ANCE relating to funding for housing and community
development programs, adopting the City of Seattle 2014 —-2017
Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development and
authorizing its submission to the United States Department of
Housing and Urban Development; authorizing acceptance of grant
funds from that department for programs and activities included in
that plan; amending Ordinance 124349, which adopted the 2014
Budget; amending the 2012 Annual Action Plan to reallocate funds
between activities; increasing appropriations to various departments
and budget control levels, and from various funds in the Budget; and
ratifying and confirming prior acts, all by a three-fourths vote of the
City Council.

;Cuouncil: Bill/Ordinance sponsored by: %C @»*

The City of Seattle - Legislative Department

Commiﬂee Action:

Date | Recommendation ; Vote

L-§1y  Peaz=> =2

This file is complete and ready for presentation to Full Council.

Full Council Action:

Date  Decision Vote

,@\q\w  Passed
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CITY OF SEATTLE
ORDINANCE 1449

COUNCILBILL | 150}

AN ORDINANCE relating to funding for housing and community development programs; -
adopting the City of Seattle 2014 — 2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community
Development and authorizing its submission to the United States Department of Housing
and Urban Development; authorizing acceptance of grant funds from that department for
programs and activities included in that plan; amending Ordinance 124349, which
adopted the 2014 Budget; amending the 2012 Annual Allocation Plan component of the
2012 Update to the prior Consolidated Plan, as previously amended by Ordinance
123886, to reallocate federal HOME funds between activities; increasing appropriations
to various departments and budget control levels, and from various funds in the Budget;
and ratifying and confirming prior acts, all by a three-fourths vote of the City Council.

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”) has
required local jurisdictions seeking certain federal assistance to develop a Consolidated
Plan for Housing and Community Development to bring together the principal housing
and community development planning documents and the applications for four federal
grant programs, including the Community Development Block Grant (“CDBG”), HOME
Investment Partnerships, Emergency Solutions Grant Program (“ESGP”) and Housing
Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (“HOPWA?”), in one document; and

WHEREAS, the Mayor has proposed the 2014 - 2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing and
" Community Development (“the Plan”), including the 2014 Annual Action Plan, and has
requested that the City Council adopt the Plan and authorize its submission to HUD; and .

WHEREAS, a preliminary version of the Plan was released for public review and comment in
the Fall of 2013; and

WHEREAS, the Plan was developed with input from a number of publicly-vetted needs
assessments and policy documents, and the Plan has been available for public review and
comment for thirty (30) days prior to submittal to HUD; and

WHEREAS, the Plan summarizes Seattle’s affordable housing and community development
needs and identifies the City’s strategies to partially address those needs using funds from|

HUD;

WHEREAS, the grant awards that have been announced from HUD for the 2014 CDBG,
HOME, HOPWA and ESGP programs differ from the authorization levels for these
grants made in the 2014 Adopted Budget, necessitating adjustments to those
authorization levels; and ’

Form Last Revised: January 16, 2013 1
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WHEREAS, HOME funds allocated to certain homeownership programs under the 2012 Annual
Allocation Plan component of the 2012 Update to the 2009-2012 Consolidated Plan (part
of the 2012 Annual Action Plan), as previously amended, have not yet been expended;
and ,

WHEREAS, HUD requires HOME funds to be expended within a certain time period, and the

Office of Housing has identified viable affordable multifamily housing projects to which
unexpended 2012 HOME funds can be committed;

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF SEATTLE AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Seattle City Council hereby adopts the 2014 - 2017 Consolidated Plan for
Housing and Community Development, attached hereto as Attachment 1 (the “Plan”).

Section 2. The Mayor and the Director of Human Services (“the Director”) and their
designees are hereby authorized to submit the adopted 2014 - 2017 Consolidated Plan for
Housing and Community Development, to gether with any necessary supplementary material, to
the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”) as the application
by the City for financial assistance under certain HUD programs; fo represent the City in seeking
HUD approval of the Plan; to make and submit to HUD such modifications to the Plan as HUD
may require, provided that no substantial policy changes are involved; and to sign and deliver on
behalf of the City such assurances and certifications as may be necessary to obtain HUD
approval. The Director is further authorized to make such technical and conforming changes to
the Plan as may be deemed reasonably necessary, and to amend the Plan, if necessary or
appropriate under federal regulations, to reflect funding of specific activities, final appropriations
in any Adopted Budget or amendments to an Adopted Budget, or changes in activities that are

consistent with the policies and priorities established in the Plan. Any substantial amendment as

Form Last Revised: January 16, 2013 ‘ 2
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defined by the Citizen Participation Plan of the Consolidated Plan shall require approval by the
Council by ordinance or resolution.

Section 3. The allocations set forth in the Plan do not constitute appropriations and are
not final decisions to undertake any proj ect or to award any subgrant or contract. The authority
of the respective City departments and offices to implement the activities set forth in the 2014
Annual Action Plan is subject to sufficient appropriations in the City of Seattle 2014 Adopted
Budget, as amended by this ordinance, of in any separate ordinance. Implementation of any
specific project or program is also subject to a final determination by the appropriate office or
departmenf after completion of any necessary review under environmental and related laws. No
part of the Plan is intended to confer any legal rights or entitlements on any persons, groups or
entities.

Section 4. The Mayor or his designee is authorized to execute, deliver and perform for
and on behalf of The City of Seattle such agreements as are reasonably necessary to accept

financial assistance from HUD for the following grant programs up to the maximum amounts

listed below:
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) $9,355,961
HOME Investment Partnership (HOME) | $2,666,931
Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) $1,779,598
Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) $780,457

CDBG funds, when received, shall be deposited into the CDBG Main Fund (17810).
HOME funds, when ‘received, shall be deposited into the HOME Subfund of the Low-Income
Housing Fund (16490). HOPWA and ESG funds, when received, shall be deposited into the

Form Last Revised: January 16, 2013 3
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Human Services Operating Fund (16200). The Mayor or his designee is further authorized to

execute and deliver such other documents relating to the agreements as may be required.

Section 5. The appropriations for the following items in the 2014 Adopted Budget,

which was enacted by Ordinance 124349, are increased for the funds shown, as follows:

Item | Fund Name and | Department Budget Control Level Amount
Number.

51 |Lowlncome | Xecufive {;&ﬁi’;}’;ﬁfﬁwsmg $164,755
Housing
Fund(16400)

52 | CDBG Main Human Services CDBG — Human © $551,822 |
Fund (17810) Department Services (6HSD10)

53 Human Services | Human Services Transitional Living and $177,480

| Operating Fund | Department Support (H30ET)

(16200)

Unspent funds so appropriated shall carry forward to subsequent fiscal years until they are
exhausted or abandoned by ordinance. In accordance with RCW 35.32A.060, the foregoing
appropriations are made to meet actual necessary expenditures of the City for which insufficient
appropriations have been made due to causes which could not reasonably have been foreseen at
the time of the making of the 2014 Budget.

Section 6. Execution of the agreements authorized in Section 2 hereof, and other acts
pursuant to the authority and prior to the effective date of this ordinance, are hereby ratified and
confirmed.

Section 7. The allocatiéns of HOME funds to certain activities in the 2012 Annual
Allocation Plan component of the 2012 Update to the 2009-2012 Consolidated Plan, as such

Form Last Revised: January 16, 2013 4
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allocations Were previously amended by Ordinance 123886, are further amended as identified in
Attachment 2.

Section 8. This ordinance shall take effect and be in force 30 days after its approval by
the Mayor, but if nbt approved and returned by the Mayor within ten days after presentation, it
shall take effect as provided by Seattle Municipal Code Section 1.04.020. |

Passed by a three-fourths (3/4) vote of all the members of the City Council the i
day of Siﬁ Ne ‘ , 2014, and signed by me in open session in authentication

o4 ,
of its passage this [}t o day of TS une , 2014,

President % of the City Council

) .
Approved by me this / J day of D U w & , 2014,

foSE A=

Edward B. Murray, Mayor

Filed by me this \ 3 day of U ,2014.

/ ]
ﬁ%%/ ’ 2

Monica Martinez Simmons, City Clerk

(Seal)

Attachment 1: 2014 — 2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development
Attachment 2: Amendment to 2012 HOME Allocations
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ATTACHMENT 1

PROPOSED 2014 — 2017 CONSOLIDATED PLAN FOR HOUSING
AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

FOR THE CITY OF SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

Note on formatting

The US Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires recipients of their Consolidated
Plan funds to submit the Consolidated Plan electronically, using a template prescribed by HUD. The

following Plan is the downloaded version of that electronic template.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)




Executive Summary

ES-05 Executive Summary - 24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)

1. Introduction

The 2014 - 2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development provides the US
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) with information on the City of Seattle's
intended uses of funds from four of HUD's programs:

e Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)

* - Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)

¢ Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)
¢ HOME Investment Partnership (HOME)

Through a review of housing market, community development, homeless needs, and economic
development data and our evaluation of past performance in Consolidated Plan-funded programs, we
have concluded that our existing strategies for the use of these funds are still sound and should
continue, with refinements. As such, our priorities for these four funds will continue to be

* Support the delivery of emergency shelter and related services for homeless persons and
families
¢ Develop and preserve affordable rental and ownership housing
~®  Support low- and moderate-income neighborhoods, businesses and business districts with
infrastructure and economic development assistance
e Support job training activities as part of an anti-poverty strategy

This last priority appeared in the 2013 Action Plan and responds to the need to ensure lower-income ‘
persons are provided the best opportunities to enhance their economic potential.

2. Summary of the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan Needs Assessment
Overview

The objectives of our Consolidated Plan funding are to support low- and moderate-income Seattle
residents individually (as with homeless shelters) and through business district and neighborhood
improvements (as with park improvements). The planned outcomes include the provision of basic
shelter for the most vulnerable, employment skills development, thriving small businesses and business
districts, and enhanced physical environments for low- and moderate-income neighborhoods.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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3. Evaluation of past performance

A review of past consolidated annual performance and evaluation reports reveals a strong record of
performance in the use of the Consolidated Plan funds. For instance, in calendar year 2012, in
combination with leveraged funds, over 500 new rent-restricted units of rental housing received
financial commitments from the City and are currently under development or have been completed.
Twenty-one small business loans were committed and 19 business districts received financial and
technical support from the City. Over 1,300 families and individuals received homelessness prevention
assistance, and 771 homeless households were moved into transitional or permanent housing.

4, Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process

Drafts of the Consolidated Plan were made available for public review on two occasions prior to formal
consideration and adoption by the City. A preliminary draft was made available on August 28, 2013 via
ah announcement in the City’s journal of record, the Daily Journal of Commerce; and via the City's
Human Services website. A second draft was made available in April of 2014, Public hearings were held
on September 11, 2013, and April XX, 2014.

Many components of the Consolidated Plan were built on prior plans and strategies generated by the
Human Services Department (for instance, the Communities Supporting Safe and Stable Housing Plan,
the Seattle Housing Levy Administration and Finance Plan, the 2012 — 2015 Area Plan on Aging, Seattle
Housing Authority’s 2011 — 2015 Strategic Plan). Each of these “feeder” plans contain their own public
input and comment process.

5. Summary of public comments

No comments were received.

6. Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them
N/A
7. Summary

The bulk of public comment and input to this Consolidated Plan come via the processes incorporated
into the various plans used to feed the strategies and data in this Plan.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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The Process

PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.200(b)

1. Describe agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those
responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source

The following are the agencies/entities responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and
those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.

Agency Role Name Department/Agency
Lead Agency SEATTLE
CDBG Administrator SEATTLE ’ Human Services Department
HOPWA Administrator SEATTLE Human Services Department
HOME Administrator SEATTLE ‘Office of Housing
ESG Administrator SEATTLE . Human Services Department
HOPWA-C Administrator

Table 1 — Responsible Agencies
Narrative

The City of Seattle, Human Services Department, CDBG Administration Unit, is the lead agency for the
development of the Consolidated Plan and the administration and management of Community
Development Block Grant, Emergency Solutions Grant, and Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS
funding, The City's Office of Housing is the lead agency for the administration and management of the
HOME Investment Partnership program.

The Consolidated Plan funds are allocated to several City departments for implementation of programs
benefitting low- and moderate-income clients and other eligible populations. The Human Services
Department utilizes CDBG, ESG, and HOPWA funds to provide public services for homeless and low- and
moderate-income persons, for employment training support services to eligible clients, and for minor
home repair services to low- and moderate-income homeowners. The Office of Housing (OH) uses CDBG
and HOME funds to provide for the preservation and development of affordable housing, assistance to
qualifying homeowners in need of home repairs, and assistance benefiting qualifying homebuyers. The
Office of Economic Development (OED) uses CDBG funding to promote neighborhood business
development, revitalization, and workforce development, and to support small and microenterprise
business assistance. The Department of Parks and Recreation uses CDBG funds to improve parks
facilities serving low- and moderate-income areas of the City and to improve accessibility of
neighborhood parks and facilities for those with mobility impairments, All CDBG-funded projects are
reviewed and monitored by the CDBG Administration Unit for compliance with applicable federal rules
and regulations.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information

Questions concerning the Consolidated Plan may be directed to Michael Look, CDBG Administrator for
the City of Seattle. Mr. Look's phone number is 206-615-1717; his mailing address is P.O. Box 34215,
Seattle, Washington, 98124-4215. Mr. Look may also be reached via e-mail at
michael.look@seattle.gov.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 5
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PR-10 Consultation - 91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(l)

1. Introduction

Provide a concise summary of the jurisdiction’s activities to enhance coordination between
public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health
and service agencies (91.215(1)). '

The Human Services Department, which is responsible for the development of the Consolidated Plan,
touches many areas of housing and human needs. The Department has a core group of planners
consisting of specialists in issues of aging, public health, homelessness and youth and family issues. The
lead planner for the Consolidated Plan is a member of this planning team and taps into the expertise of
the different planners. The lead Consolidated Plan planner also convenes meetings with planning staff in
the Office of Housing and the Seattle Planning Commission. The Seattle Housing Authority also has a
staff person on the core team for the development of the Consolidated Plan.

