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The Park Whittington Plan 2013 Amendment: The Whittington Valley
Part One: Overview

Purpose of this Amendment
In 2013, the City of Hot Springs undertook a
reevaluation of its Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) program.  The program, in
broad terms, seeks to use limited federal funds
to improve the quality of life in low-and-
moderate income neighborhoods--for Hot
Springs, such neighborhoods are mostly in the
central part of the city near the historic
downtown corridor. 

Starting in 2014, the
program’s focus will be on
“creating a suitable living
environment”--specifically
improving neighborhood
infrastructure, reducing blight
and encouraging home-
ownership and private
investment while respecting
the historic elements within
each particular low-and-
moderate income
neighborhood.  As part of this change in focus,
beginning in 2014, a significant portion of the
program’s federal dollars will be directed into
one designated neighborhood--a so-called
“target neighborhood.”  By directing these funds
into one particular neighborhood, the goal is to
avoid diluting the potential impact of these
limited federal dollars by bringing about
concentrated, visible improvements as a spur to
future redevelopment.  These CDBG funds are
meant to provide the initial “seeds” for
redevelopment.  

The long-term objective of the program is two-
fold: first, to provide some immediate--albeit
limited--improvements to the neighborhood’s
physical environment, but secondly (and most

importantly) to provide an opportunity for the
target neighborhood to develop and implement a
broad-based, bottom-up revitalization plan going
forward.  After the initial CDBG seed projects
are completed, ideally each target neighborhood
will continue to pursue private and other
funding sources for their continuing
revitalization efforts.  It is intended that over
time such projects will remake these

neighborhoods into vibrant
communities that promote
both economic development
and a robust quality of life for
visitors and residents alike.

The Whittington Valley
neighborhood qualifies as a
low- and moderate-income
community under CDBG
guidelines.  Therefore, acting
through its Neighborhood
Association, Whittington

Valley residents will seek designation as a
“target neighborhood” in the program.  As
outlined above, the aim is to use the program’s
limited federal funds to begin several
revitalization projects within the Valley--with
the immediate goal of improving the Valley’s
physical environment and, longer term,
prompting additional investment by Valley
residents and others.  Those living in the
Whittington Valley realize these federal monies
alone will be insufficient to bring about a
successful revitalization of their neighborhood .

As part of the City’s CDBG program, each
target neighborhood is required to author a
revitalization plan.  Such a plan needs to be
“action oriented”--that is, it needs to articulate a

Federal Community
Development Block Grant

funds are intended to provide
the initial “seeds” for

redevelopment but alone are
insufficient to revitalize a

neighborhood.
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clear vision for the neighborhood, identify
issues within the neighborhood and list specific
achievable solutions.  This amendment to the
Park Whittington Plan, with its focus on the
Whittington Valley, will serve as the
neighborhood’s development plan under the
city’s CDBG program.
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The 2001 Park Whittington Plan
In 2001, the City of Hot Springs adopted the
“Park Whittington Neighborhood Plan,” a
blueprint detailing methods for revitalizing Hot
Springs’ two northern-most communities, the
Park Avenue neighborhood and the Whittington
Valley community.  The 2001 plan observed
that these communities shared common
challenges.  Such challenges included
“perceptions of crime and decay, high volumes
of traffic, an aging street and utility system,
poor housing conditions and a lack of high
quality investment by the private sector.”  The
report concluded that the two neighborhoods
had “simply been
forgotten as newer
portions of the city
expand[ed] in different
directions.  These
neighborhoods [have]
...become weary.  They
need an infusion of new
life and enthusiasm.”

A specific revitalization
plan for these
communities was
finalized in 2001 after
hours of study and consultation with city
officials and neighborhood residents.  The 2001
plan contains both a vision statement and an
action plan.  Most importantly the plan
emphasizes that area residents must play a
significant role in identifying issues in their
neighborhood and, equally essential, in selecting
and implementing solutions in their community.

The 2001 “Park Whittington Neighborhood
Plan” articulates a clear and concise vision for
Hot Spring’s two northern-most neighborhoods: 
“The Northside Community is a unified and
self-sustaining neighborhood combining the
character, charm and texture of a historic
neighborhood with the best features of a newly

developing area.”  This vision statement has at
its core the idea that area residents need to inject
“energy” and “vitality” into their community,
thereby drawing outsiders into the two
neighborhoods.  The plan hypothesizes that such
outsiders, once exposed to the area’s historic
character and amenities, will come to see the
northside community as a desirable place to live
and work, thereby spurring further private
investment in each neighborhood.

The 2001 plan specifically states that
revitalization efforts in these two neighborhoods

will face several challenges,
most significantly the lack of
government funding for
revitalization projects.  The
2001 plan says that at best
government will provide only
limited, targeted financial
support via small public
investments.  Lacking large-
scale government backing, the
2001 plan suggests that area
residents focus their efforts
on modest, achievable
projects that build upon the

existing amenities and features of their
respective neighborhoods.

The 2001 plan also emphasizes that each
northside neighborhood should promote their
area’s attributes to the larger Hot Springs
community.  According to the 2001 plan, many
outsiders perceive the area as “weary” and “less
than desirable”--a perception that most northside
residents strongly dispute.  However “preaching
to the choir” will have little tangible impact on
either neighborhood.  Rather the 2001 plan
emphasizes that both neighborhoods need to
implement marketing strategies that present
their neighborhood in a positive light to the
larger Hot Springs community.

The 2001 “Park Whittington
Plan” was authored by Urban

Planning Associates of Little Rock. 
The plan identified specific needs

and deficiencies in the neighborhood
and proposed solutions on how best

to address these challenges.
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Finally, the 2001 plan recommends that area
residents complement such marketing efforts
with realistic redevelopment strategies.  As the
2001 plan says, “the [neighborhood] residents
alone do not possess all the resources necessary
for success.  Rather, they must remain willing
and able to recruit assistance and support from
outside the neighborhood.”  The key to
obtaining such assistance rests on formulating
projects that appeal to the larger Hot Springs
community.  Especially important, such projects
must appeal to the elected officials who set
funding priorities and direct scarce public
resources.  The 2001 plan concludes that lacking
such outside support, the community’s
revitalization efforts will likely be ineffectual.

This amendment to the
2001 “Park Whittington
Neighborhood Plan” is
authored by the
Whittington Valley
Neighborhood
Association, a group of
seventy homeowners and
area residents who, over
the past five years, have
worked to foster positive
changes in their
community.  Drawing upon their experiences,
the residents of the Whittington Valley are more
determined than ever to improve their
neighborhood.

