent) and specially of qualitative tags (80 percent) 
prioritize maximizing the unit capacity of this future affordable housing project. It is important to 
note however that questions and statements about density were asked or given without any 
accompanying context regarding what can be built under current federal, state, and local 
regulations (e.g., land use, zoning). 
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Ideas for amenities or features that this future affordable housing project can provide to the 
tenants and surrounding community were plentiful at 95 tags over 27 categories that have some 
overlap (see Table C4). 
 
Safety was by far the most requested feature for this future affordable housing (13 tags). Safety 
features included but were not limited to 24-hour security staff, cameras, gates, and lighting (see 
Table C5). 
 
As far as amenities, recreational space was the most popular request (14 tags - see Tables C8, 
C9, and C10), followed by public gathering spaces (12 tags - see Tables C6 and C7). Both of 
these tag categories combine a range of mentions, for example for recreational spaces, 
statements included parks and green spaces (eight tags), a pool (four tags), gym space (one tag), 
and community recreation center (one tag), which overlaps with public gathering spaces, the 
most popular of which was a community center (four tags). These categories were followed by 
small business and/or retail space as well as kid-friendly spaces and/or daycare at nine tags each 
(see Tables C11 and C12). Then parking at four tags, and per-friendly spaces, meaning dog parks, 
at two tags, which also overlap with recreational space (see Tables C13 and C14). 

Resident Application, Developer Selection, and Property Management 
There were 43 overlapping tags referring to a wide range of decisions for the planning, 
construction, and management of the housing programs and affordable housing site (see Table 
D1). 10 tags focused on the resident application and selection process. Statements referring to 
the resident application process called for it to be easy, equitable, prioritizing existing Allapattah 
residents who meet income requirements, transparency on the cost of housing, and more (see 
Table D2). 
 
Nine tags focused on the selection of a developer and processes, such as community 
involvement, that should be considered in its selection (see Table D3). Statements about property 
management and community engagement each had seven tags (see Tables D5 and D6). Ideas 
about community engagement are mostly concerning the process that led to this report but given 
the request for community involvement in areas such as developer selection, community 
engagement suggestions may remain relevant in future aspects of this affordable housing 
project. 
 
Lastly, 10 tags had a strong overlap in reference to hyperlocal (five), and local (one) features or 
considerations for the development, and in hiring local (two) or hyperlocal (one) for this project. 
These tags reference statements about hiring local workers to work in the construction of this 
future affordable housing project, prioritizing current Allapattah residents being displaced by 
rising rents in the resident application process, and hiring community members to work at the site 
once built (see Tables D4 and D7).  
 
In the analysis the term “hyperlocal” is used to reference statements that strictly referencing the 
Allapattah neighborhood and community, as opposed to a larger “local” area that might extend to 
or include other parts of the City of Miami. This meaning was assigned in the data analysis 
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process as there is some ambiguity between comments (ranging from “the community,” and “the 
neighborhood,” to “local organizations”) to account for the possible geographical ranges the 
participants intended in their statements.  

Other Insights 
The final six tags (see Table E1) refer to concerns surrounding this future affordable housing 
project (four tags - see Table E2), and requests for infrastructure and service improvements (two 
tags - see Table E3).  
 
Two concerns are about traffic on 29th and 28th street near the development. One concern is 
about the information used to determine the pricing of units, raising the difference in pricing 
according to Miami-Dade County’s Area Median Income (AMI) versus Allapattah’s AMI or at block 
or street level. Note that the median income in Allapattah in 2022 is $30,634,5 while Miami-Dade 
County’s area median income is $68,300 in 20206.  
 
The remaining concern is that the area around the Elizabeth Virrick II site is a food-insecure area. 
According to the USDA Food Access Research Atlas,7 which determines food security according 
to residents’ access to supermarkets, there are large parts of Allapattah that are considered “low 
access areas” for food security. It must also be noted that according to the source, the section of 
the Allapattah neighborhood where the Elizabeth Virrick II site is located is not considered to be a 
“low access” area.8 For an urban area like Allapattah, “low access areas” are defined as tracts in 
which at least 500 people or 33% of the population lives farther than 1/2 mile from the nearest 
supermarket.9 Identifying low access areas however is only one way of measuring food insecurity 
and it is possible that access to supermarkets is not the cause of the problem this community 
member is referring to in their statement. 
 
Finally, the last two tags suggest that the redevelopment of this site also include improvements to 
the retail corridor on 28th street, as well as to Melrose Park, and for an assessment to be made of 
how this project will impact and/or improve the existing infrastructure in the surrounding 
neighborhood (see Table E3).  

Conclusion 
This report concludes a nine-month community engagement process to summarize the ideas, 
questions, and concerns of the 72 Allapattah community members who participated in this 
process. While 72 participants is not a representative sample Allapattah’s approximately 46,000 
resident population,10 this report’s findings identify what some members in the community voiced 

 
5 Burgos-Flores, M., Rodriguez Laureano, M., & Lord, A. (2022) 
6 Miami-Dade County PHCD. (2022) 
7 USDA Economic Research Service. (2022) 
8 Ibid. 
9 Ibid.  
10 University of Florida GeoPlan Center. (2017) 
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as priorities for the neighborhood: homeownership; monthly payments appropriate for low income 
individuals; two-bedroom units; maximum capacity of units; including and/or increasing security 
features in their homes and their neighborhood; recreational and community gathering spaces; 
and a hyperlocal approach in the resident application process, developer selection, construction 
of the site, and management of the property. 
 