Describe coordination with the Continuum of Care and efforts to address the needs of
homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with
children, veterans, and unaccompanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness

The lead planner for the Consolidated Plan also is a contributing planner to the continuum of care effort
for the City of Seattle, thus ensuring coordination between the two efforts.

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the jurisdiction's area in
determining how to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards and evaluate
outcomes, and develop funding, policies and procedures for the administration of HMIS

The lead planner for the Consolidated Plan also is a contributing planner to the continuum of care effort
for the City of Seattle, thus ensuring coordination between the two efforts.

2, Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process
and describe the jurisdictions consultations with housing, social service agencies and other
entities

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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1 | Agency/Group/Organization HIV/AIDS Housing Committee
Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing

Services-Persons with HIV/AIDS
Services-homeless .
Services-Health

Service-Fair Housing

Planning organization

Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was addressed Housing Need Assessment

by Consultation? Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless

Non-Homeless Special Needs

HOPWA Strategy
How was the Agency/Group/Organization | Ongoing advisory body for HOPWA and Ryan White for
consulted and what are the anticipated housing and services for low income people with
outcomes of the consultation or areas for | HIV/AIDS. The Committee meets bimonthly to discuss
improved coordination? funding announcements, program coordination on

behalf of clients, resources for special issues such as
aging, new initiatives, and housing access. Better
coordination for housing access and support and were
the main outcomes.

Table 2 — Agencies, groups, organizations who participated

Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting

Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan

Name of Plan Lead Organization How do the goals of your
Strategic Plan overlap with the
goals of each plan?

Continuum of Care

Table 3 — Other local / regional / federal planning efforts
Describe cooperation and coordination with other public entities, including the State and any

adjacent units of general local government, in the implementation of the Consolidated Plan
(91.215(1))

Narrative (optional):

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 7
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Many other organizations and agencies were consulted or provided input into the needs analyses, data
reviews, and barriers and programming options discussed in-this Consolidated Plan. Unfortunately,
issues with the eConPlan software prevents us from listing all of the consulted parties. We have
informed OneCPD about this issue and were not able to obtain a resolution prior to the publication of
this Consolidated Plan. |
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PR-15 Citizen Participation

1. Summary of citizen participation process/Efforts made to broaden citizen participation
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impacted goal-setting

See comments in PR-10.

Citizen Participation Outreach

Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Qutreach Summary of

response/attendance

Summary of
comments received

Summary of comments
not accepted
and reasons

URL (If
applicable)

Consolidated Plan
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Needs Assessment

NA-05 Overview

Needs Assessment Overview

The City of Seattle’s Consolidated Plan seeks to connect people with resources and solutions so that
everyone can live, learn, work, and take part in strong, healthy communities. The Human Services
Department (HSD), Office of Housing (OH), Office of Economic Development (OED), the Parks and
Recreation Department and many other divisions and partners like the Seattle Housing Authority (SHA)
coordinate to advance this goal. ‘

Specifically, HSD contracts with more than 230 community-based human service providers and
administers programs to ensure Seattle residents have food and shelter, productive education and job
opportunities, adequate health care, opportunities to gain social and economic independence and
success,; and many more of life's basic necessities. HSD's Strategic Plan, "Healthy Communities, Healthy
Families,” identifies a set of goals and actions to position HSD to hetter serve clients and strengthen the
City's overall service delivery system. The strategic plan includes four key goals: ‘

o Create a Proactive, Seamless Service System;
e Strengthen and Expand Partnerships;

¢ Engage and Partner with the Community; and
¢ Use Data-Driven Design and Evaluation.

The City of Seattle’s annual budget in 2013 is approximately $4 billion. Of that total, approximately
$148.1 million is set aside for health and human services. The 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan governs
expenditure of approximately $21 million from four federal funds (CDBG/HOME/HOPWA/ESG) that are
part of the resources allocated to meet the needs described in the attached Part 1 and 2 below.

NA Overview Part 1
Housing
Findings from the Planning Commission’s 2011 Housing Seattle report:

e The share of cost-burdened households (i.e., households spending more than 30% of their
income on housing) has increased for low and middle-income households as well as, and for
households overall.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 10
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e Almost two-thirds of households with incomes up to 80% of HUD Area Median Family Income
(HAMFI) are cost-burdened. In general, renters are much more likely to be severely cost-
burdened (that is, to spend more than 50% of their income) than owners, with a majority
severely cost burdened households comprised of renters with extremely low incomes (0-30% of
HAMFI).

o Only about 25 percent of the overall rental housing stock is unaffordable for households whose
income is 50% of HAMFI or less.

e A larger proportion of rental units are affordable for households up to 80% of HAMFI. Only
about 20 percent of market-rate units in large multifamily properties built from 2005 to 2009
were affordable even at 80% of HAMFI.

Further considerations:

o Itis important to note that the analysis performed with the 2005-2009 ACS data looks only at
renter households who reside in Seattle. It doesn’t factor in households who would like to live
in Seattle but who cannot find affordable housing suitable for their household.

e Some of the most concerning statistics from the Planning Commission’s Housing Seattle report
relate to the supply of affordable family-size housing. Housing a greater share of King County’s
families with children is an explicit goal in Seattle’s Comprehensive Plan, but one we are unlikely
to meet without more rental units suitable for families. This is an important consideration for
RS goals as well, since households of color tend to have larger families.

e HUD's affordability standard—that housing is affordable if it requires no more than 30 percent
of household income.

e In reality, the percentage of income that households can afford for housing is likely to vary
depending on how much income the households have.

e The amount that households can affordably spend on housing depends on the amount
households need to spend on other basics. These costs can vary tremendously depending on
household characteristics and household members stage in life.

For a detailed analysis of Seattle’s housing conditions, market trends and impact on housing affordability
see the “Housing Seattle” report by the Seattle Planning Commission (Winter 2011). Also note that the

City of Seattle is updating its 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in 2013. Strategies that
support housing affordability and diversity are always integral to the Comprehensive Plan.

NA Overview Part 2

Homelessness

Seattle/King County’s 10-Year Plan to End Homelessness has served as a guiding effort to coordinate a
system of services across the City and King County that focuses on ending rather than institutionalizing
homelessness. The 2011 Annual Report excerpt below documents both progress and continuing needs

for homeless families and individuals.
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2011 King County-wide Accomplishments:
Creating housing

® 679 Number of homeless housing units opened
* 5,046 Total number of homeless housing units funded through 2011 (53% of our goal of 9,500
units) '

Preventing homelessness and moving people rapidly into housing

* 3,072 People moved to permanent housing from emergency shelter or transitional housing

¢ 930 People moved to permanent housing from service only programs

* 66% Percent reduction in jail days for “high utilizers” of jail or emergency services after Client
Care Coordination placement in supportive housing

But the Need Continues

During the January 2013 Point-In-Time (PIT) count, there were more than 4,693 persons who were
homeless in the City of Seattle. This number included at least 1,989 persons who were unsheltered, and
2,704 persons who were in shelters and transitional housing programs. See NA-40 for more detail.

Individuals and families face a variety of challenges that can place them at greater risk of housing -
instability and homelessness, including mental iliness, chemical dependency, histories of trauma,
domestic violence, disabling health issues, criminal justice system involvement, immigration status, lack
of education, unemployment and financial barriers including credit and landiord histories.

For more detail on the supportive housing needs of other populations, see the plans listed below:

People Living with HIV/AIDS: see HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR PERSONS WITH AIDS Investment Plan
2013-2016 :

Elderly: see 2012-2015 Area Plan on Aging New Partners for New Times

People with disabilities: Based on 2008 - 2012 ACS data, 4.8% of Seattle residents, or just over 27,000,
report "ambulatory difficulties." Overall, 24% report some disability.

Public Housing residents: see Bold Plans in the Face of Uncertainty - 2011 to 2015 Strategic Plan -
Seattle Housing Authority

Immigrants & Refugees: see Immigrant and Refugee Initiative Action Plan

Survivors of Domestic Violence: see the:City’s Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault
Prevention website

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 12
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Persons with substance abuse addictions: see the City's Public Health Initiatives and Funding website

Youth & Young Adult: see a new Comprehensive Plan to End Youth and Young Adult Homelessness in
King County by 2020 is in final draft and anticipated to be completed early in the fall of 2013
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NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment - 24 CFR 91.205 (a,b,c)

Summary of Housing Needs

See NA-05 Overview and link to 2011 Housing Seattle report for details on housing needs.

Demographics Base Year: 2000 Most Recent Year: 2009 % Change
Population 563,374 594,005 5%
Households 270,524 277,014 2%
Median Income $45,736.00 $58,990.00 29%
Table 5 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics
Data Source: 2000 Census (Base Year), 2005-2009 ACS {Most Recent Year)
Number of Households Table
0-30% >30-50% >50-80% | >80-100% | >100%
HAMFI HAMEFI HAMPFI HAMFI HAMEFI
Total Households * 43,665 31,305 42,285 27,790
Small Family Households * 7,235 7,185 9,965 66,730
Large Family Households * 995 1,080 1,395 5,385
Household contains at least one
person 62-74 years of age 6,525 4,095 4,895 2,735 14,055
Household contains at least one _
person age 75 or older 7,065 4,920 4,870 2,685 7,060
Households with one or more
children 6 years old or younger * 3,045 3,200 3,635 20,420
* the highest income category for these family types is >80% HAMFI
Table 6 - Total Households Table
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 14
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Housing Needs Summary Tables

1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

Reriter Owner

0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total | 0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total

AMI .50% 80% 100% AMI 50% 80% 100% ’
' AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Substandard
Housing -
Lacking
complete
plumbing or _
kitchen facilities | 1,850 740 560 300 | 3,450 90 40 60 155 345
Severely ‘
Overcrowded -
With >1.51
people per
room {(and
complete
kitchen and
plurﬁbing) 510 395 285 180 | 1,370 10 10 40 55 115
Overcrowded - '
With 1.01-1.5
people per
room (and none
of the above ‘ , :
problems) 560 410 525 145 | 1,640 10 195 160 65 430
Housing cost
burden greater
than 50% of

income (and
none of the
above 20,76 27,48 15,06
problems) 0| 5045 | 1,515 165 5| 5,200 | 4,310 | 3,430 | 2,120 0

Housing cost
burden greater
than 30% of

| income (and
none of the
above 10,51 26,21 . 12,19
problems) 4,860 0| 8520} 2,325 51 1,350 | 1,745 | 4,670 ( 4,425 0
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 15
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Renter Owner
0-30% | >30- >50- >80- Total 0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total
AMI 50% 80% 100% AMI 50% 80% 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
Zero/negative
Income (and
none of the
above
problems) 1,630 0 0 0| 1,630 500 0 0] 0 500
Table 7 ~ Housing Problems Table

Data 2005-2009 CHAS

Source:

2. Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen

or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

Renter

Owner

0-30%
AMI

>30-
50%
AMI

>50-
80%
AMI

>80-
100%
AMI

Total

0-30%
AMI

>30-
50%
AMI

>50-
80%
AMI

>80-
100%
AMI

Total

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

Having 1 or
more of four
housing
problems

23,680

6,590

2,880

- 790

33,940

5,305

4,555

3,685

2,400

15,945

Having none
of four
housing
problems

10,400

15,230

24,785

14,635

65,050

2,150

4,930

10,935

9,965

27,980

Household
has negative
income, but
none of the
other housing
problems

1,630

0

0

1,630

500

500

Data 2005-2009 CHAS

Source:
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Renter Households with 2 1 of 4 Severe
Housing Problems
0-30% »30-50% | »50-B0% | »B0O-100%
AN ANl AMI aMi
71% 20% 10% 5%
Owner Households with 2 1 of 4 Severe
Houslng Problems
0-30% | >30-50% | >50-80% | >B0-100%
AMI AR A AMI
675% 48% 25% 19%

% Renter HH with Severe Hsg Probs

3. Cost Burden > 30%

. Renter Owner
0-30% >30-50% | >50-80% Total 0-30% >30-50% | >50-80% Total
AMI AMI AMI AMI AmI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 5,170 3,325 1,995 10,490 1,065 1,825 2,740 5,630
Large Related 705 325 90 1,120 79 430 640 1,149
Elderly 5,650 2,420 1,290 9,360 3,425 2,400 1,800 7,625
Other 16,245 10,245 6,835 33,325 2,075 1,575 3,060 6,710
Total need by 27,770 | 16,315 10,210 54,295 6,644 6,230 8,240 21,114
income
Table 9 — Cost Burden > 30%
Data 2005-2009 CHAS
Source:
4. Cost Burden > 50%
Renter Owner
0-30% >30-50% | >50-80% Total 0-30% >30-50% | >50-80% Total
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI ’
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 3,865 1,035 195 5,095 990 1,615 1,255 3,860
Large Related 595 155 0 750 75 380 275 730
Elderly 3,400 935 455 4,790 2,345 1,185 645 4,175
Other 14,325 3,180 935 18,440 1,890 1,290 1,310 4,490
Total need by 22,185 5,305 1,585 29,075 5,300 4,470 3,485 13,255
income
Table 10 — Cost Burden > 50%

Data 2005-2009 CHAS
Source:

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 17
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5. Crowding (More than one person per room)

Renter Owner
0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total 0- >30- >50- >80- Total
AMI 50% 80% 100% '30% 50% 80% 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Single family
households 900 765 520 0| 2,185 10 105 165 | 0 280
Multiple, unrelated
family households 30 50 100 0 180 10 110 29 0 149
Other, non-family
households 194 120 210 0 524 0 0 4 0 4
Total need by 1,124 935 830 0| 2,889 20 215 | 198 0 433
income
Table 11 - Crowding Information — 1/2
Data 2005-2009 CHAS

Source:

Renter Owner
0-30% | >30- >50- Total | 0-30% | >30- >50- Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI

Households with ,,
Children Present 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Table 12 ~ Crowding Information —2/2

Data Source
Comments;

Describe the number and type of single person households in need of housing assistance.

Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance who are disabled or
victims of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault and stalking.

What are the most common housing problems?

Severe housing cost burden.

Are any populations/household types more affected than others by these problems?
Extremely low-income renters and owners. It can be inferred from Table 6 that individuals are most

likely to be severely housing cost burdened. They are not included in the tabulations, but likely fall into
the other category.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Describe the characteristics and needs of Low-income individuals and families with children
(especially extremely low-income) who are currently housed but are at imminent risk of
either residing in shelters or becoming unsheltered 91.205(c)/91.305(c)). Also discuss the
needs of formerly homeless families and individuals who are receiving rapid re-housing
assistance and are nearing the termination of that assistance

An estimated 3% of Seattle's extremely low-income renter households with severe housing burdens are
large families. Information on the characteristics of individual and families with children who are
currently entering the homeless assistance system is gathered through Safe Harbors, the Seattle/King
County Continuum of Care HMIS, and from Family Housing Connection (FHC), our coordinated entry and
assessment system for households with children who are experiencing and imminent risk of
homelessness. A coordinated engagement and assessment for youth/young adults (under the age of 25)
is being designed and implemented. A system for individual adults (households without children) will be
developed in 2014. See "Characteristics of LI Families with Children" attached above.

The most recent reports filed with HUD as part of the Annual Homeless Assessment Report (AHAR) are
found on the Safe Harbors webpage (www.safeharbors.org).

Seattle shelters participating in the Safe Harbors HMIS system assisted more than 7,486 people in single
individual shelters (households without children) and more than 1,072 persons (households with
children) during the 2012 AHAR reporting year (10/1/2011-9/30/2012). The characteristics of the
sheltered population indicate that people of color were disproportionately represented in the shelter
system, relative to the general population. Households have extremely low-incomes. Many families
with children report they are experiencing homelessness for the first time.

If a jurisdiction provides estimates of the at-risk population(s), it should also include a
description of the operational definition of the at-risk group and the methodology used to

generate the estimates:

A specific definition for “at-risk” has not been defined. City of Seattle, in conjunction with its CoC
partners from across King County, are using data from coordinated entry and assessment and
homelessness prevention programs, along with national studies and best practices to target resources to

households.

The Continuum of Care in Seattle/King County introduced a coordinated entry and assessment system
for families with children in April 2012. A coordinated engagement and assessment system for
youth/young adults is in design and implementation planning; a system for individual adults (households
without children) will be developed in 2014,

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 19
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The coordinated entry system for families with children who are homeless assesses needs for
households who are at-risk of homelessness / losing housing within 14 days. The characteristics of
families assessed by FHC are included above (as part of the Additional Narrative answer to the
question: “What are the most common housing problems.”)

Specify particular housing characteristics that have been linked with instability and an
increased risk of homelessness

Information from the CoC Safe Harbors, HMIS system and coordinated entry and engagement systems
are helping define characteristics for populations at greatest risk of homelessness. Investment and
intervention strategies help to prevent homelessness among individuals, families with children and
youth. Programs are designed to help households achieve more stable housing, especially those who
have a history of being homeless, doubled-up, living in other temporary housing situations due to lack of
available, affordable, appropriate shelter and housing. '

The coordinated entry system for families with children who are homeless assesses needs for
households who are at-risk of homelessness / losing housing within 14 days. The characteristics of
families assessed by FHC are included above (as part of the Additional Narrative answer to the
question: “What are the most common housing problems.”)

Discussion

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 20
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NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Problems — 91.205 (b)(2)

Assess the need of any racial or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in comparison to
the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

Analysis of the 2005-2009 ACS 5-year estimates shows no disportionately greater housing need among
any of the racial or ethnic groups identified below. .

0%-30% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems Has one or more of Has none of the Household has
four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
of the other
. housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 35,195 6,340 2,130
White 20,615 3,440 1,220
Black / African American ' 5,645 795 190
Asian 4,890 1,480 505
American Indian, Alaska Native 455 145 40
Pacific Islander 205 0 20
Hispanic 2,300 280 115

Table 13 - Disproportionally Greater Need 0 - 30% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS

*The four housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 21
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Hispanic

Pacific slander # Has one or more of four housing

problems
Armerican indlan, Alasks Natjve

¥ Has none of the four housing

Asjan
problens

Black 7 African American

g Household has no/negative income,
butnone of the other housing
problems

White

Jurisdiction as 8 whole

The four housing problems are: 1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing
facilities, 3. More than one person perroom, 4,.Cost Burden greater than 30%

Table 12 - Disprop Need by Ethnicity 0-30% AMI

30%-50% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems Has one or more of | Has none of the Household has
four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
" of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 23,400 7,905 0
White 15,770 5,320 0
Black / African American 2,325 860 0
Asian ‘ 2,715 880 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 230 40 0
Pacific Islander ‘ 60 115 0
Hispanic 1,480 500 0
Table 14 - Disproportionally Greater Need 30 - 50% AMI
Data Source: ‘ 2005-2009 CHAS .
*The four housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE _ 22
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Hizpanic

Parific islander

Arrerican Indian, Alasks Native
Asian

Black / Afritén Aperican
Wwhite

Jurisdiction as 8 whaole

0%

5

Z0% 40% 60% 80% 100%:120%

# Has onie or rore of four housing

problems

B Has none of the four housing

problems

& Household hes no/negative Income,
butnone of the other housing

problems

!

Table 13 - Disprop Need by Ethnicity 30-50% AMI

50%-80% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems Has one or more of | Has none of the Household has
four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 19,755 22,530 0
White ' 14,255 16,040 0
Black / African American 1,165 1,505 0
Asian 2,230 2,370 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 119 325 0
Pacific Islander 10 100 0
Hispanic 1,410 1,230 0
Table 15 - Disproportionaily Greater Need 50 - 80% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
*The four housing problems are: '
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 23
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Hizpanic

Pacific lslander ®@ Has one or more of four housing

problems
american indian, Alasks Native

# rias none of the four housing

Astan problems

Black / African Americsn
& Household has no/negstive income,
butnone of the other housing

White
problems
Jurisdiction as a whole
i
Table 14 - Disprop Need by Ethnicity 50-80% AMI
80%-100% of Area Median Income
Housing Problems Has one or more of | Has none of the Household has
four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 9,940 17,850 0
White 7,985 12,815 0
Black / African American 510 1,280 0
Asian 885 | 1,760 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 45 195 0
Pacific Islander 30 70 0
Hispanic ' 205 1,000 0
Table 16 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
*The four housing problems are: ,
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%
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Hispanic

Pacific islander # Hass one or niore of four housing

prablems
Arnérican indisn, Alsska Native

B Has none of the four housing

Asian
problems

- glack / African Amerlcan o

55 Household hes no/negative income,
but nane of the other housing
prablems

White

Jurisdiction s & whole

Table 15 - Disprop Need by Ethnicity 80-100% AMI

Discussion

Based on HUD's definition of disparate impact (percent of households with housing problems or S0 or
negative income > 10% than the jurisdiction as a whole for the income category), this data does not
reveal disparate impacts on any particular racial or ethnic group, with the exception of extremely low-
income Pacific Islanders. However, we would want to examine the severe housing cost burden data by
race/ethnicity and income group before taking any conclusions. Please note that the margins of error
make the statistics for some categories of households not as reliable as others (e.g. Pacific Islanders;
American Indian, Alaska Native).

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problems — 91.205

(b)(2)

Assess the need of any racial or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in comparison to
the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

0%-30% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 28,985 12,550 2,130
White 17,135 6,920 1,220
Biack / African American 4,720 1,710 190
Asian 3,700 2,670 505
American Indian, Alaska Native 330 275 40
Pacific Islander 205 0 20
Hispanic 1,975 605 115
Table 17 - Severe Housing Problems 0 - 30% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 26
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Hispanic

Pacific islander # Has one or more of four housing

problems
American indian; Alasks Native

@ Has none of the four housing

Aslan
problems

Blacky African American

& Household has no/negative income,
butnone of the other housing
problems

White

lurizdiction as a whole

¥
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

*The four severe housing problemsare: 1. Lacks complete kitchen facifities, 2. Lacks complete
plumbing fadiities, 3. Morethan 1.5 persons perroom, 4.Cost Burden over50%

Table 16 - Severe Hsg Prob by Ethnicity 0-30% AMI
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Percentage of Low-income Households with Any of 4 Severe Housing Problems®

¢
P
§
i
i

£30.77%
30.77-46.81%

16.81-59.41%
Low-Mod Census Tracts

59,41-70.69%

. 570.69% |

* The four severe housing problems are: 1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities,
2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per room, 4.
Costburden over 50%

Map % of LI HH - Any Severe Hsg Problem

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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30%-50% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 11,145 20,160 0
White 7,440 13,645 0
Black / African American 1,120 2,060 0
Asian 1,325 2,270 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 70 205 0
Pacific Islander 35 140 0
Hispanic 810 1,170 0]
Table 18 — Severe Housing Problems 30 - 50% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%
Hispanic
Pacific istander ¥ Hes one ormore of four housing
problems
American Indian, Alasks Native
Aslan BiHas none of the four housing
problems
Black/ African Ammerican
g Househaold has no/negstive income,
White butnone of the other housing
problems
lurisdiction as 8 whole
0% 20%  40%  60%  80% 100%
Table - 17 Severe Hsg Prob by Ethnicity 30-50% AMI
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50%-80% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 6,565 35,720 0
White 4,270 26,025 0
Black / African American 550 2,125 0
Asian 955 3,650 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 445 0
Pacific Islander 10 100 0
Hispanic 630 2,015 0
Table 19 — Severe Housing Problems 50 - 80% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%
Hispanic
Pacific islander #Has one or more of four housing
i} problems
American Indian, Alesks Native D
Asian | # Has none of the four housing
problems
Black / african American
# Household has nofnegstive income,
white butnone of the other housing
problems
Jurisdiction a3 whole
¥ { 1 H 1
0% 20% 40% 60%  BO% 100%
Table 18 - Severe Hsg Prob by Ethnicity 50-80% AMI
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80%-100% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems* Has one or more of Has none of the Household has
four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 3,190 24,600 0
White 2,265 18,535 0
Black / African American 280 1,515 0
Asian 435 2,210 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 240 0
Pacific Islander 30 70 0
Hispanic 85 1,125 0
Table 20 — Severe Housing Problems 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%
Hispanic
Pac(fic !5fanc§er B Hax oneg orvore of fOLll‘ hDUEiﬁg
» prabléms
Arrerican Indlan, Alasks Mative O
Asian BiHas notie of the four housing
problems
Black / AfricanAmerican
wi Household has no/negative income,
White butnone of the other housing
problems
lurisdiction as & whole
0% 20% 40% 60%  B0% 100%
Table 19 Severe Hsg Prob by Ethnicity 80-100% AMI
Discussion
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NA-25 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens — 91.205 (b)(2)

Assess the need of any racial or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in comparison to

the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction:

See NA-05 Overview for link to the 2011 Housing Seattle report for more detail. See also NA-30

Introduction.

Housing Cost Burden

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)

Housing Cost Burden <=30% 30-50% >50% No / negative
income (not
computed)
| Jurisdiction as a whole 170,275 57,325 47,160 2,260
White 131,850 42,300 30,965 1,220
Black / African American 8,255 3,920 5,990 210
Asian 17,085 6,280 5,585 550
American Indian, Alaska
Native 1,080 535 290 95
Pacific Islander 655 35 210 20
Hispanic 6,660 2,535 2,735 125
Table 21 - Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 32




Hispanic

Pacific islander

American indlan, Alaske Native

Asian

Black/ african American

White

Jurisdiction as s whale

B<=30%
®30-50%
8 50%

B No . negative incomé
{not computed)

Table 20 Disprop Need Greater Hsg Cost Burden by Ethnicity y AMI

Discussion:

Consolidated Plan

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

SEATTLE

33




NA-30 Disproportionately Greater Need: Discussion — 91.205(b)(2)

Are there any Income categories in which a racial or ethnic group has disproportionately
greater need than the needs of that income category as a whole?

Almost all non-white racial and ethnic groups that HUD called out for this Plan appear to have
disproportionately greater housing needs. Excerpted from "Incidence of Housing Cost Burdens and
Related Housing Problems Among Renter Households in Seattle" — 8/26/13 for RSJI Legislative Dept.
Change team presentation.

Estimates from the American Community Survey (ACS) indicate that about 4 in 10 (41% of) renter
households in Seattle have incomes of no more than 50% of HUD-Adjusted Area Median Family
Income (HAMFI).

Breaking down the data into more detailed income categories reveals that:

o Slightly more than one-fourth (26%) of renter households in the city have extremely low.
incomes (0-30% of HAMFI).
* Another 16% have very low incomes (>30% up to 50% of HAMFI).

White households make up the majority of Seattle’s renter as well as owner households. Although
households of color are disproportionately likely to rent, most renter households are White. White
households make up a small majority of renter households within lower income categories, and a large
majority of renter households with incomes over 80% HAMFI.

However, much larger shares of renter households of color than White renter households have very

low or extremely low incomes. Roughly 35% of renter households who are White have incomes of no°

more than 50% of HAMFI, while 54% of renter households of color have incomes this low.

Among renter households, households in each of the major race/ethnic categories of color are more
likely than White households to have incomes of 0-50% HAMFI:

e Almost two-thirds (66%) of Black renter households and more than haif (55%) of Asian renter
households have incomes of no more than 50% of HAMFI.
e  Roughly 45% of Hispanic renter households have incomes this low.