Having been authored by the residents of the
Whittington Valley, this document quite
understandably articulates their viewpoint and
focuses on their role in revitalizing the
neighborhood.  However, the original 2001
“Park Whittington Plan” does much the same;
that plan explicitly says that it “..gives priority
to the residential aspect of the neighborhood.... 
Stated another way: where design decisions
must be made that conflict with both residents

and non-residents, the vision and stated
concerns of the residents takes precedence
[emphasis added].”  This only makes sense. 
Neighborhood residents are the stakeholders
most invested in improving their community. 
They confront the problems in their
neighborhood on a regular basis, thus they are
able to identify issues and are likely to be the
driving force behind any redevelopment effort.

The primary impetus for this amendment to the
Park Whittington Plan is to articulate a clear
vision for future redevelopment in the
Whittington Valley.  More than ten years have
passed since the original 2001 “Park
Whittington Neighborhood Plan” was authored.  

While many of the goals
identified in the 2001 Plan
remain applicable, much
has changed in the
intervening years.  In
addition, the 2001 “Park
Whittington Plan”
articulated a broad
redevelopment strategy for
both the Whittington
Valley and the Park
Avenue Community. 
While these two

communities share many significant
characteristics, each nevertheless faces its own
unique challenges.

This Amendment to the 2001 “Park Whittington
Plan” is not meant to replace or supplant the
2001 Plan; rather it is intended as an updated
supplement.  In fact, many of the concepts
contained in this Amendment can be found in
the 2001 Plan.  In addition, this Amendment
should not be viewed as the end-all, be-all
blueprint for future development in the
Whittington Valley.  Urban planning is an
evolutionary process, subject to revision as
conditions change and new opportunities

The Whittington Valley
Neighborhood Association was

formed in 1988.  The organization’s
stated purposed is “Promoting

cooperation and working together to
improve our neighborhood in

historic Hot Springs, Arkansas.”

Park Whittington Plan 2013 Amendment Page 4 



 

present themselves.  This amendment is only a
snapshot, an assessment based on current facts. 
Moreover it is merely one element in a larger
ongoing process intended to revitalize all of Hot
Spring’s central city neighborhoods.

While this amendment to the 2001 “Park
Whittington Plan” is specifically focused on the
Whittington Valley, many of the concepts and
solutions advanced here are applicable to other
neighborhoods in the Spa City.  Residents of the
Whittington Valley are keenly aware that their
fate is closely tied to the larger city as a whole,
especially those communities in and around the
city’s central downtown core.  By working
together, Hot Springs’ central city
neighborhoods can identify and pursue common
goals, implement effective solutions, share
information of common interest and ultimately
flourish.
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The Park Whittington Plan 2013 Amendment: The Whittington Valley
Part Two: Issues

Neighborhood Profile
Located adjacent to historic
downtown Hot Springs, the
Whittington Valley is a
predominantly residential
neighborhood with some
mixed-use elements.  The
shallow two-mile long valley is
relatively narrow and benefits
from a strong natural aesthetic,
bolstered in large part by an
abundance of mature trees
throughout the neighborhood.

Located entirely within
Hot Springs city limits, the
neighborhood is both confined
and, to a large extent, defined
by parkland.  The neighborhood
is surrounded on three side by
Hot Springs National Park,
which is largely undeveloped
wooded public land.  Three
public parks are also located
within the Valley proper:
Whittington Park, a slender
mile-long landscaped green
space between the divided
boulevard-style Whittington
Avenue; Linden Park, a city
park with multiple athletic
fields and other amenities; and
Whittington City Park, a
smaller municipal commons
located at the extreme western
end of the Valley. 

Whittington Avenue, which runs east and west
for over two miles, is the major transportation
artery in the neighborhood.  At the east end of

the Valley, Whittington
Avenue forms a three-way
intersection with Central
Avenue and Park Avenue. 
Central Avenue provides
Valley residents with a direct
and immediate connection to
Hot Spring’s historic
downtown commercial center. 
At the western end of the
Valley, Whittington Avenue
exits the city limits and
becomes Blacksnake Mountain
Road, a narrow route that
connects to National Park
Community College and
related environs.

Commercial development is
largely concentrated at the
eastern end of the Valley,
where Whittington Avenue
connects with the city’s
historic downtown center. 
Commercial development in
the Valley generally falls into
two categories: enterprises that
serve a residential population
(e.g. churches, a publicly-
funded residential high school,
adult residential care facility)
or quiet tourism/recreation-
focused businesses (art
galleries, a petting zoo, a

bicycle shop, a pottery studio, a non-profit arts
cooperative, etc.). 

According to 2010 census data--the most current
data set available--the Valley has 1,045
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residents.  Three-hundred thirty-eight children
live in the Valley--with 164 of those residing at
the Valley’s residential high school, the
Arkansas School for Mathematics, Science and
the Arts.  The neighborhood’s existing housing
stock, again according to the latest census data,
consists of some 494 units.  The Valley has 186
owner-occupied homes and some 212 renter-
occupied residents--divided among apartments,
rental homes and homes converted into multi-
unit rentals.

The Valley has several historic and cultural
amenities of significance.  Whittington Park
Historic District, which encompasses the
residences immediately around Whittington
Park, as well as the park itself, is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places.  Six sites
along Hot Springs Historic Baseball trail are
also located in the Valley.  Hot Springs’ oldest
continuously operating tourist attraction, the
Arkansas Alligator Farm, has thrilled visitors to

the Valley for more than one-hundred years. 
And Dryden Pottery, a multi-generational
family-run manufacturer of collectible
earthenware, has been a fixture in the Valley for
more than fifty years.

Note: The number of residents reported in 15-19 age cohort is skewed by the inclusion of student body at the Arkansas
School for  Mathematics, Science and the Arts--the state’s only publicly-funded residential high school--which is located

in the Whittington Valley.  The students were reported as residents of the Valley in the 2010 census.  The school’s
student body population is shown as the lighter portion of the bar in the 15 to 19 cohort.
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Trends In the Neighborhood
For most of the twentieth century, the
Whittington Valley was a mixed-use
community--with residential and commercial
zones often in close proximity.  While the
specific business on a particular site might
change over time, commercial uses endured
either because the enterprise on the site
prospered or, if one business closed, another
soon opened at the same locale.  However, over
the past two decades the neighborhood has
experienced a noticeable decline in commercial
activity; with the decline accelerating over the
last few years.  Adaptive reuse of commercial
space in the Valley is far less common than it
was even ten years ago.