This report also aims to inform community members, who may or may not have participated in 
this process, that affordable housing is being planned for Allapattah, specifically at 2828 NW 23rd 
Ave, Miami, FL 33142. If they were unable to participate in this initial community engagement 
process, they should reach out to their County representatives as soon as possible to voice their 
ideas, questions, and concerns about this future affordable housing project, Elizabeth Virrick II.  
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Appendix A 

Community Insights with Tags 
Also accessible here. 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1EtK3r3rSHxK118nwFUzvQraljuL-opS7xdGbmx_NTOY/edit?usp=sharing
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Appendix B 

Resident Criteria and Housing Affordability 
Also accessible here. 
 

Table B1 

 

Table B2 

 

Table B3 

 
 
 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1EtK3r3rSHxK118nwFUzvQraljuL-opS7xdGbmx_NTOY/edit?usp=sharing
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Table B4 

 

Table B5 
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Table B6 

 

Table B7 
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Table B8 

 

Table B9 
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Appendix C 

Design and Amenities 
Also accessible here. 

Table C1 

 

Table C2 

 

Table C3 

 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1EtK3r3rSHxK118nwFUzvQraljuL-opS7xdGbmx_NTOY/edit?usp=sharing
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Table C4 
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Table C5 

 

Table C6 

 

Table C7 
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Table C8 

 

Table C9 

 

Table C10 

 

Table C11 
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Table C12 

 

Table C13 

 

Table C14 
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Appendix D 

Resident Application, Developer Selection, and Property Management 
Also accessible here. 

Table D1 

 

Table D2 

 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1EtK3r3rSHxK118nwFUzvQraljuL-opS7xdGbmx_NTOY/edit?usp=sharing
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Table D3 

 

Table D4 
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Table D5 

 

Table D6 

 

Table D7 

  

Commented [1]: Altagracia is one word. 

Commented [2R1]: noted but I tried to copy all 
comments with no changes from how they were written 
so I hesitate to start changing things here 
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Appendix E 

Other Insights 
Also accessible here. 
 

Table E1 

 

Table E2 

 

Table E3 

  

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1EtK3r3rSHxK118nwFUzvQraljuL-opS7xdGbmx_NTOY/edit?usp=sharing
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Appendix F 

Outreach Materials 

Figures F11-F12 (from left to right) 
First community meeting flyer. 8.5 inches by 11 inches. Also accessible here. 

 
  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1vW8CFPzlvnPseclZxKaMQKBiy8BtZcmt/view?usp=sharing
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Figures F13-F14 (from left to right) 
Second community meeting flyer. 8.5 inches by 11 inches. Also accessible here. 

 
  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1vW8CFPzlvnPseclZxKaMQKBiy8BtZcmt/view?usp=sharing
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Figures F15-F16 (from left to right) 
Third community meeting flyer. 8.5 inches by 11 inches. Also accessible here. 

 
 

Figure F17 

Banner placed at the Elizabeth Virrick II site. 12 feet by 6 feet. Also accessible here. 

 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1vW8CFPzlvnPseclZxKaMQKBiy8BtZcmt/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1UJOMFVxgHnp31McA7H49LL3KtAnXSqhq/view?usp=sharing
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Figures F18 
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Figure F19 

 

Figure F20 
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Figure F21 
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Appendix G 

Informational Poster Boards 

Figures G1-G4 (from top left to bottom right) 
Poster boards for first and second meetings. 24 inches by 36 inches. Also accessible here. 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1jRbGjWGPdWDv2wRh-CVsR2QcxoM2KnpA/view?usp=sharing
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Figures G5-G10 (from top left to bottom right) 
Poster boards were 18 inches by 24 inches. Also accessible here. 

  

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1X8rrVEGcCs23RE_p0DzD5oBnb3PHHp5Y/view?usp=sharing
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Appendix H 

List of Organizations 
1 Village of Allapattah YMCA 

2 The Motivational Edge 

3 Allapattah Neighborhood Association 

4 Neighbors of Melrose Park 

5 Ebenezer Methodist Church 

6 Corpus Christi Catholic Church 

7 Miami Workers Center 

8 PACE Center for Girls 

9 Public Land for Public Good 

10 South Florida Community Development Coalition, Inc. 

11 People Acting for Community Together (PACT) 

12 Allapattah Branch Library 

13 The Aracena Foundation 

14 The Allapattah Community Advisory Committee 

15 Iglesia Betania/Miami Bethany Church 

16 Miami Jackson Senior High School 

17 Miami Jackson Adult Education Center 

18 Santa Clara Elementary School 

19 Comstock Elementary School 

20 Melrose Elementary School 

21 Maya Angelou Elementary School 

22 City of Miami Commissioner Alex Diaz de La Portilla's Office 

23 City of Miami Chairwoman Christine King's Office 

24 Citi Church 

 