HUD considers households spending more than 30% of their income on housing costs to be cost
burdened, and households spending more than 50% to be severely cost burdened. (In the charts
below, the red part of the bars indicates severe cost burdened households and the orange indicates
households who are cost burdened more moderately cost burdened.)

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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About 42% of renter households in Seattle are cost burdened. About half of these cost-burdened
renter households—or 21% of Seattle renter households overall—are severely cost burdened, paying
more than 50% of their income for housing.

More than half of the cost-burdened renter households in Seattle are White. However, cost burdens
fall disproportionately on households of color.

e Overall about 48% of renter households of color are burdened by unaffordable housing costs
compared with 40% of White, non-Hispanic renter households.

If they have needs not identified above, what are those needs?

Are any of those racial or ethnic groups located in specific areas or neighborhoods in your
community?

Most of these populations are concentrated in Southeast Seattle neighborhoods. CPD Maps also shows
some lesser concentrations of black households in parts of Delridge, Licton Springs, Westwood-Highland
Park, and in the NE corner of the city. Hispanics are more scattered throughout the City — White Center,
the Central Area, Delridge, Interbay, Westwood-Highland Park as well as some SE Seattle
neighborhoods.
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NA-35 Public Housing — 91.205(b)

Introduction

Seattle Housing Authority (SHA) provides long-term rental housing and rental assistance to more than 15,000 households through Low Income
Public Housing (LIPH) and Housing Choice Vouchers (also referred to as Section 8 or HCV).

SHA's Low Income Public Housing (LIPH) stock totals 6,335 units as of year end 2012, which are located in neighborhoods throughout the City of
Seattle (see list of SHA’s communities with public housing units attached below).

SHA’s public housing stock provides a range of bedroom sizes, as well as opportunities for specific populations, such as the buildings in our
Seattle Senior Housing Program (SSHP). While most of SHA’s public housing units are located in apartment buildings, some are located in
smaller, multi-family buildings and houses in our Scattered Site portfolio.

In accordance with the Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement signed in 2007, SHA has made significant progress towards compléting 263
UFAS units and will continue to commit at least five percent of new construction to accessible units. As of year end 2012, 190 UFAS units had
already been certified.

The overall condition of SHA’s public housing units is good. SHA’s average score of 87 percent for 2011 REAC inspections reflects the close
scrutiny paid to maintenance and repairs at SHA buildings, a challenge given the fact that many SHA buildings are aging. SHA has also recently
added new public housing stock, including an ARRA-funded project at Lake City Village and HOPE VI communities, including High Point, Rainier
Vista, and New Holly, all of which are in very good condition. SHA has also begun work to redevelop Yesler Terrace, our oldest housing
development, and continuing this work will be essential. :

Federal underfunding has resulted in a backlog of capital projects, as well as making it challenging for SHA to maintain operating funding for
regular repairs and maintenance. While SHA has been successful in leveraging other resources, including tax credits and bonds, the agency still
faces a significant backlog. In the short-term, capital needs in the scattered site portfolio total $1.8 million within the next year. In the long-term,
the majority of SHA’s public housing stock will hit the 50 year mark within the next ten years and as a result will require major sewer and
electrical work as part of its lifecycle, totaling $25 to 30 million. Twenty buildings will also need new roofs, at a cost of approximately $250,000
per roof.
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Underfunding places SHA in a difficult position, where in order to maintain the condition of housing stock, the agency must make difficult

choices. For example, SHA must consider whether to retain the scattered site portfolio, which is more costly to maintain as it is located in
smaller buildings dispersed throughout the city, or dispose of it in favor of more consolidated stock. .

More than 8,000 tenant-based and project-based vouchers are currently in use in Seattle, but demand is much higher than supply. SHA

reopened the waiting list for Housing Choice Vouchers in early 2013 and received 24,000 applications.

Waiting lists for public housing units also indicate high demand. As of year end 2012, 6,700 households were waiting for traditional public

housing units and the average wait time for new move-ins to public housing was 26 months. Thousands more households were waiting on

individual site-based waiting lists for public housing units in HOPE VI communities.

Totals in Use

Program Type
Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program

Housing

. # of units vouchers in use 0 589 5,037 5,409 2,092 3,077 126 70 44

Table 22 - Public Housing by Program Type
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
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2. Totals in Use

" Project- | Tenant-
. BAGCH- Public Total . -
Certificaie ‘,V ‘.Jé, Ub_é" ) ota based based VASH FuR Disabled
Rehad Housing | vouchers . R
vouchers | vouchers
g 738 5,335 8,798 2,827 5,871 260 200 75
Source: Moving to Work 2012 Amwaé}%epérﬁ
Table 21 - SHA MTW 2012 Totals in Use
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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2013 List of SHA Public Housing Communities

Aki Kurose
Ballard House
Barton Place
Beacon Towsr
Bell Tower

Bitter Lake Manor
Biakeley Manor
Cal-Mag, Tircle
Capitol Park
Carroll Terrsce
Cedaryals House
Cedaryals village
Center Park
Center Weast
Columbiz Place
Penice Hunt
Townhomes
Drenny Terrace
Fort Lawton Place
Fremont Place
Gideon-Mathews
Gardens

Green Lake Plaza
Harvard Court
High Pairt

Holly Court

2013 List of SHA PH Communities

Consolidated Plan

B 5 © B B O B D

International
Terrace
Island view

" Jackson Park

House

Jackson Park
Village

lzfferson Terrace
Lake City Court
Lake City House
Lictonwond
Longfellow
Court/Westwood
Court

Ltongfellow Cresk
Apartments
Meadowbrook
View Apartments
Michaglsan Manor

MNelsan Manor

NewHolly

Olive Ridge
Olmsted Manor
Olympic West
Phinney, Terrace
Pinehurst Court

2 & 5 & 5 w

e ® o ®» 85 @& D o 8 B S

Pleasant valley
Plaza

Primeay Place
Queen Anne
Heights

Rainier vista
Reunjon House
Ross Manor
Roxhill Court
Apartments
Scattered Sites
Schwabachsr
Haouse

Stewart Manor
Sunrise Manor
Tamarack Place
Tri-Court
University House
University West.
West Town View
Westwood Heights
Wildwood Glen
willis House
Wisteria Court
Yesler Terrace
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Characteristics of Residents

Program Type
Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family
Affairs Unification
Supportive Program
Housing
Average Annual Income 0 6,689 12,634 10,876 8,902 12,324 9,732 7,559
Average length of stay 0 3 8 4 2 6 0 0
Average Household size 0] 1 1 2 1 2 1 2
# Homeless at admission 0 48 1 31 2 7 19 3
# of Elderly Program Participants
{>62) 0] 98 1,612 1,242 486 724 16 0
# of Disabled Families 0 333 1,763 2,081 927 1,021 98 7
# of Families requesting accessibility
features o 589 5,037 5,409 2,092 3,077 126 70
# of HIV/AIDS program participants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
# of DV victims 0 0 -0 0 0 0] 0 0
Table 23 — Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: -PIC (PtH Information Center)
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 40
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3. Characteristics of Residents

) « -
I siod- Pubiic Totsl Projecs Tte nan -
Certificate | . . based sased YASH FupP Disabled
Rehab Housing vouchers
vouchers vouchers -

Average annual . N
. g 6.683 12,634 10,876 8,902 12,324 3,732 7,339 12,031
income :
Average length of stay 0 [5 B g 3 7 g 2 ‘8
A&verage household o 1 1 2 1 . 2
size 1 2 1
#homelessat

.. 0 48 1 31 2 7 19 3 a
admission
# of elderly program ’ :

o 2 3 B X

participants >62 1] 211 818 2,231 /61 1,570 16 [t} 15
# of disabled families 0 333 1.763 2,081 927 1,021 98 7 28
#of families
requesting a Unknown 178 Unknown nknown Unknown Unknown | Unknown | Unknown
accessibility features
zsaff-!!v/AIDS unknown | Unknown | Unknown Lnknown unknown Unkdiown | Unknown | Unknown | Unknown
participants
# of DV victims Unknown | Unknown | bnknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown | Unknown | Unknown

Source: Moving to Work 2012 Annual Report; SHA records onLIPH in-unit modification requests; PIC

“Hote: Due to Seattie Housing Authority’s cdmission preferences, homeless ot admissionis only documented if o household does notqualiyfor
cnadmission preference by being under 30 percent of Ares Medion income.

“Hote: Seattle Housing Authority does not meintoin dute on families requesting occessibility feotures in the voucher progroms, 6sthese requests
cre modetd theiclondiords. Doto on accessibility requests in public housing is o fouryeoraverage of requests for in-unit modificotions inthe
publichousing grogram,

“Hote: Seattle Housing Authority does not muintoin data on HIV/A1DS or domestic violence stotus,

Table 22 - SHA Characteristics of Residents by Prog Type {updated)

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Race of Residents

Program Type
Race Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program-

Housing
White 0 377 1,998 2,233 1,022 1,094 70 22 25
Black/African American 0 158 1,884 2,458 828 1,528 51 34 17
Asian 0 10 1,031 541 160 372 2 5 2
American Indian/Alaska
Native 0 40 104 130 56 63 3 8 0
Pacific Islander 0 4 15 47 26 20 0 1 0
Other 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

Table 24 — Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center) .
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 42
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4. Race of Residents

— ) project- | Tenant-
w00~ Public . . .
Certificate Mod Ub}t Tm:aé based based WASH | FUP | Disabled
Rehab | Housing | vouchers
vouchers | vauchers

White a 2,567 3,101 1,255 1,846 70 22 25

Black g 2,075 3,371 1,129 2,242 51 34 - 17

Asian O 1,172 348 254 554 5 2

American

indian

’ 23 : 2

Alaska a 123 182 70 122 g L

Native

Pacific ]

a 7 2 2

isiander a 17 g3 3 3 0 1 a

Other a 20 ] a 0 { ]

Source: Moving to Work 2012 Annuol Report

Table 23 Race of Residents by Prog Type (updated)
Ethnicity of Residents
Program Type
Ethnicity Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab "Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
: based v based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing
Hispanic 0 44 196 261 99 139 8 12 3
Not Hispanic 0 545 4,836 5,148 1,993 2,938 118 58 41
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 25 — Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 43

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




5. Ethnicity of Residents

. Project- | Tenant-
fod- ofE tais .
Certificate Mod ?ubic Tm? based based VASH | FuP | Disshied
Rehab | Housing | vouchers ]
- vouchers | vouchers
Hispanic 3 47 287 342 126 216 g 12 3
Not
. . 3 636 5,687 7,233 2,614 4,619 118 58 41
Hispanic
Source: Moving to Work 2012 Annual Report
Table 24 Ethnicity of Residents by Prog Type (updated)
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)
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Section 504 Needs Assessment: Describe the needs of public housing tenants and applicants
on the waiting list for accessible units:

In addition to creating certified UFAS units {190 as of year end 2012), SHA approves and completes
approximately 90 unit modifications each year in response to Reasonable Accommodation requests. The
needs of tenants and applicants are varied and SHA makes a variety of accommodations to meet them.
SHA has established a thorough process to identify and address accessibility needs. During the
admissions process, each household is asked about the nature and extent of their needs and those that
identify a need related to accessibility proceed with a thorough review process to evaluate what
accommodations are needed for their units. ‘

Most immediate needs of residents of Public Housing and Housing Choice voucher holders

Public housing residents and HCV voucher holders have extremely low incomes. As of year-end 2012
their average income was $13,266. As a result, many need help to build their assets, including targeted
sector job training, financial literacy, credit score improvement, and the promotion of savings accounts
through Earned Income Tax Credit refunds and other incentive programs. Residents seeking education
to improve their financial situation would also benefit from regulatory relief from the student rule in tax
credit funding, a funding source used in many of SHA’s properties, which makes it difficult for subsidized
housing residents to obtain education later in life.

Low income public housing residents and voucher holders clearly also need continued access to housing
assistance. The average rent in the Seattle metropolitan area is approximately $1,500, which would
require more than 100 percent of the average monthly income of an SHA resident. Many SHA
participants also need help to maintain their stability in housing, including case management and access
to mental health and disability services. More than 8,000 of SHA’s participants are living with
disabilities.

Supporting seniors in SHA housing is also an immediate need that will continue to increase as the
population ages. Seniors need supports to age in place in SHA units, which traditionally do not have the
supportive services they would need.

How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large

While the difficult economy poses challenges for many families, needs are generally more acute among
SHA participants, as evidenced by the fact that nearly all (97 percent) of SHA households fall below 50
percent of the Area Median Income (AMI). The great majority (85 percent) have extremely low incomes
of less than 30 percent of AMI.

Discussion

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 45
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SHA participants need houéing assistance and services that will allow them to maintain their housing
stability and increase their income and assets.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
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NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessment — 91.205(c)

Introduction:

Tables in NA-40 and the attachments describe the nature and extent of homelessness in Seattle using data from the Homelessness Management
Information System, Safe Harbors, and our community’s Point-in-Time count, the One Night Count of Persons who are unsheltered in King

County.

During the January 2013 Point-In-Time (PIT) count, there were more than 4,693 persons who were homeless in the City of Seattle. This number
included at least 1,989 persons who were unsheltered, and 2,704 persons who were in shelters and transitional housing programs. Data in Table

25 represents the participating programs located in Seattle that are participating in the HMIS system only.

Some of the contributing factors to homelessness include high costs for housing and living expenses, extremely low household incomes,
declining federal housing subsidies, and limited support systems, including the availability of medical and behavioral health services.

Individuals and families face a variety of personal challenges that can place them at greater risk of housing instability and homelessness,
including mental illness, chemical dependency, histories of trauma, domestic violence, disabling health issues, criminal justice system
involvement, immigration status, lack of education, unemployment and other financial barriers including credit and landlord histories.