In the 1980’s,
Weyerhaeuser operated
a robust office complex
at their 12 acre site at
the west end of
Whittington Park. 
Today Weyerhaeuser
has significantly scaled
back their
administrative
operations in Arkansas,
consolidating most of
these functions in and
around their headquarters in Washington State,
resulting in a commensurate reduction in their
staffing levels at their Whittington Valley
facility.  Other commercial enterprises have also
scaled back or ceased operating in the Valley. 
Quality Care Nursing Home, a 113-bed senior
residential care facility, closed in 2007.  The
Valley’s only restaurant, Café Santa Clara,
ceased full time operations in 2008.  Three of
the Valley’s tourist-oriented businesses have
recently closed--i.e. the Crystal Shop, Jay’s
Uniques and Santa’s Work Shop.  Garret Glass
and Gallery, a stained glass specialty shop,
closed in 2010.  And the Crystal Cave, a once

iconic tourist destination, has ceased
commercial operation.  Admittedly there have
been exceptions to this trend, most recently the
repurposing of vacant commercial space for use
by a community-based non-profit arts
cooperative; but this is a rare exception to the
general trend.

Many Valley residents view this reduction in
commercial activity as a positive development. 
There has long been a tension between the
Valley’s homeowners--who desire a peaceful
residential community--and the Valley’s
commercial elements.  Many homeowners

perceive the Valley’s commercial businesses
enterprises as fostering undesirable impacts on
the neighborhood such as increased vehicle
traffic, noise and other disruptions.  However,
the Valley’s homeowners also recognize that
this reduction in commercial activity can have a
downside.  A closed commercial building, even
if well-maintained, can foster the impression of
a neighborhood in decline.  And as commercial
buildings are closed, these unused structures can
deteriorate and become eyesores, or even worse,
magnets for vandalism and blight.

While numerous businesses in the Valley have

While there has been a general decline in commercial activity in the Whittington Valley over the last two
decades, one business continues to prosper.  Opened in 1902, the Arkansas Alligator Farm and

Petting  Zoo is the oldest continuously operating tourist attraction in Hot Springs.
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closed over the past decade, this same period
saw the construction of nearly fifty new single
family residences in the neighborhood.  The vast
majority of these new homes--forty-five out of
the forty-eight houses built over the last
decade--were constructed by Garland County
Habitat for Humanity, a residential developer of
affordable housing.

There was some tension between Habitat and
some of the Valley’s existing homeowners. 
Habitat houses are considered “starter”
residences, typically having around 1,000 square
feet and of modest design, lacking either a
carport or an attached
garage.  Some Valley
residents were
concerned that a large
influx of lower priced
homes might adversely
impact property
values, undermine the
Valley’s historic
architecture and create
isolated “villages”
rather than true in-fill
residential
development.  On the
other hand, from
Habitat’s perspective,
constructing several
houses together was
seen as a practical way
to control costs; and
Habitat’s goal of
building affordable housing meant that each of
their homes would invariably lack many of the
costly architectural adornments typical of the
Valley’s numerous historic craftsmen-style
bungalows or ranch-style residences.

Fortunately, both Habitat and members of the
Valley’s Neighborhood Association recognized
the importance of building a productive working

relationship.  Habitat, respectful of the
neighborhood’s desire to maintain its unique
character, made adjustments to their house
designs.  The Neighborhood Association,
through its publicity efforts, promoted Habitat’s
mission out in the larger Hot Springs community
and assisted in obtaining public funds to pay
infrastructure expenses for Habitat’s last
housing development in the Valley.  

By most measures, the construction of nearly
fifty new single-family homes has been
beneficial to the neighborhood, bringing an
influx of new, younger residents in the Valley--

many with children.

Currently the neighborhood
benefits from a forward-
looking and engaged
populace.  However this
was not always the case. 
For more than a decade the
Valley had a reputation as
“the neighborhood of
‘NO!”--with a small but
vocal group objecting to
any change in the Valley. 
Consequently any new
project proposed for the
Valley often faced
acrimonious resistance. 
Worse yet, Valley residents
lacked any constructive
relationship with local
officials or outside groups. 

Such a toxic atmosphere meant the
neighborhood was isolated and, over time, came
to suffer from benign neglect.  Routine
maintenance on public amenities was deferred
because city officials feared confrontations with
Valley residents.  Property values in the Valley
either stagnated or declined relative to the city
as a whole, which accelerated conversion of 
owner-occupied homes into renter-occupied. 

December 2011, the Whittington Valley Neighborhood
Association (WVNA) presented a “Welcome to the Valley” gift
bag to a new Habitat homeowner at a dedication ceremony.
The Valley’s residents recognize the importance of building

productive relationships with organizations outside the
neighborhood, such as Garland County Habitat for Humanity

(GCHH).  Pictured (left to right): Camille Hannah, new
homeowner, and her daughter; Sue Ann Albers and

 Steve Trusty, GCHH; John Lewis and Mark Toth, WVNA.
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Worse yet, more and more properties were
purchased by absentee landlords; and lax
supervision of such rentals meant property
maintenance declined--which only added to the
neighborhood’s woes.

Five years ago Valley residents, propelled in
large part by the sense that their community was
in decline, began acting to improve their
neighborhood.  And ironically, while most
Valley residents were unaware of the 2001
“Park Whittington Plan” and its contents, the
neighborhood, in a stroke of serendipity, began
implementing many of the plan’s
recommendations.

The 2001 “Park
Whittington Plan” urged
Valley residents go
beyond “preaching to
the choir”--that is, the
neighborhood needed to
look outward and make
a concerted effort to
develop productive
relationships with the
major stakeholders
outside the Valley:
government agencies,
area businesses, commercial organizations and
outside property owners.  By engaging various
stakeholders, the neighborhood has attempted to
guide development in the Valley, encouraging
positive change whenever possible and, where
necessary, engaging in compromise to mitigate
harm.  Nowhere is this more evident than in the
neighborhood’s interaction with local
government officials.  Improved lines of
communication means public amenities needing
routine maintenance are quickly and efficiently
repaired: potholes are filled, new traffic signs
are placed as needed and overgrown brush in the
public right of ways is regularly cleared.  Valley
residents have even acted as a conduit between

various government agencies, bringing city and
federal officials together to repair a blocked
storm drain that had for years flooded during
major rain events.

The 2001 “Park Whittington Plan” also
recommended that, given limited financial
resources, Valley residents should focus their
revitalization efforts on modest, achievable
projects that complement the neighborhood’s
existing amenities and features; and lacking
large scale government funding, the
neighborhood should promote smaller, targeted
investments.  Over the past five years, working
through their Neighborhood Association, Valley
residents have championed a list of small-scale

or phased infrastructure
projects.  Admittedly
progress has been slower
than many Valley
residents would like;
however over time the
cumulative impact of
even small projects has
brought about noticeable
improvements in the
neighborhood.

At the request of the
Association, animal waste stations and
additional trash receptacles were placed in
Whittington Park.  New playground equipment
and replacement bathrooms were placed in the
Valley’s western-most park after the
Association, in partnership with the city,
obtained a federal grant.  A second partnership
with the city will soon bring a new toddler
playground into the same park.  In August 2011,
thanks to efforts by the Neighborhood
Association, a short but heavily traveled road in
the Valley was resurfaced for the first time in
more than thirty years.  The Neighborhood
Association has also obtained federal funds to
extend and repair sidewalks in the Valley.  And

Lacking the resources to fund
revitalization efforts, residents need to

look outward and make a concerted effort
to develop productive relationships with

the major stakeholders outside the
neighborhood.
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at the urging of the Association, two streets in
the Valley were recently repaved.

As a result of these efforts, the Valley’s physical
environment has improved.  As the 2001 “Park
Whittington Plan” said, “residents want their
neighborhood to look better.  This can only
result from a number of concentrated activities
involving multiple organizations and
individuals.”   Slowly, but perceptibly, Valley
residents, in partnership with other stakeholders,
have begun the process of making their
neighborhood more attractive.  Each project--
whether getting a pothole filled, repairing a
sidewalk or having new playground equipment
installed in a Valley park--brings with it a sense
of pride and accomplishment.  And these
improvements create the perception that Valley
residents--and the city as a whole--are invested
in the neighborhood’s future and want it to
thrive.  

Finally, the 2001 “Park Whittington Plan” urged
Valley residents to promote their neighborhood
out in the larger Hot Spring community.  Over
the past five years, Valley residents have
pursued a coordinated “charm offensive.” 
Whether through articles in the local newspaper
or on the Association’s website, or through their
fund raising cookbook and greeting cards, the
Neighborhood Association has found inventive
yet low cost ways of publicizing the Valley’s
many amenities and the frequent civic and
cultural events staged throughout the
neighborhood.  Through its “Welcome to the
Valley” efforts, which greets new residents with
a gift bag and information about the
neighborhood, the Association has significantly
expanded its membership.  With nearly seventy
members, the Association now has a large and
diverse pool of talent to aid in the
neighborhood’s ongoing revitalization efforts.

Park Whittington Plan 2013 Amendment Page 11 



 

Challenges In the Neighborhood
Residents of the Whittington Valley want their
neighborhood to be seen in a positive light by
the city as a whole--to no longer be seen as the
ugly stepchild to Hot Springs’ newer, more
modern communities.  An often heard refrain in
the Valley is that some local real estate
professionals neglect or disparage the
neighborhood--thereby reducing the number of
potential home buyers who might want to live
and invest in the Valley.  Some residents also
feel the neighborhood is often overlooked or
forgotten by city officials.  However Valley
residents need to understand that engagement
with the neighborhood’s major stakeholders is
the best, and likely
only, way to promote
and guide
development in the
Valley.  It is both
unreasonable and
foolish to insist that
outside agencies
cater solely to the
wants and desires of
neighborhood
residents.  Recent
outreach efforts by Valley residents have
mitigated some of these issues.

Valley residents overwhelmingly desire a quiet,
stable, single family environment.  While this
may not be fully achievable, it is possible to
provide a good quality of life for residents with
thoughtful and prudent planning.  Being
pragmatic, valley residents recognize that
limited commercial development, concentrated
along Whittington Avenue, will continue to play
an important role in the neighborhood. 
Unfortunately conflicts are likely to occur
whenever commercial uses are in close
proximity to residential homes.  Fortunately
most of the Valley’s existing business
enterprises complement the neighborhood’s

predominantly residential character.  This is
especially true of those businesses catering to
quiet tourist and residential-friendly recreational
activities.  Valley residents also understand that
adaptive reuse is preferable when the alternative
is a shuttered commercial building; unused
structures foster the impression of a
neighborhood in decline and can become
enticements for vandalism and blight.

Nevertheless some conflicts exist.  A repeated
point of contention is the increased vehicle
traffic brought by commercial development. 
The Valley’s residential homeowners are

especially concerned that
large traffic volumes
combined with high
speed may compromise
public safety.  One
solution is to localize
such traffic to the
Valley’s main arterial
roadway and put
mechanisms in place to
reduce vehicle speed. 
Another concern is that

businesses can generate excess noise; however,
the use of buffer zones and limiting hours of
operation can often mitigate this problem.

Valley residents wish to both protect and
promote the Valley’s cultural and historical
assets.  For more than three years Valley
residents worked to create a historic district
within the neighborhood; in January 2013 their
efforts paid off when the district was listed on
the National Register of Historic Places. 
Moving forward additional sites in the Valley
have the potential to be added to the National
Register.  The Arkansas School for Math,
Science and the Arts (ASMAS), the state’s only
publicly-funded residential high school, brings
increased public awareness of the Valley and its

The 2001 “Park Whittington Plan”
identified “...overriding values expressed
consistently by the residents.  At the top of
the list is the desire for a quiet, peaceful

neighborhood.”  This still holds true today.
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amenities.  Also, the school’s student body,
consisting of more than one-hundred of the
state’s top junior and senior high school
students, live in and are a part of the
neighborhood; these students frequently
participate in and consequently enhance the
neighborhood’s cultural life.

Many Valley residents feel a strong connection
with the Hot Springs’ creative and arts
community.  Partly this is because many local
artists live in the Valley--the neighborhood’s
affordable housing being a major enticement. 
However the Valley’s ties to the creative
community includes playing host to a wide
range of cultural events.  Classical musical
performances, open to the public, are staged
several times a year at the Valley’s First
Presbyterian Church.  During the summer
months, the Hot Springs Concert Band offers
free biweekly performances in Whittington
Park; these concerts typically draw six hundred
or more people into the Valley--with their
memorial day concerts attracting a thousand or
more people.  The Valley is also home to an art
gallery, a pottery studio and a non-profit
educational arts cooperative; each of these

institutions is an important and vibrant part of
Hot Spring’s creative community.  Valley
residents are proud of the diversity of cultural
experiences to be found in the neighborhood. 
Most residents would like to see more arts and
educational events occurring in the Valley.