See additional statistical highlights in the "Intro Continued" text attached below the Homeless Needs Assessment table.

Homeless Needs Assessment

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Population Estimate the # of persons Estimate the # | Estimate the # | Estimate the # Estimate the #
experiencing homelessness experiencing becoming exiting of days persons
on a given night homelessness homeless homelessness experience
each year each year each year homelessness
Sheltered Unsheltered
Persons in Households with Adult(s)
and Child(ren) 0 865 1,859 0 459 0
Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 47




Population Estimate the # of persons " Estimate the # | Estimate the # | Estimate the # Estimate the #
experiencing homelessness experiencing becoming exiting of days persons
on a given night homelessness homeless homelessness experience
each year each year each year homelessness
Sheltered Unsheltered
Persons in Households with-Only
Children 0 0 149 0] 24 0
Persons in Households with Only
Adults 0 1,839 8,327 0 530 0
Chronically Homeless Individuals 0 2,204 0 55 0
Chronically Homeless Families 0 0] 0 0 0 0
Veterans 0 0 1,404 0 135 0
Unaccompanied Child 0 0 124 0 21 0
Persons with HIV 0 0 40 0 9 0

Table 26 - Homeless Needs Assessment

Sheltered Count: The sheltered count is estimated using data from publicly funded emergency shelter and transitional housing programs in Seattle. Data reported on
the sheltered count was taken from the 2012 AHAR report point-in-time count for the night of January 25, 2013. On that night, there were at least 2,704 persons
sheltered in these programs. The 2013 One Night Count Point-In-Time Count occurred on the night of January 23-24; for all programs in King County (publicly and
privately funded), and there were an estimated 6,326 persons who were sheltered that night. Figures from the Seattle/King County Point-In-Time Count are included

Data Source Comments:

Intro {continued)

below. Note: Figures include all of Seattle & King County.

Information from the Safe Harbors HMIS 2012 Annual Homeless Assessment Report (AHAR) submitted to HUD; information from shelter /
transitional housing provider reports; data from Family Housing Connection, a new coordinated entry system for families with children; and data
from the King County Comprehensive Plan to End Youth and Young Adult Homelessness indicate:

For persons in households with only adults:

e More than 7,486 adults without children were served by “single adult” shelter programs in Seattle in 2012.

Consolidated Plan

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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~©  Over half (58%) of the individuals in shelters for adults without children report having a disability. ‘
e  Chronically homeless individuals represented over 26% of the individuals served in single adult shelters in 2012.
e Over 1/3 (36%) of the individuals served in shelters for adults without children were over the age of 50.

For families with children:

e Many families are experiencing homelessness for the first time.

e Household incomes are extremely low, averaging less than $700/month.

e There were more than 643 children under the age of 18 served in emergency shelters in Seattle, and over 43% of these were infants,
toddlers or pre-schoolers who were less than 5 years old.

e There were more than 542 children under the age of 18 served in transitional housing programs in Seattle, and over 51% were less than
5 years old.

e 38% of the people served in transitional housing programs for families with children were in a household with five or more people.

For Veterans:

e Veterans are over-represented among homeless individuals; over 16% of individual adults in shelters reported they had serviced in the
military. ’

e Of the 1,136 veterans served in single adult emergency shelters, over 36% identified as a person of color. 57% were over the age of 50
years old.

e People of color, particularly Black/African Americans are disproportionately represented among those who are homeless in the
shelter/transitional housing system, representing 28% of people served in single adult emergency shelters and 71% of people served in
family shelters.

For Unaccompanied Chitdren, homeless youth and young adults:

e In2012, 5,229 unique youth and young adults participated in a homeless program in Seattle/King County.
e Approximately 2/3 (67%) of youth/young adults in HMIS identified as a person of color.
e InlJanuary 2013, during Count Us In, 776 youth/young adults were counted as homeless or unstably housed in King County.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 49
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e Of those identified during the 2013 Count Us In, 12% were under the age of 18; 23% identified as LGBTQ; and 60% identified as a person
of color.

e The 2013 Count Us In found at least 114 youth and young adults were sleeping outside or in a place not meant for human habitation.
e The majority of clients in the youth/ young adult system (63%) are between the ages of 18 — 21.
e 9% of clients in the youth / young adult system in 2012 met the definition of chronically homeless.

Compared to their stably housed peers,homeless YYA:

e Homeless Youth/Young Adults experience higher rates of substance and alcohol use;

e Have higher rates of mental health symptoms; are 2.5 times more likely to be arrested as adults; and are 50% less likely to have a GED or
high school diploma.

Detail on data for experiencing homelessness
Estimating the Number of people Experiencing Homelessness each year

Data on the estimated number of people experiencing homelessness in a year included is from the Safe Harbors HMIS 2012 Annual Homeless
Assessment Report (AHAR) as submitted to HUD. These numbers represent the total number of single adults, persons in households with
children, and unaccompanied youth, served in HMIS-participating emergency shelters and transitional housing programs during the 2012 AHAR
period (10/1/2011 - 9/30/2012). A total of 400 programs participate in Safe Harbors HMIS, representmg 82% of beds available to single adults
and 81% of beds available to families with children in Seattle and King County.

These figures do not capture 100% of the people experiencing homelessness in our communities; it only captures those who were served in an
emergency shelter or transitional housing program during the report period. People who did not touch the service system, were served only
through day centers or hygiene centers, or those who are “doubled up” are not included in these figures.

Detail on data for becoming Homeless

Estimating the Number of People who become homeless each year

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE ) 50
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The Seattle/King County Continuum of Care does not have a way of estimating the number of people who become homeless each yea'r. Our
community is finalizing our HEARTH measure methodology and do not want to provide data on this measure until we have a consistent
methodology. We are determining how to account for unidentified data in this measure.

Through the Safe Harbors HMIS system, there is data available on the number of people who enter shelter for the first time (or who have not
entered shelter in the last two years), but not on the number of people who become homeless each year. A proportion of people who enter the
shelter system do not consent to having information identified in HMIS. The large number of unknown or unidentified records in the HMIS
system increases the likelihood that reported numbers are an overcount of those who are “new” to the shelter system.

Coordinated Entry and Engagement: The Seattle/King Couhty Continuum of Care has started to implement coordinated entry, engagement and
assessment systems to identify the number of people experiencing homelessness who are seeking shelter/housing assistance. The coordinated
entry system for families with children, Family Housing Connection, began implementation in 2012. A coordinated engagement system for
youth and young adults will launch in 2013. Plans for a coordinated assessment system for adults without children will be developed in 2014.

After its first full year of operations, the Family Housing Connection program coordinated entry and assessment for homeless families, identified
between five (5) and 20 families each month who were “literally” homeless and living in places not meant for human habitation who were
seeking shelter throughout King County, not just within the City of Seattle.

A coordinated engagement system for homeless youth and young adults up to age 25 is being developed and will begin implementation in
2013. In addition, special efforts to count youth and young adults have been conducted in King County as part of “Count Us In”. During the PIT,
- 776 youth and young adults were counted as homeless or unstably housed. This special “Count Us In” project will help us better understand the

nature and extent of youth homelessness in our community.
Detail on data for duration and exiting into permanent hsg
Estimating the number of persons exiting homelessness each year

Numbers represent the HMIS reported, known exits to permanent living situations from emergency shelter and transitional housing
programs. Permanent living situations include the reported/known exits to permanent housing destination; a complete list of destinations
considered as “permanent” are complete lists of destinations considered as “permanent” are included below.
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e Permanent supportive housing for formerly homeless persons (such as SHP, S+C, or SRO Mod Rehab)
e Rental by client, no ongoing housing subsidy

e Owned by client, no ongoing housing subsidy

e Safe Haven

e Rental by client, VASH Subsidy

e Rental by client, other (non-VASH) ongoing housing subsidy

e Owned by client, with ongoing housing subsidy

e Staying or living with family, permanent tenure

e Staying or living with friends, permanent tenure

This data on those exiting to permanent housing does not capture the total number of households exiting homelessness, just known exits
to permanent housing. There is a large percentage of individuals who exit from high volume shelters to "unknown" destinations.

Estimating the number of days that persons experience homelessness

Our Community/Continuum of Care is determining the methodology that will be used for the HEARTH measure, “length of time homeless.” An
estimate for the number of days that persons experience homelessness is not included until a consistent methodology is adopted.
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Estimate the # of persons experiencing homelessness on a giveri
nightin all of Seattle/King County =
Sheltered lincludes Unsheltered
Shelter and Transitional Housing)

?s)afgsgns in HiHs with Adult(s) and 3,120 }
Child{ren)
Parsons In HH with Dnly Children 36 ‘ 19
Persons in HH with Only Adults 3,17¢ 2,717
Chronically Homeless individusls 452 367
Chronically Homeless Families - -
Yeterans 589 93
Unaccompanied Children - -
Persons with HIV 62 3

2013 Est of Sheltered and Unsheltered Homeless for Seattle and King Cty

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE
OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




HOW WE MEASURE THIS: Bvery yesr in January, the One Right Countenumerates peapls inand
cutside shelters to estimsate the total number of homeless parsons in King County:

One Night Counts of homeless people show little
change overtime

10000 g961 8937 8824 8830
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2005 2010 8

S semarrw Sies Givby Smerer Recortn 20003032

Participating sheltery track familles whe are turned sway on the One Might Count night because the
;heitém are full,

Homeless families & children continued to be
turned away at full shelters

2008

it
Children
piciad 2 Adults
B Famifies
1z

a 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
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Homelessness Trend and Turn-Aways

Indicate if the homeless population is: Has No Rural Homeless

If data is not available for the categories "number of persons becoming and exiting homelessness each year," and "number of -
days that persons experience homelessness," describe these categories for each homeless population type (including chronically
homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth):

See text detailing experiencing, becoming and duration/exiting into permanent housing attached with Homeless Needs Assessment table above.
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Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)

Consolidated Plan

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)

Race: Sheltered: - Unsheltered (optional)
White 0 0
Black or African American 0 0
Asian . 0 0
American Indian or Alaska
Native 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0
Ethnicity: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)
Hispanic 0 0
Not Hispanic 0 0
Data Source See attached table attached below. Data source: Safe Harbqrs, HMIS, 2012 Annuai Homeless Assessment Report
Comments: {AHAR).
Persons in Individuals
Persons in Personsin | Familiesin | Individuals | Individuals in
Familiesin | Familiesin | Permanent in in Permanent
Emergency | Transitional | Supportive | Emergency | Transitional | Supportive
Race Shelters Housing Housing* Shelters Housing Housing
White, non-Hispanic/non-
Latine 15% 9% - 43% 48% 46%
White, Hisponic/Latino 7% 7% - 5% 3% 4%
Black or African American 51% 71% - 28% 30% 28%
Asion 2% 1% - 2% 1% 3%
American indion or Alaska '
Native 3% 1% - 5% 4% 7%
Native Howalion or Other
Pacific Islander 2% 1% - 1% 1% 0%
Mutltiple roces 12% 4% - 3% 7% 2%
Unknown 8% 4% - 13% 6% 8%
*City of Seattle investments currently do not include Permanent Suppartive Housing for
Families,
Households for ES, TH, PSH by Race
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HOW WE MEASURE THIS: Households that pay 30% ormore of income for housing are caonsidered to
he in unsffordable housing, They can lose that housingif ajab is lost or 3 medical emergancy occurs,
tn-the past 10 years Seattle’s percent of houssholdsin unaffordable housing hasnot chenged,

2/3 of Seattle's young adult households are in
unaffordable housing, as are gimost half of all

0% renter households
B60%
500
40%
30%
200
0%
o -

AnSedin fo

o 1ot

1524 yr 25-34 yr 35-64 yr total
Age of hinsehohier

Bts wmprees A boes Lompeninity Surery TOOR 1

Blacks and Latinos are more likely to be in unaffordable
housing in King County & Seattle than are whites and
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Hsg Affordability for Young Adult and Minority HH

Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance for families with
children and the families of veterans.

For families with children:

o Many families are experiencing homelessness for the first time.
e Household incomes are extremely low, averaging less than $700/month.
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¢ There were more than 643 children under the age of 18 served in emergency shelters in Seattle,
and over 43% of these were infants, toddlers or pre-schoolers who were less than 5 years old.
e There were more than 542 children under the age of 18 served in transitional housing programs
in Seattle, and over 51% were less than 5 years old.
* 38% of the people served in transitional housing programs for families with children were in a
household with five or more people.

For Veterans:

e Veterans are over-represented among homeless individuals; 15% of individual adults in shelters
reported they had serviced in the military.

» Ofthe 1,136 veterans served in single adult emergency shelters, over 36% identified as a person
of color. 57% were over the age of 50 years old.

¢ People of color, particularly Black/African Americans are disproportionately represented am'ong
those who are homeless in the shelter/transitional housing system, representing 28% of people
served in single adult emergency shelters and 71% of people served in family shelters.

Describe the Nature and Extent of Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.

People of color are disproportionately represented among the homeless. (See attached continuation of
Intro and Households for Emergency Shelter, Transitional Housing and Permanent Supportive Housing
by Race table attached to Nature and Extent of Homelessness section above).

Of the 7,486 single adults and 1,072 persons in families served in emergency shelters in 2012, 44% of
those in shelters for individual adults and more than 70% of those in shelters for families with children
identified as a person of color. In Seattle, African Americans make up approximately 8% of the total city
population. However, in the shelter and transitional housing system African Americans are the largest
ethnic minority, making up 28% to 30% of homeless individuals and 51% to 71% of persons in families.

Latino/Hispanic individuals represent from 3% to 7% of those receiving shelter or transitional services,
more than the approximately 6% within the overall county population.