Valley residents are concerned about the
neighborhood’s existing housing stock.  They
know that the recent flurry of new home
construction has passed; the building of some
fifty single-family residences during the
previous decade was an aberration.  Lacking
special inducements or unforeseen
circumstances, the construction of new housing
in the Valley will henceforth be slow in coming. 
They recognize that the vast majority of the
Valley’s existing single-family homes are at
least forty years of age and successful
revitalization of the neighborhood will require
maintaining and, in many instances,
rehabilitating these older homes.  Valley
residents are also concerned about the number
of vacant housing units in the neighborhood. 
Such properties are often poorly maintained and
can foster a negative impression for the
neighborhood as a whole.

Throughout the late 1800's and early 1900's, various bands--including the Knights of Pythias Band, the Old Fellows Brass Band, the
Ledgerwood Band, and the Woodmen of the World Band--thrilled audiences with concerts in Whittington Park.  This tradition continues

today with the Hot Springs Concert Band’s free summer performances in the park.  Staged under the park’s expansive magnolia trees, the
Band kicks off their summer series each Memorial Day with a rousing concert and continues performing bi-weekly through Labor Day.
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The Park Whittington Plan 2013 Amendment: The Whittington Valley
Part Three: The Plan

Vision and Guiding Principles
Residents of the Whittington Valley consistently
articulate three goals for their neighborhood. 
First and foremost they desire a quiet, peaceful
neighborhood.  Secondly they want the Valley
to look better.  Finally, they want to make their
neighborhood a source of pride for the entire
city.
  
From these goals, a common vision for the
neighborhood has emerged: “The Whittington
Valley is a largely residential community with
historic charm, abundant green spaces and
numerous parks; commercial development in
the neighborhood is located along Whittington
Avenue--the Valley’s
major arterial roadway--
and is primarily focused
on quiet tourist and
residential-friendly
recreational activities.”

This vision statement for
the Whittington Valley is
first and foremost a
statement of fact: it
accurately captures the
major defining
characteristics of the neighborhood as they
currently exist.  But this statement is also
forward-looking; it provides guidance on future
redevelopment in the Valley.  This vision
statement makes clear that there will be no
wholesale attempt to remake the neighborhood
into something completely different.  Rather
Valley residents intend to build upon existing
trends in the neighborhood and support those
revitalization projects consistent with their
vision for neighborhood.  They also recognize
the need to pursue practical redevelopment
strategies--an approach that significantly

increases their likely success in improving and
revitalizing their neighborhood.

The guiding principles to implementing this
vision are as follows:

- Valley residents need to actively engage with
outside groups/stakeholders.  Valley residents
are uniquely positioned to understand the
challenges in their neighborhood since they
confront such challenges daily.  However acting
alone they lack the resources necessary to bring
about successful neighborhood revitalization. 
To succeed, revitalization projects must appeal

to people both inside and
outside the neighborhood. 
Since publicly-funded projects
must have the support of
decision-makers who are
accountable to voters outside
the neighborhood, it is critical
to promote projects that will
garner broad public support in
the larger Hot Springs
community.

- Revitalization efforts must be
built upon the existing attributes and strengths
of the neighborhood.  Whenever possible,
focusing revitalization efforts on existing public
amenities will reduce project costs; also is it far
easier to obtain public funding to repair or
improve an existing amenity.  Private parties are
more likely to invest in the Valley when the
existing amenities are well maintained--the key
is to use the neighborhood’s existing assets as a
springboard for additional redevelopment.

- Valley residents must be pragmatic in

Valley residents are practical;
they do not want to remake their

neighborhood into something
completely different.  Rather they

want to build upon existing
amenities and development trends

in the neighborhood.
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promoting redevelopment.   Funding for
revitalization projects will almost exclusively
come from outside the neighborhood.  Public
funding will be limited and sporadic.  Valley
residents need to accept phased development on
larger public projects.  Private parties always
have the option of investing elsewhere;
therefore Valley residents must be flexible when
encouraging private investment consistent with
their vision for the neighborhood.

- Public resources are limited and must be
concentrated on a few projects at a time. 
Revitalization of the neighborhood will not be
financed solely from public monies.  Private
investors will play an important role in
revitalizing the neighborhood.  The initial focus
should be on highly visible projects--those with
the greatest immediate impact.

- Although lacking significant financial
resources, the neighborhood residents can
nevertheless guide and assist redevelopment in
the Valley.  Valley residents are highly effective
advocates for those projects consistent with
their vision for the neighborhood.  They have
numerous contacts with public agencies and can
help private investors navigate the municipal
regulatory bureaucracy.  They also have
extensive marketing expertise and can
effectively promote Valley projects out in the
larger Hot Springs community.

- Redevelopment efforts need to extend beyond
just “brick and mortar” efforts.  Valley
residents recognize that revitalization efforts
will be strongly impacted by how outsiders view
the neighborhood.   If city residents perceive the
Valley as crime-ridden and “in serious decline,”
it will be very difficult to direct scarce public
resources into the neighborhood.  Similarly,
such perceptions will discourage private
investment in the neighborhood.   Valley
residents must promote the neighborhood and its

amenities to those outside the Valley--
“preaching to the choir” will be of no benefit.
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The Goals of Neighborhood Revitalization
With the foregoing principles and facts in mind,
Valley residents have identified the following
goals as critical to bringing to fruition their
vision for the neighborhood:
       
Goal One:  A neighborhood with an attractive
physical appearance; a neighborhood that is
safe and stable; a place that is desirable to
visit.  Ways of achieving this goal include:
- Properties are well maintained.
- Existing public amenities such as parks and

sidewalks are clean and attractive and used
by residents.

- Routine maintenance of
streets and other public
assets is completed
quickly and efficiently.

- Public infrastructure such
as wastewater and
storm drains operate
effectively to promote
public health and
safety. 

- Traffic operates at a
speed compatible with
quiet residential living.

- Existing streets,
particularly
Whittington Avenue, effectively balance the
demands of pedestrian, bicycle and vehicle
traffic.

- Neighborhood stability and safety is a priority.
- Neighborhood residents support and aid code

enforcement efforts. 
- Nuisance abatement is pursued when

appropriate.
- Rehabilitation of substandard buildings is

encouraged.
- The neighborhood promotes restoration of the

Valley’s historical buildings/assets.

Goal Two:  A neighborhood with residential
areas that promote a good quality of life; a

neighborhood in which people want to raise a
family.  Ways to achieve this goal:
- Stability of the residential housing stock

becomes and remains the primary criteria
when evaluating development proposals.

- No rezoning of residential areas except as part
of a defined development plan that furthers
the goals of the 2001 “Park Whittington
Plan” or this amendment.

- Conventional single-family housing is to be
emphasized.

- Promote a healthy balance between renter and
owner-occupied housing.
- Create incentives that

encourage in-fill residential
construction.

- Discourage commercial
intrusions into residentially
zoned areas.

- Promote buffers between
commercial and residential
areas.

Goal Three: A neighborhood
with successful and attractive
businesses.  Ways to achieve
this goal include:
- Recognize that adaptive reuse

of commercial property is
preferable to a shuttered
building.

- Repurpose existing vacant commercial
buildings and land along Whittington
Avenue.

- Encourage commercial developments with
limited hours of operation.

- Encourage business enterprises consistent with
the area’s largely residential aesthetic.

- Allow for the expansion of existing businesses
that complement the area’s residential
character.

- New commercial developments will be of a
size and scale compatible with quiet

Neighborhood revitalization is
a proactive process.  It is all too
common for residents to merely

respond as events arise. 
Successful revitalization requires
stakeholders to look forward and
pursue projects that improve the

community rather than merely
reacting to halt unwanted

developments.  
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residential living.
- Support and encourage neighborhood-oriented

commercial endeavors.

Goal Four:  A neighborhood with a positive
image; a neighborhood that is an asset to the
city as a whole.  Ways to achieve this goal
include:
- Neighborhood residents support and encourage

investment by outside groups and
individuals consistent with the
neighborhood’s largely residential character.

- Pursue historic designation for qualified sites
and buildings.

- Promote productive relationships with
government agencies, public officials and
outside stakeholders.

- Publicize cultural and
artistic events in the
neighborhood.

- Publicize new projects
and developments in
the neighborhood.

- Have an active
Neighborhood
Association that is
supportive of other
organizations in the
neighborhood.

- Promote a strong and
positive
neighborhood
identity through
ongoing publicity efforts.

- Recognize the importance of looking outward;
residents engage with others outside the
neighborhood.

If revitalization efforts in the Whittington
Valley are to succeed, the aforementioned goals
must be translated into action.  This often
proves difficult for residential stakeholders in
the community.  For while residents are the
most heavily invested in the revitalization

process and may urgently want to improve their
neighborhood, they often possess limited
resources.  Urban planning and neighborhood
revitalization is a complex and time consuming
process requiring technical expertise and the
ability to respond to emerging opportunities. 
Residential homeowners rarely have the skills
necessary to successfully guide and promote
redevelopment in their neighborhood.

The 2001 “Park Whittington Plan” contained a
specific list of large-scale projects intended to
revitalize both Park Avenue and the Whittington
Valley.  These included: creation of a four mile
long system of linked walking trails; a proposal
for a new park between the two neighborhoods;
redesign of major arterial roadways;

implementation of a zoning
overlay district to promote
revitalization; creation of a
land-bank program to
prompt redevelopment; and
implementation of an
extensive landscaping
program.  Yet in the twelve
years since the “Park
Whittington Plan” was first
written, none of these
projects have been
completed, let alone started.

Neighborhood residents,
while initially enthusiastic

to implement these projects, lacked the ability
and resources to carry out such large scale
endeavors. And while desiring to see such
improvements in their neighborhood, residents
soon fell into the trap of reacting to events
rather than leading a pro-active urban renewal
process.  Consequently the 2001 “Park
Whittington Plan,” while a potentially useful
guidebook on how best to revitalize the
neighborhood, quickly came to be seen as
unworkable, overly complicated and unrealistic. 

When first starting, neighborhood
residents are likely to have the

greatest success completing
revitalization projects in partnership
with city and county departments. 
Local agencies are the government

entities least bound by a bureaucratic
mindset--and closer proximity allows

for greater personal interaction.
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Moreover since the major projects proposed in
the plan never came into being, residents largely
abandoned efforts to implement any of the
plan’s smaller projects--projects such as
publicizing neighborhood accomplishments or
conducting tours for local real estate
professionals.  The lack of visible progress
discouraged many residents.  Some lost interest
in any coordinated revitalization effort while
others came to accept that it was simply not
possible to improve the neighborhood in any
meaningful way.  The 2001 “Park Whittington
Plan” was quickly and unceremoniously
forgotten.

To support the goals and objectives listed above,
it is necessary to have policies in place that
complement the revitalization effort.  Such
policies are statements of intent; they guide
individual decisions that must be made as
neighborhood redevelopment progresses.  The
following policies support the goals and
objectives of revitalizing the Whittington
Valley:

- Neighborhood stability and safety will take
precedence over the unnecessary movement
of vehicle traffic.

- Vehicle traffic for commercial developments
will use the neighborhood’s major arterial
roadway, Whittington Avenue; commercial
developments shall not use the Valley’s side
streets for ingress or egress.

- New developments will conform to the
Park/Whittington Plan and/or this
Amendment.

- Transportation planning in the neighborhood
will explicitly incorporate pedestrian and
bicycle travel, not just motorized vehicles.

- Commercial intrusions into residential areas is

to be minimized and buffers will be placed
between commercial and residential areas.
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A New Plan For 2013: Focus on Results
The 2001 “Park Whittington Plan” had
something of a split personality.  For example,
the plan stated that redevelopment efforts in the
neighborhood should focus on modest,
achievable projects yet the plan also contained a
list of expensive large-scale revitalization
projects.  The plan assumed neighborhood
residents would be the driving force behind
redevelopment efforts but then advanced a list
of revitalization projects far beyond the abilities
of the residents to either manage or complete. 
The plan recognized that public funding would
be very limited yet it proposed constructing four
miles of walking trails, a
radical redesign of arterial
roadways and building a
new public park--all very
costly projects.

The 2001 “Park
Whittington Plan” relied
upon two assumptions for
its success.  First, the
authors of the plan--those
with the technical
expertise in urban
planning and design--
assumed neighborhood
residents would, in time,
become de facto urban
planners: that the
enthusiasm of the
residents would be sufficient to overcome their
lack of technical expertise and their limited
financial resources.  Secondly, the neighborhood
residents (who had played a major role in
formulating the conceptual underpinnings of the
plan) assumed that the plan’s large-scale
redevelopment projects--projects which were far
beyond the residents’ abilities to complete--
would nevertheless be quickly completed (how
and by whom was never specified); and once in
place, the new walking trails, public park and

redesigned streets would prompt further
revitalization of the neighborhood.