Native Americans make up less than 1% of the overall population in King County, but among those using
Safe Harbors emergency services, they constituted 5% of homeless adults and 3% of persons in
homeless families. 5% of single homeless women were Native American.
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Describe the Nature and Extent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness.

See 2013 Estimate of Sheltered & Unsheltered Homeless for Seattle & King County attached to first table
above.

Sheltered Count: The sheltered count is estimated using data from publicly funded emergency shelter
and transitional housing programs in Seattle. Data reported on the sheltered count was taken from the
2012 AHAR report point-in-time count for the night of January 25, 2013. On that night, there were at
least 2,704 persons sheltered in these programs.

The 2013 One Night Count Point-In-Time Count occurred on the night of January 23-24; for all programs
in King County (publicly and privately funded), and there were an estimated 6,326 persons who were
sheltered that night. Figures for all of Seattle/King County Point-In-Time Count are included below.

Safe Harbors is King County’s web-based Homeless Management Information System (HMIS). The Safe

Harbors HMIS collects'information on and the use of services and the characteristics of those who are

homeless. Planners, policymakers and service providers are able to use aggregate data from Safe

Harbors to quantify the nature and extent of homelessness over time, to identify patterns of service use,
. and to direct funding and services to those who are most in need.

Safe Harbors is a joint project of the City of Seattle, the King County Department of Community and
Human Services, and United Way of King County. The system collects data from a total of 400 programs,
representing 82% of beds available to single aduits and 81% of beds available to families with children in
Seattle and King County. ‘

Unsheltered Count: There were at least 1,989 unsheltered individuals counted in Seattle during our
community Point-In-Time (PIT) count, the One Night Count of People Who Are Homeless in King
County. The unsheltered count does not estimate numbers of people by population type.

The One Night Count consists of two parts: a street count of people without shelter; and a survey of
individuals and families living in emergency shelters and transitional housing programs. The 2013 survey
and street count took place over the night of January 23-24, 2013,

While the One Night Count provides a valuable, point in time view of homelessness in King County, it
. cannot account for all the unsheltered people. Many others in our community are homeless but are not
included in this survey. '

HIV/AIDS: Our community does not require programs to enter data on HIV/AIDS. A small number of
programs reported this information, but it is likely undercounted and not included in Table 25.
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Chronically Homeless Individuals and Chronically Homeless Families: The HMIS system calculates
chronic homelessness for individuals based on a number of questions. The logic does not include
families at this time.

Discussion:

The City of Seattle leverages and coordinates its resources to support community based agencies that
provide homelessness prevention, homelessness intervention services, and housing stabilization and
support services designed to help meet needs of homeless and formerly homeless individuals and
families. For in-depth background and analysis of Seattle's homeless strategies and planned
investments see the Human Services Department's Communities Supporting Safe and Stable Housing.
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NA-45 Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment - 91.205 (b,d)

Introduction:

The Human Services Department funds and operates programs and services that meet the basic needs
of the most vulnerable people in our community - families and individuals with low incomes, children,
domestic violence and sexual assault victims, homeless people, seniors, and persons with disabilities.
We ihvest in pfograms that help people gain independence and success. In addition to the direct
investment of federal CDBG, HOME, HOPWA and ESG funds HSD invested $148.1 million dollars in
health and human services needs for residents and communities. See Overview of Seattle (part 1 & 2)
attached to the table below.

HOPWA

Current HOPWA formula use:

Cumulative cases of AIDS reported 9,171
Area incidence of AIDS 221
Rate per population 9
Number of new cases prior year (3 years of data) 8
Rate per population (3 years of data) 701
Current HIV surveillance data:

Number of Persons living with HIV (PLWH) 7,463
Area Prevalence (PLWH per population) : 282
Number of new HIV cases reported last year ‘ : 0

Table 27 - HOPWA Data

Data Source:  CDC HIV Surveillance
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Disability Rate by Veteran Status, Health Status
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Survivors of Domestic Violence

Survivors of Domestic Violence

2005 2006 2007 2008 2003 2010 201%

Toward Safety and Justice: Domestic Violence in Seattle the 2008 biennial report states that “domestic
violence is an equal opportunity issue — it crosses all ethnic, racial, age, national origin, religious,
socioeconomic, and sexual orientation lines. It exists in every neighborhood in Seattle — from Ballard to
the Rainier Valley, Maple Leaf to West Seattle. Survivors are our sisters, brothers, daughters, sons,
relatives, friends, and neighbors.” Nationally, nearly one in four women reports experiencing violence
by a current or former spouse or boyfriend at some point in her life. Research accessed in 2010 from
the National Law Center on Homelessness and poverty states that domestic violence is a leading cause
of homelessness, especially for low income women. Nationally, between 22% -57% of homeless women
report that domestic or sexual violence was the immediate cause of their homelessness.

Locally, Group Health Cooperative research indicated in 2008 a high prevalence of women experiencing
intimate partner violence in Washington State — as high as 44% or nearly 1 out of 2 women. This could
mean that 60,000 -120,000 adult women in Seattle have experienced domestic violence during their life
(Toward Safety & Justice, p. 12). However, a July 16, 2013 KOMOnews.com article repofted that
“between 2009 and 2012, serious assaults fell by 2 percent in Seattle, part of a decade-long downward
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trend. But, that trend hasn't carried over to domestic-violence assaults, which are up 60 percent over
the same four-year period. And while police don't know why, many believe the economy could be
playing a part.”

'For more detail on the needs and strategies the City of Seattle has invested in to reduce the incidence
and impact of domestic violence on vulnerable population see the City’s Domestic Violence and Sexual
Assault Prevention website.

Youth and Young Adults
Youth and Young Adults

HSD seeks to provide youth with the skills, knowledge, and support they need to lead healthy and
productive lives, through keeping youth in school, improving their academic achievement, helping them
learn job skills, and reducing criminal activity and violence, especially for youth facing multiple barriers
to success due to poverty and racism. HSD-funded services include: case management; counseling;
tutoring; opportunities for work experience; leadership and social skills classes; services for homeless
and at-risk LGBTQ youth; and youth violence prevention. Homeless youth are supported through a

" continuum of care designed to meet emergency needs while also helping to move into stable,
permanent housing. |

A coordinated engagement system for homeless youth and young adults up to age 25 is being
developed and will begin implementation in 2013. [n addition, special efforts to count youth and young
adults have been conducted in King County as part of “Count Us In”, a special project that will help us
better understand the nature and extent of youth homelessness in our community.

The Committee to End Homelessness has led a County-wide Youth and Young Adult Initiative to
prevent and end homelessness among young people. A new Comprehensive Plan to End Youth and
Young Adult Homelessness in King County by 2020 is in final draft and anticipated to be completed early
in the fall of 2013,

According to the 2013 King County Count Us In Report, at least 776 youth and young adults {ages 12-25)
were homelessness or unstably housed on the night of January 24, 2013. Of these 776 youth, 12% were
under the age of 18, 51% were female, and 60% identified as a person of color. Of the 329 youth and
young adults who completed a survey, 23% identified as lesbian, gay, bisexual, Transgender, or
questioning (LGBTQ).
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Immigrants and Refugees
Immigrants and Refugees

Seattle is a diverse, multi-cultural city. According to the 2006-2010 American Community Survey, 17.3%
of Seattle’s population is foreign born, and 21.3% of the population (ages 5 and up) speak a language
other than English at home.

The City Human Services Department funds services specifically for Immigrant & Refugees in certain
service areas, inciuding: Family Centers; School Readiness & Preschool; Child care; Citizenship
assistance; Food banks; Community Health centers; DV services and prevention; Senior centers & meal
sites; and Non-English language information in 28 languages. HSD partners with many agencies across
the city to provide culturally relevant assistance to immigrant and refugee families, and to address the
‘special needs and challenges faced by this community.

The City’s Immigrants and Refugees Initiative is part of a larger Race and Social Justice Initiative (RSJI), a
citywide effort to end institutional racism and race-based disparities in City government. The Seattle
Office of Civil Rights (SOCR) oversees the Immigrant and Refugee Initiative, working with City
departments to implement the plan. The initiative intends to strengthen how City gdvernment serves
immigrant and refugee communities living in Seattle, through a broad and comprehensive set of actions
promoting the full and active participation of immigrant and refugee communities in Seattle’s civic,
economic and cultural life. The 2010 update of the Immigrant and Refugee Initiative Action Plan focuses

on five major issues:

J Access\to services and information

e Protection of civil rights

¢ Civic engagement

* Workforce and economic development

e Service delivery
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In 2012, the Committee to End Homelessness King County (CEHKC) Immigrant and Refugee Task Force
released a report providing recommendations on strategies to increase access to housing and
supportive services among immigrant and refugees who are homeless or at risk of homelessness. For
more information, see the CEHKC Immigrant and Refugee Task Force Recommendations.

HIV Housing Need (HOPWA Grantees Only)

Type of HOPWA Assistance

Estimates of Unmet Need

Tenant based rental assistance 192
Short-term Rent, Mortgage, and Utility 207
Facility Based Housing (Permanent, short-term or
transitional) 514
Table 28 — HIV Housing Need
Data Source:  HOPWA CAPER and HOPWA Beneficiary Verification Worksheet
HOPWA - Three-Year Anticipated Service by Type of Assistance*
i
2013 2014 2015
. Outputs Funding Qutpugs Funding Mtputs Funding
Houslng Subsidy Assistance :
Tenant-Fased Rantel Assistance 30 138,000 2z 100,000 22 100,000
Froject-Baned Rentsl Asstance 13 37,074 G4 535,537 £3 408,000
PermanantHousing Operating Subuidy 20 472,096 g | 235048 £ 2
Frangidonal Hobgig Operating Subsity £ a 8 { D 4.
STRMIU a a 20 40,000 i3 28 000
Permanent Housing Plarament - 13 47800 15 17,800 18 37940
TOTAL 116 895,470 130 T23,A485 136 386,040
Housing Development
Peiptanent Hovsing Capital tnvestinant ] ¢ B 00800 D u
Transitional Houstng Camital Investrent il o a a o
TOTAL : o ] 1 300,006 1] il
Sitpportive Servites”
servzes with HOPWA-Funded Housing 96 £8.405 35 BB 305 96 88,403
Servites Only sl 324542 238 393,168 252 433;535
FOTAL 08 413,947 I 481,574 348 521 960
Housing tnformation Sarvices
Havigater ,‘s»;»u'(r.eﬁ £ i 16 S 000 paid mé,@i}ﬁ
Centralized Fupctions 19 59,000 10 162,000
Yot U] 0 20 100,060 a5 208,000
Grant Adminateation a 2,155 2 85067 LAy 88,00
Tatal s Q EEREE] ] 96,067 0 98,000
TOTAL 1,406,250 3,407,126 1,406,000
*Funding estimates only - subject to change, o
HOPWA - 3-Year Anticipated Services by Type of Assistance
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Race-Ethnicity Percent of Total
White 655%
Black 17%
Hispanic/Lating 11%
Aslan 3%
Native Haviallan Less than 1%
Nastive American 1% '
TwoorMore Races 2%

| Undetermpined Lessthan 1%

HOPWA Clients by Race and Ethnicity

Describe the characteristics of special needs populations in your community:

People Living with HIV/AIDS

There are about 6,700 King county residents living with HIV or AIDS, representing only the reported
cases that have been diagnosed and reported. An estimated 7,200-7,800 people are living with HIV but
may be unaware of their infection. Most are white males, are 30-45 years of age at the time of
diagnosis, and reside in Seattle. However, an increasing proportion of cases are among foreign born
blacks and residents outside of Seattle.

In Seattle-King County, as in the country as a whole, epidemiological data indicate that HIV and AIDS are
dispropartionately affecting African Americans and foreign-born black immigrants. Overall, the percent
of HIV/AIDS cases among people of color has risen steadily since the early years of the epidemic in King
County. Blacks are 4.5 times more likely to be infected with HIV than whites and are the most
disproportionately impacted racial group.

Foreign born PLWHA represent 14% of cases. Hispanics constitute 7% of the population of King county
and 10% of PLWHA.

Two percent were reported as homeless at the time of diagnosis. Based on surveys of HIV infection
among homeless persons in King County and studies across the country, homelessness puts men and
women at higher risk for HIV infection. Homeless persons reported with HIV/AIDS in King County were
more likely to be persons of color and have a history of mental iliness, incarceration, substance abuse,

and low income.

FOR DETAIL ON OTHER SPECIAL NEEDS POPULATIONS SEE SERIES OF DESCRIPTIONS ATTACHED ABOVE

What are the housing and supportive service needs of these populations and how are these
needs determined?

People Living with HIV/AIDS
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The Seattle Human Services Department contracted with the HIVAIDS epidemiology staff of Public
Health —- Seattle & King County to gather data about the extent of housing need and demographic and
other characteristics of low income and homeless people living with HIV/AIDS in King County. Along
with analyzing HIV data bases, staff also interviewed 25 HIV/AIDS medical case managers.

The case managers reported seeing a total of 2,319 clients which is over one-third of all clients living
with HIV/AIDS in King County. Of these, 424 of their clients (24%) needed housing assistance and 477
(21%) need a rent subsidy or housing voucher to maintain their current permanent housing. Case
managers stated that 212 (9%) clients were currently homeless and 207 of their clients were at risk of
becoming homeless. Most clients that needed housing assistance needed placement into the following
types of housing: '

¢ Independent permanent housing (n=201)

» Transitional independent housing {n=192)

* Transitional housing with on-site supportive services {n=164)
o Permanent housing with on-site supportive services (n=149)

* Emergency shelters {(n=114)

Housing with supportive services ranges along a continuum from 24/7 staffing to providing intensive
services to clients with the most complex medical and behavioral needs and barriers to
housing. Services may be provided on-site or via mobile teams (with representation in primary care,
mental health, and chemical dependency systems) serving clients in multiple locations.