By promoting large-scale, publicly-funded
projects as central to the revitalization effort, the
2001 “Park Whittington Plan” fostered
unrealistic expectations among neighborhood
residents.  The 2001 plan allowed residents to
incorrectly believe that they could withdraw
from the process because others would
henceforth lead the redevelopment effort--a fatal
assumption since replacement leadership did not
exist.  This amendment seeks to avoid this

failing.

As recent history shows, the
fate of revitalization efforts in
the Whittington Valley rests
entirely in the hands of
neighborhood residents.  They
are far and above the single
most important group in this
process.  The key is to keep
them motivated and engaged. 
Consequently this amendment
avoids presenting a long list of
publicly-funded large-scale
“brick and mortar” projects
intended to remake the
neighborhood.  The pitfalls of
doing so have already been
explained.  Instead, this

amendment proposes putting in place a process
that both empowers and compels Valley
residents into taking the lead role in revitalizing
their neighborhood.

To this end, Valley residents shall develop and
begin implementing a list of specific
revitalization projects for their neighborhood.  
Projects included on the “Whittington Valley’s
Community Development Program” shall abide
by the following rules:

Revitalization is a process. 
Envision an ever-expanding list of

tasks where, as one project is
completed, another one is added to
the list.  Initially a neighborhood
should think small, e.g. filling pot
holes, trimming brush, publicizing
happenings in the neighborhood. 
Over time, with more experience,
residents can tackle larger and

more ambitious projects.
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1.  Foremost, only those projects Valley
residents believe they can complete
themselves (or can play a significant role
in guiding to completion) are to be
included on the list.

2. The list of projects will be updated
regularly; when a new redevelopment
opportunity arises, it will be added to the
list.

3. To be included on the list, a project must
advance at least one of the revitalization
goals articulated in this document.  Such
goals will be
explicitly identified. 
The best, most
efficient means of
completing the project
will be identified.

4. Where a project
requires outside or
public funding, the
funding source will be
identified along with
specific budgetary
figures.

5. Where a project requires interaction with
governmental or other outside parties, the
parties will be identified.

6. Project time lines and/or estimated
completion dates will be provided.

7. When appropriate, larger projects will be
phased or divided into smaller mini-
projects.

8. Only projects with broad support among
Valley residents are to be included on the
list.

9. Once completed or finished, a project will
be moved to the “Completed” section of the
list.  

10. Problems or difficulties with a particular
project will be analyzed and if necessary the
project will be re-programmed.  Regular
updates will be provided to Valley residents
and other interested parties. 

Valley residents should not obsess over creating
an “exhaustive” list of every possible project
that might, in a perfect world, be useful in
revitalizing the Whittington Valley; rather their

attention should be focused
upon completing projects. 
No other measurement of
success is needed or
necessary.  

This singular emphasis on
completing projects has
several benefits.  First, this
process places Valley
residents at the epicenter of
the revitalization effort--any
pretense that outside parties
might step-in to lead the
redevelopment effort is

stripped away.  And unlike the list of large-scale
publicly-financed revitalization projects
contained in the 2001 “Park Whittington Plan,”
Valley residents will expend their energy only
on those projects they have the skills and
resources to complete, thereby increasing the
likelihood that their labors will produce tangible
results in the neighborhood.  

As specific projects are completed, Valley
residents will garner new skills and abilities;
going forward they can employ their newly-
earned expertise to complete ever more
ambitious projects.  Each success will engender
a sense of accomplishment.  This feeling of

Revitalization efforts need not
focus solely on “brick and mortar”

projects.  Promoting successful
neighborhood businesses and

publicizing popular community
events can positively influence public

perceptions about a community.
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progress, of moving forward, should keep
Valley residents motivated, energized and
invested in the revitalization process--a daunting
task under the best of circumstances.
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Appendix: Census Data

Statistical data presented in this document is
from the 2010 U.S. Census.

For purposes of gathering and analyzing
information about the American populace, the
U.S. Census Bureau employs a variety of
statistical methods and strategies.  One such
strategy is to divide the United States into small
geographically defined units.  This way
information, such as population totals, can be
compared between different areas of the county.

Clearly there already exists defined areas in the
county; an obvious way to geographically divide
the county is by state boundaries.  And in many
instances, these politically-defined divisions are
useful when analyzing population data and
trends.  For example, when apportioning the 435
seats in the U.S. House of Representatives,
population comparisons are made between the
states; those states with very large populations,
such as California, are awarded more seats in
the House of Representatives (53) while states
with very small populations, such as Alaska,
Montana and Vermont, are awarded only one
seat.

There are other times, however, when it is
useful to divide the county into smaller
geographic areas.  Again, city and county
boundaries can be employed to provide
comparisons when seeking information about
different cities, for example, when comparing
the population density of Los Angeles (7,544.6
people per square mile) to Yuma, Arizona
(726.8 people per square mile).   But what if you
need information about two different
neighborhoods in the same city?  Fortunately the
Census divides the county into very small
geographical units--over eight million such
small units--called “census blocks.”  In cities
and urban areas, the borders of a census block

are usually roads; in less developed areas, their
boundaries may be a geographic feature like a
river.  In dense metropolitan areas, a census
block may correspond to an actual city block,
but in rural areas a census block may be much
larger.  The population of a census block can
vary widely.  There are nearly 3 million census
blocks with a zero population.  Other census
blocks, those in densely populated urban areas,
might encompass large apartment complexes
with hundreds of residents.

The Census Bureau combines contiguous
“census blocks” into larger groupings (called,
not surprisingly, “census block groups”).  Each
census block group generally contains between
600 to 3,000 people--although are exceptions to
this rule.  Typically a census block group is
made up of around 39 census blocks--although,
again, there are exceptions to this rule.

Using a select set of census blocks--those falling
within the boundaries of the Whittington
Valley--it is possible to generate statistical and
demographic information about the Valley’s
residents.  The U.S. Census collects a wide
variety of data on the American population, 
including age, gender, ethnicity and types of
residences a person occupies (a home or an
apartment, etc.).