FOR DETAIL ON OTHER SPECIAL NEEDS POPULATIONS SEE SERIES OF DESCRIPTIONS ATTACHED ABOVE

Discuss the size and characteristics of the population with HIV/AIDS and their families within
the Eligible Metropolitan Statistical Area:

As of October 2012, Public Health — Seattle & King County reported 7,079 people living with HIV
including AIDS. Of these, 89% are male and 11% female.

Sixty-two percent were between the ages of 30 and 49 at the time of diagnosis. A little more than
three-quarters were born in the USA and 17% were foreign-born.

Race and ethnicity break down are shown in the table attached above.

Discussion:

People Living with HIV/AIDS in Seattle
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A very strong continuum of housing, services, and funding partnerships has been developed over the
last twenty years in Seattle/King County. From the first skilled nursing project in the early 1990’s, the
HIV/AIDS housing inventory has expanded to more than 400 units with a full range of housing
opportunities. HOPWA provides support to the continuum through tenant-based rental assistance,
project-based rental assistance, transitional community living residences, services enriched housing, and
units developed with HOPWA capital dollars.

Many people living with HIV/AIDS can live.independently and need only affordable housing
options. However, an increasing proportion of clients have a number of barriers to accessing and

" retaining housing including homelessness, mental illness, chemical addiction, criminal history, past
evictions, bad credit, and problems with immigration status. This has presented a challenge to the
existing housing inventory, much of which was developed for individuals and families capable of living
independently. The resources available in the system have not been targeted to meet this higher level
of need which includes permanent housing with supportive services.

HOPWA funds are able to provide about 500 individuals with housing, rental assistance and services, but
there is unmet demand for services for these limited resources.

FOR DETAIL ON OTHER SPECIAL NEEDS POPULATIONS SEE SERIES OF DESCRIPTIONS ATTACHED ABOVE
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NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs — 91.215 (f)

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Facilities:

The City's overall assessment of capital facilities needs and their funding sources are identified in
the 2013 - 2018 Adopted Capital Improvement Program
(http://www.seattle.gov/financedepartment/1318adoptedcip/default.htm). CDBG funds, when
available, may be used to meet urgent or vital facilities needs of social services agencies.

How were these needs determined?

See the above-referenced Adopted Capital Improvement Program.

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Improvements:

Supporting neighborhood business districts, especially those districts serving low- and moderate-income
‘neighborhoods, is an essential tool available to the City as it seeks to revitalize the economy and ensure
an equitable development pattern and economic recovery. CDBG funds will be used to fund public
improvements that enhance a business district's ability to attract businesses and customers in a
sustainable manner. Public improvements such as streetlights, streetscapes, accessibility improvements
and sidewalk installation may be funded and will be determined from inquiries by recognized business
district organizations. '

The Seattle Conservation Corps, operated by the Seattle Department of Parks and Recreation, executes
parks improvement projects in low- and moderate-income neighborhoods while at the same time
provides training and employment services for formerly homeless adults. Improvements may include
new or replacement of worn/unsafe park furniture such as picnic tables, benches, bike racks, etc., and
improvements to park access such as trail expansion and enhancements, new stairs, footbridges,
walkways etc. Safety improvements include barriers to prevent vehicle access to pedestrian and play
areas, landscape changes for line of site crime prevention, and new fencing. Environmental
improvements involve such activities as removal of invasive plants, and native planting and new
landscape beds and tree planting. The Parks Department has determined that approximately 25 parks
will undergo such improvements in 2014 with CDBG funding.

The Parks Department also ensures its assets are available to all segments of the population, To this end
the 2013-2018 CIP has authorized $1.7 million for accessibility improvements at a number of parks
facilities. The Department has identified needs such as signage, door closures, restroom fixtures and
other features. Of the $1.7 million, $400,000 will be 2014 CDBG funding.

How were these needs determined?
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Neighborhood business district improvements will be reviewed and funded through a competitive
request for proposals process to be conducted by the Office of Economic Development in 2013, for
funding in 2014.

Regarding Parks improvements, the Conservation Corps works with a wide variety of Parks staff to
identify projects worth pursuing. Parks Resource managers, crew chiefs and gardeners provide input on
needs for their parks. These positions have a great deal of contact with the public and will consider
requests from the public in their suggestions. SCC also works with parks maintenance staff who are
aware of missing or worn out parks features that need to be replaced and with Parks planning and
development and design staff who also work closely with the public and have a good overall view of
parks mission and design goals. For CDBG funded improvements, parks are also reviewed for service

area eligibility.

Parks uses an Asset Management Plan to identify needed capital improvement projects including access
improvement projects. Projects are identified through on-gong condition assessments, consultant
studies, six-year facilities plans, work order analyses, and intradepartmental information sharing of
facility maintenance issues and needs.

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Services:

Three of the four Consolidated Plan funds are used by the Human Services Department to provide public
services for eligible clients. CDBG, ESG, and HOPWA are used primarily to prevent homelessness and to
provide shelter and rapid rehousing for persons and families currently homeless. The need for homeless
services and the City's strategy to address the issues of homelessness are outlined in a recent Request
for Investments process which determined the services the City will procure over the next several years
with City General Fund, CDBG, and ESG funds. The Communities Supporting Safe and Stable Housing
policy and needs document is provided at
http://www.seattle.gov/humansérvices/documehts/hsd_csssh_investment_plan_finaI_062712.pdf. A
HOPWA investment plan (available

at http://www.seattle.gov/humanservices/emergencyservices/she|ter/hopwa_investment_plan.pdf) has
also been produced to guide a Request for Investments process in the last half of 2013.

In response to recent economic and social indicators, the City has decided to invest CDBG dollars.into an
employment support program. The US Department of Labor states that an important determinate of
socio-economic advancement is educational attainment beyond high school. In 2013 CDBG resources in
the Human Services Department began supporting a new "Career Bridge"AAe program, a partnership
between the Office of Economic Development and HSD. This is designed to prepare people in crisis or
facing barriers to employment for the education and training necessary to secure employment that

provides greater economic security.
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How were these needs determined?

The Communities Supporting Safe and Stable Housing investment policies were designed with extensive
community input. The full process for the development of these policies are described in the investment
plan at
http://www.seattle.gov/humanservices/documents/hsd_csssh_investment_plan_final_062712.pdf.

Hundreds of people helped create the Communities Supporting Safe & Stable Housing Investment
Plan. The Plan was informed by an extensive community engagement process where clients of services,
community members, shelter and housing providers, business, faith communities, charitable
foundations, schools, local government, and elected officials all cantributed to the proposed strategies
and priorities for Seattle's homeless service investments.

In particular, client surveys and focus groups provided valuable input. Client-driven solutions to prevent
homelessness and support homeless services lead to better investments and lasting outcomes. Families
and individuals provide insight and contributions that are irﬁproving information, access and delivery of
services. Hundreds of people in Seattle who were served by homelessness prevention and homeless
assistance services participated in surveys, focus groups and forums to provide feedback and
recommendations for ways to improve programs and direct service investments.

In developing the Career Bridge program, OED and HSD held a community focus group in late July 2012
to describe the intent and design of the program and receive feedback. The focus group included 38
people, ages 17-50, who were potential participants. They shared their own stories and gave specific
comments about the program's components, outcomes and barriers to sustained employment.
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Housing Market Analysis

MA-05 Overview

Housing Market Analysis Overview:

Houﬁng'

The Mayor’s recently released Seattle Housing Strategy lays out four major housing directions:

1) Optimize investments in affordable housing

» Continue direct investment by renewing the Seattle Housing Levy in 2016

e Strengthen the Multi-Family Tax Exemption program

» Revise the affordable housing zoning incentives city-wide, including adjusting the fee-in-lieu formula
2) Make publicly owned land available for housing

« Continue to identify opportunities to use City-owned properties for affordable housing,
engaging neighboring communities early in the development process.

e  Work with partner agencies to utilize other public property for housing, including transit

 oriented development work with Sound Transit.

3) Reduce the cost of developing new housing

e Continue further improvements to the permitting process by better aligning processes across
City departments

¢ Encourage more sustainable housing development that qualifies for the Priority Green
Expedited or Facilitated review and permitting processes and expand this program to include
upgrades to existing housing.

e |dentify strategies to reduce or eliminate redundant or unnecessary processes or requirements

4) Foster an adequate and diverse supply of housing

e Encourage compact development near frequent transit as we work with neighborhoods to
consider station area

e plans, urban design frameworks, and zoning proposals

e Explore options for encouraging a wider variety of housing types, particularly to address
affordability and family housing.
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For a detailed analysis of Seattle’s housing conditions, market trends and impact on housing affordability
see the “Housing Seattle” report by the Seattle Planning Commission (Winter 2011). Also note that the

City of Seattle is updating its 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in 2013. Strategies that
support housing affordability and diversity are always integral to the Comprehensive Plan. '

Homelessness & Special Needs Populations

Seattle is responding to the needs of persons experiencing homelessness through a coordinated
continuum of care and affordable housing. Since 1981 when Seattle voters approved the first a series
of local bond and levies to create affordable housing, Seattle has now funded over 10,000 affordable
apartments for seniors, low- and moderate-wage workers, and formerly homeless individuals and
families, plus provided down-payment loans to more than 600 first-time homebuyers and rental
assistance to more than 4,000 households.

The City of Seattle has contributed to the production of 3,312 affordable housing units through
construction, preservation, and leasing of housing units dedicated to homeless individuals and families
since the community’s Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness was introduced in 2005. More than half

(57%) of these units have been created for chronically homeless individuals.

See continuation of the Market Analysis Overview in Part 2 attached below.

MA Overview Part 2

Prevention, Intervention and Housing Placement & Stabilization: The City also contributes to
homelessness prevention, intervention, housing stabilization services, including investments in the
operations of emergency shelter, transitional housing, and permanent housing support services that to
increase health, independence and stability. - ‘

A network of facilities in Seattle provides a total year-round capacity of approximately 2,223 emergency
shelter beds. Additional shelter, with varying capacity, is provided through emergency voucher
programs targeted to assist families with children access individual, temporary shelter units in
hotel/motels. During the winter months (October through March), the capacity of the shelter system
expands, adding more than 412 beds; additional capacity can be added when there are severe weather
conditions. The inventory also includes 2,131 year-round, transitional housing beds for families and
individuals. '

Seattle continues to work closely with other partners in the Continuum of Care (CoC) including King
County, S/KC Public Health, Seattle Housing Authority, United Way, the religious community and private
philanthropic agencies to develop multiple funding resources that target resources to vulnerable special
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population groups. Seattle often “braids” funding with service partners to meet the needs of specific
populations. See section NA-45 and MA-35 for more detail.
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MA-10 Number of Housing Units — 91.210(a)&(b)(2)

Introduction

See MA-05 Overview for more detail and link to The Mayor’s recently released Seattle Housing Strategy.

For a detailed analysis of Seattle’s housing conditions, market trends and impact on housing affordability
see the “Housing Seattle” report by the Seattle Planning Commission (Winter 2011). Also note that the
City of Seattle is updating its 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in 2013. Strategies that
support housing affordability and diversity are always integral to the Comprehensive Plan.

All residential properties by number of units

Property Type Number . %

1-unit detached structure , 277,014 ' 64%
1-unit, attached structure 10,414 2%
2-4 units ‘ 22,936 - 5%
5-19 units _ 44,652 10%
20 or more units 79,296 _ 18%
Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc ' 1,402 0%
Total 435,714 100%

Table 29 — Residential Properties by Unit Number
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data

Table A: History of Residential Permits — By Type of Unit

RESIDENTIAL PERMIT INFORMATION
Type of Unit Net Built Units Net Permitted TOTAL %
2005-2012 Units Jan. 2013
Single Family 1,685 196 1,881 4,3%
Accassory 402 104 506 1.2%
Dwelling
Detached 102 65 167 0.4%
Accessory
Multifamily 9,486 1,873 11,359 26.0%
wixed Use 17,660 11,740 29,740 68.1%
TOTAL 29,335 13,978 43,653 100.0%

Table A: History of Residential Permits by Type of Unit
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TABLE B: History of Units Permitted to be demolished

RESIDENTIAL DEMOLITION [NFORMATION
Type of Unit Net Demolished Net Permitted TOTAL %
Units 2005-2012 Demolished Units
Jap. 2013
Single Family 1,793 58 1,849 41.6%
Accessory Dwelling 15 o 15 0.3%

Detached Accessory a » [} 0 0%
Multifemily 1,507 5 1,512 ’ 34.0%
Mixed Use 1089 ) 3 1,072 24.1%
TOTAL 4,384 64 4,448 100,0%

Table B: History of Units Permitted to be Demolished

Taste C: WORK DesTINATION REPORT ~ WHERE WORKERS ARE EMPLOYED WHO LIVE IN THE
SELECTION AREA {SEATTLE CiTY) - BY PLaces (Crnes, CDPs, £7¢.)

2010
Count Share
Total All Jobs 292,739 100.0%
Jobs Counts by Places {Cities, CDPs, etc.) Where Workers are Employed - All Jobs
2010
Count Share
Seattle city, WA 182,983 62.5%
Bellevue city, WA 19,150 6.5%
Redmond city, WA 13,947 4.8%
Tukwila city, WA ' 5573 1.9%
Renton city, WA 5,556 , 1.9%
Everett city, WA 4,373 1.5%
Kirkland clty, WA 4,062 1.4%
Kent city, WA 3917 1.3%
Shoreline city, WA 3,088 1.1%
Tacoma city, WA 3,009 1.0%
All Other Locations 47,081 16.1%

Source: U5, Cersus Buresy, Qribehian Application aee LERD Orlgln-Destinatlon Empleyment Statistics (Begiening of Quarter
Empoymert, 208 Quartsr 28100,

Table C: Work Destination Report - Census Bur OnTheMap
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Unit Size by Tenure

Owners Renters
« Number % Number %
No bedroom 1,162 1% 17,662 13%
1 bedroom 10,784 8% 60,643 43%
2 bedrooms 37,444 27% 42,217 30%
3 or more bedrooms 87,951 64% 19,151 14%
Total 137,341 100% 139,673 100%

Table 30 — Unit Size by Tenure
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data

‘Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted with
federal, state, and local programs.