The tables on the following pages list the census
tracts in the Whittington Valley and the
demographic data for each tract.  Consequently
this information provides a statistical snapshot
of the Valley and its residents.
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Whittington Valley Population Data   Source 2010 U.S. Census

Census Block Population Male Female Median Age

10800-1-17
10800-1-18
10800-1-20
10800-1-33
10800-1-35
10800-1-36
10800-1-37
10800-1-38
10800-1-39
10800-1-40
10800-1-41
10800-1-45
10800-1-46
10800-1-47
10800-1-48
10800-1-49
10800-1-50
10800-1-51
10800-1-52
10800-1-53
10800-1-54
10800-1-55
10800-1-58
10800-1-59
10800-1-60
10800-1-61
10800-2-02
10800-2-04
10800-2-06
10800-2-07
10800-2-08
10800-2-09
10800-2-10
10800-2-12
10800-2-13
10800-2-14
10800-2-15
10800-2-16
10800-2-17
10800-2-18
10800-2-28
10800-2-29
10800-2-30
10800-2-31
10800-2-32
10800-2-33
10800-2-34
10800-2-35
10800-2-36
10800-2-37
10800-2-38

17
 27
163
40
18

103
4

22
19
2

199
36
17
16
22
37
23
0

15
0
0
0
7
7

17
0
0
0
4

11
5

13
36
4
7
9

10
2
3

21
21
6

22
29
11
1
0
0
0
8
7

11
14
75
17
10
50
4
9
8
2

81
17
8

10
12
13
11
0
8
0
0
0
4
5

12
0
0
0
2
4
3
6

19
2
1
4
6
1
2

11
7
3

11
16
8
1
0
0
0
6
4

10
13
88
23
8

53
0

13
11
0

118
19
9
6

10
24
12
0
7
0
0
0
3
2
5
0
0
0
2
7
5
7

17
2
6
5
4
1
1

10
14
3

11
13
3
0
0
0
0
2
3

54.8
51.4
25.8
24

40.5
32.9
24
50

49.3
-

17.7
47

32.5
-

52
20.5
18.5

-
42.5

-
-
-
-
-

50.2
-
-
-

35.5
56.5
23.5

-
32
-

55.5
42.5
52
-
-

60.8
58.8

-
24

37.5
50.5

-
-
-
-
-
-

TOTAL 1,045 498 547 32.6
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Whittington Valley Population Ethnicity Data   Source 2010 U.S. Census

Census Block W hite

African

American Hispanic Asian

American

Native

Other/ 

M ulti-Racial

10800-1-17

10800-1-18

10800-1-20

10800-1-33

10800-1-35

10800-1-36

10800-1-37

10800-1-38

10800-1-39

10800-1-40

10800-1-41

10800-1-45

10800-1-46

10800-1-47

10800-1-48

10800-1-49

10800-1-50

10800-1-51

10800-1-52

10800-1-53

10800-1-54

10800-1-55

10800-1-58

10800-1-59

10800-1-60

10800-1-61

10800-2-02

10800-2-04

10800-2-06

10800-2-07

10800-2-08

10800-2-09

10800-2-10

10800-2-12

10800-2-13

10800-2-14

10800-2-15

10800-2-16

10800-2-17

10800-2-18

10800-2-28

10800-2-29

10800-2-30

10800-2-31

10800-2-32

10800-2-33

10800-2-34

10800-2-35

10800-2-36

10800-2-37

10800-2-38

17

26

83

14

6

43

-

-

7

1

155

6

12

14

14

27

9

-

9

-

-

-

-

7

14

-

-

-

-

6

2

1

9

4

7

9

4

2

3

19

19

6

19

12

8

-

-

-

-

6

6

1

1

74

25

12

46

-

19

12

1

21

26

3

2

4

10

14

-

3

-

-

-

7

-

2

-

-

-

4

4

-

12

24

-

-

-

5

-

-

-

2

-

3

2

1

-

-

-

-

2

-

-

-

6

-

1

9

4

-

-

-

2

-

4

2

3

6

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1

-

-

-

-

-

2

-

3

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

3

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

19

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

3

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

2

-

-

-

1

2

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1

-

-

3

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

4

-

-

-

-

-

-

1

3

-

5

-

-

8

-

3

-

-

4

4

2

-

4

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1

-

-

-

-

-

3

-

3

-

-

-

1

-

-

-

-

-

-

10

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

TOTAL 606 342 46 27 9 51

Note: The inclusion of the multi-racial category allows for persons to self-identify as more than one ethnicity. 

Consequently the number of persons by ethnicity (1,081) is greater than the Valley’s total population (1,045) since some

people identified themselves in two or more ethnic categories.
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Whittington Valley Population Age Distribution   Source 2010 U.S. Census

Age In Years

Census Block 0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84 85+
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10800-1-18

10800-1-20

10800-1-33

10800-1-35

10800-1-36

10800-1-37
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TOTAL 48 53 40 246 90 94 90 111 99 62 24 12

Note: Age information is not available for all census tracts.  Consequently the number of persons reporting their age

(count=969) is less than the Valley’s total population (count=1,045).
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Whittington Valley Housing Data   Source 2010 U.S. Census

Census Block Housing Units
Owner

Occupied
Renter

Occupied
Vacant for

Sale
Vacant for

Rent
Vacant

Seasonal
Other Vacant

10800-1-17

10800-1-18

10800-1-20

10800-1-33

10800-1-35

10800-1-36

10800-1-37

10800-1-38

10800-1-39

10800-1-40

10800-1-41

10800-1-45

10800-1-46

10800-1-47

10800-1-48

10800-1-49

10800-1-50

10800-1-51

10800-1-52

10800-1-53

10800-1-54

10800-1-55

10800-1-58

10800-1-59

10800-1-60

10800-1-61

10800-2-02

10800-2-04

10800-2-06

10800-2-07

10800-2-08

10800-2-09

10800-2-10

10800-2-12

10800-2-13

10800-2-14

10800-2-15

10800-2-16

10800-2-17

10800-2-18

10800-2-28

10800-2-29

10800-2-30

10800-2-31

10800-2-32

10800-2-33

10800-2-34

10800-2-35

10800-2-36

10800-2-37

10800-2-38
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0

0
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0

0
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0

0
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-
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0
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0

0

0
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0

0
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0
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-
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-
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0
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1

0

0

-
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-

0

0

0

0

1

0

0

4
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2
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3

0
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1

0

2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0
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0

0

0

1

5

0

0
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0
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1
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0
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TOTAL 494 186 212 7 32 7 35
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