- Seattle currently has a 2004-2024 Comprehensive Plan growth target of 47,000 new households, of
which 62% has been met to date (92% if taking in account permitted residential units). See Urban
Center/Urban Village Growth Report, 1st Quarter 2013 (UCUV Growth Report 1st Qtr 2013.pdf attached
above as Table A).

Provide an assessment of units expected to be lost from the affordable hoUsing inventory for
any reason, such as expiration of Section 8 contracts.

Table B attached above provides a summary of the residential units demolished between 2005 and
2012, plus residential units for which demolition permits have been issued in January 2013,

Demolition of additional single-family units located in multifamily- and commercial-zoned areas of the
City is expected. In stronger market areas some older multifamily and mixed use product.will also likely
be demolished to make way for new construction of higher density residential development.

Does the availability of housing units meet the needs of the population?

Looking at the survey data for households who are currently housed, it appears that a high proportion of
those who are paying over % of their household income for housing costs are those who live alone. This
would suggest a need for increased supply of affordable small units located near retail, services and
frequent transit. The data provided in HUD’s boilerplate needs assessment does not enable easy analysis
of housing needs for people who may wish to live in Seattle but are not able to afford housing.

~ According to the U.S. Census Bureau’s OnTheMap application, over 1/3 of Seattle workers live outside of
the Seattle city limits. Presumably, a portion of those would choose to live closer to their jobs if
affordable housing were available. See Table C: Work Destination Report attached above.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 80

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




Describe the need for specific types of housing:

Seattle needs more affordable, smaller scale ownership housing. The 1st Q 2013 median sale price for
new construction housing was $446,950 (this includes single-family homes and any other non-
condominium for-sale product) and $473,750 for new construction condominiums ($339,650 for new
construction condominiums located outside of NWMLS Area #701, which is Downtown Seattle).

Given the high proportion of low-income households paying over % of their income for rent and basic
utilities, Seattle clearly also needs a larger supply of affordable rental housing. Analysis of 2005-09 CHAS
data shows that only 36 units of rental housing are affordable and available for every 100 extremely
low-income households and only 65 units of rental housing are affordable and available for every 100
very low-income households. In addition, Seattle has hundreds of homeless individuals and families
living on the streets, in shelters, and other unstable housing situations who are in immediate need of

housing.

Discussion

Affordable smaller scale housing is a critical element in providing solutions to Seattle’s
homelessness problem, and to alleviate threats to homelessness faced by many residents. AS
‘mentioned, a high proportion of those paying over % of their household income for housing
costs live alone.
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MA-15 Housing Market Analysis: Cost of Housing - 91.210(a)

Introduction

See MA-05 Overview for more detail and link to The Mayor's recently released Seattle Housing Strategy.

For a detailed analysis of Seattle’s housing conditions, market trends and impact on housing affordability
see the “Housing Seattle” report by the Seattle Planning Commission (Winter 2011). Also note that the
City of Seattle is updating its 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in 2013. Strategies that

support housing affordability and diversity are always integral to the Comprehensive Plan.

Cost of Housing

. Base Year: 2000 Most Recent Year: 2009 % Change
Median Home Value 252,100 446,900 77%
Median Contract Rent 677 849 25%
Table 31 - Cost of Housing
Data Source: 2000 Census (Base Year), 2005-2009 ACS (Most Recent Year)
Rent Paid Number %

Less than $500 20,865 14.9%

$500-999 72,169 51.7%

$1,000-1,499 32,644 23.4%
1 $1,500-1,999 9,591 6.9%

$2,000 or more 4,404 3.2%

Total 139,673 100.0%

Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data
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CHARTA

Average Seattle Rent
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Seattle Median Home Prices (Closed Sales)
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Housing Affordability

% Units affordable to Households Renter Owner
earning

30% HAMFI ‘ No Data No Data

50% HAMFI ‘ No Data No Data

80% HAMFI No Data No Data

100% HAMFI| No Data No Data
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% Units affordable to Households Renter Owner

earning
Total 0 (]
Table 33 — Housing Affordability
Data Source Comments:
F3 TABLEE ‘
Sesttle Lower-lnsome Penter Houssholds Affordsble and Availsble Housing Units Par 100 Renter
Houssholds snd Absolute ShortagesdSurplusses.
’ ) ’ Absolute Shortages/Surpluses
Affordsble Unlts per 100 Renter | Affordebls snd Avallsble Unitsper | of Avsliebis and AHardshiz
Haussholds 190 Renter Households Units
0-30% of | 0-50% of | 0-80% of | 0-20% of | 0-50% of | 4-80% of | 0-B0% of | 0-B0% 3-80%
AR AbN AR Al Al Al AR of AR of Al
5y . A2 142 36 65 85 {24,755} {f‘.S.SOQ} {3,805}
Tpurse THES Tatins 158 gnd £3F
Table E Seattle LI Renter HH Per 100 renters
TABLEF
Seattle Lover-ingome Renter Households: Affordeble and destisble Housing Yotz Per 100 Ooenar
Houzsholds and Absslute Shorteses/Surnlyze:
Abzsiute ShortzzssBurpiuses
Affordehle Units ger 200 Owner | Affordabis snd Avalisble Uniteper | of Avslisblé snd affordzils
Households 188 Owner Houssholds Unlts
0:20% of | 0503 of | 0-80% of | 3-30%.of | 0-50% of Q-80% of | 0-30% of | 2.80% 3.-50%
Ahdl ARl Al Al Al Al AR af Aldl of Ak
1§ 20 3 ¥ 12 25 {7,328} 115,208 1 123,900
Sourea i THAS Totlas 134 158 snd 48
Table F Seattle LI Renter HH per 100 owner
Monthly Rent
Monthly Rent ($) Efficiency (no | 1Bedroom | 2 Bedroom | 3 Bedroom | 4 Bedroom
bedroom) ,
Fair Market Rent 800 912 1,098 1,551 1,895
High HOME Rent 857 977 1,176 1,433 1,579
Low HOME Rent 760 814 977 1,128 1,258
Table 34 — Monthly Rent
Data Source:  HUD FMR and HOME Rents
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Average Rent Spring 2013, by Area
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Chart C Average Rent by Area - Spring 2013

Is there sufficient housing for households at all income levels?

Tables E and F show that Seattle is lacking affordable and available housing (both rental and owner) for
extremely low-income, very low-income and low-income households. The most immediate need is for
renter housing affordable for households with incomes < 30% of HAMFI.

How is affordability of housing likely to change considering changes to home values and/or
rents? ' ‘

Chart A shows that Seattle’s rental housing market is fairly stable. Overall, rental housing costs have
gradually increased over time. Average apartment rents, adjusted for inflation, have increased 16% over
the past 2 decades (between Spring 2003 and Spring 2013).

Chart B shows that Seattle’s for-sale housing market is more vulnerable to market fluctuations. New
construction housing prices have been on a steep upward trend since 2011 when the Puget Sound
region economy began to rebound from the Great Recession.

How do HOME rents / Fair Market Rent compare to Area Median Rent? How might this
impact your strategy to produce or preserve affordable housing?

Average rent for units in larger apartment buildings in Seattle (those with 20+ market rental units) is
$1,298. The average rent exceeds this average only in 5 of Seattle’s 14 market areas: Ballard, Green
Lake/Wallingford, Downtown/Belltown/South Lake Union, Central, and Queen Anne. However, 45% of

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 86

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 03/31/2015)




the rental housing stock surveyed by Dupre+Scott Apartment Advisors is located in these high-cost sub-
markets.

Discussion

Average rents in Seattle tend to be higher than HUD’s allowable Fair Market Rent levels,
causing challenges for providers using Consolidated Plan funds to help people stay in their
homes or to transition them to the private housing market in this area.
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MA-20 Housing Market Analysis: Condition of Housing — 91.210(a)

Introduction

See MA-05 Overview for more detail and link to The Mayor's recently released Seattle Housing Strategy.

For a detailed analysis of Seattle’s housing conditions, market trends and impact on housing affordability
see the “Housing Seattle” report by the Seattle Planning Commission (Winter 2011). Also note that the
City of Seattle is updating its 20-Year Comprehensive Growth Management Plan in 2013. Strategies that
support housing affordability and diversity are always integral to the Comprehensive Plan.

Definitions

“Substandard condition but suitable for rehabilitation” is a HUD term that the City of Seattle defines as
housing for which either (a) a notice of violation based on one or more physical conditions of the
housing that has not been corrected has been issued pursuant to Seattle Housing and Building
Maintenance Code, subsection 22,206.220 “Notice of Violation,” or (b) a residential rental housing
business license has been suspended, denied, or revoked pursuant to the Seattle License Code, SMC
Chapter 6.202 “General Provisions” based on one or more physical conditions of the housing that has
not been corrected and/or the Residential Rental Business License and Inspection Program, SMC
Chapter 6.440; and that could be brought up to standard condition through rehabilitation costing less
than 70% of the cost to replace the housing.

Condition of Units

Condition of Units Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied

' Number % Number %
With one selected Condition 46,233 34% 59,198 42%
With two selected Conditions 799 1% 3,482 2%
With three selected Conditions 112 0% 435 0%
With four selected Conditions 0 0% 0 0%
No selected Conditions 90,197 66% 76,558 55%
Total 137,341 101% 139,673 99%

Table 35 - Condition of Units
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data
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Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation

oF

JABIEG

Number-of occupied housing units by tenure and year structure built

Built 2000 or later |

Bullt 1980-199¢

Owner

- ‘11;251 . .

Pct Renter

Pct

. o483

Total

Buitt 1949 or
earlier

Total

| 137'341

49.58%

19,079 | . 13.89% 28,760 20.59% 47,839 17.27%
BUI1950:1979 i 35,868l | 261%% '*smz,l o 0
71,193 51.84% 43,559 31.19% 114,752 41.42%

271014

Pct.

139,673 | 200% |
Source. CPD Maps, 2005-09 Arerican Community Sutvey, 5-Year Estimvates
MA-20 Table G Need for Owner and Rental Rehab
Year Unit Built
Year Unit Built Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
2000 or later 11,201 8% 13,742 10%
1980-1999 19,079 14% 28,760 21%
1950-1979 35,868 26% 53,612 38%
Before 1950 71,193 52% 43,559 31%
Total 137,341 100% 139,673 100%

Table 36 — Year Unit Built

Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
Total Number of Units Built Before 1980 107,061 78% 97,171 70%
Housing Units build before 1980 with children present 23,130 17% 15,705 11%
Table 37 — Risk of Lead-Based Paint
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS (Total Units) 2005-2009 CHAS (Units with Children present)
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Estimated Number of Housing Units Occupled by Low or Moderate Income Families with LBP

Hazards
JABLEH
"~ household.
househoidcontsinslor  contalnsna
‘ morechildrensze 6or childrenage b of
‘Renter Occupled Unlts - younger . younger Grand Total
1839 or earlier 2195 31125 33320
grester then 308 byt
lgssthen or agusl to
ED% af HAMF! 388 SO1E 400
graster then 508 byt
lessthanpragueito
B0 of HAMF 430 5425 555
greztafthen B0 of
HahF] 1935 32278 13308
lessthzn orequslto '
30% af HANFI 34 FaLE 750
betveen 1940 s 1979 5230 58620 63850
gresterthen 30% but
igszthan oragqualto
50%: of HANF| 1545 3500 . 10648
greater than 50% but
Jsssthenoregusite
B33 of HANFI 1418 2780 132835
grester then 0% of
HALF 1555 21210 22735
lzssthen oraqusite
303 of HANFI 1385 18330 1BE1S
1980 or later 3125 39370 £3495
grestarthan 308 but
fzszthanoraguslte
503% of HAMF 663 Biig 5775
gresterthen B0M
teszthen oraquaite
8038 of HANF! 265 5485 6222
grestar than BO% of
HARFI 1318 17383 LRIEE
tesz then o equelte
20% of HARAF! 385 10450 1443%
Grand Toual Ci0550 129115 139685
MA-20 Table H Est # of LMI Occupied Units w LBP
Vacant Units
Suitable for Not Suitable for Total
Rehabilitation Rehabilitation
Vacant Units 0 0 0
Abandoned Vacant Units 0 0] 0
REO Properties 0 0 0
Abandoned REO Properties 0 0 0
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Table 38 - Vacant Units
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS

Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation

See Table G attached above.

The majority.of Seattle’s housing stock was built before 1979, Based on a CPD Maps search, Census
Tracts with the highest percentages of extremely low-income households in substandard housing are
located in the International District, Pioneer Square, and University District, and lower, but still high
enough concentrations to be of concern in Aurora-Licton Springs, Bitter Lake, Duwamish Valley,
Georgetown, and Beacon Hill.

Estimated Number of Housing Units Occupied by Low or Moderate Income Families with LBP

Hazards
See Table H attached above.

Discussion

The “Housing Seattle” report referenced earlier contains our discussion of the condition of
housing in Seattle,

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 91

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)




MA-25 Public and Assisted Hodsing -91.210(b)

Introduction

Seattle Housing Authority (SHA) provides long-term rental housing and rental assistance to more than 15,000 households through Low Income
Public Housing {LIPH) and Housing Choice Vouchers (also referred to as Section 8 or HCV).

SHA’s Low Income Public Housing (LIPH) stock totals 6,335 units as of year end 2012, which are located in neighborhoods throughout the City of
Seattle. See 2013 List of SHA Communities attached below.

SHA’s public housing stock provides a range of bedroom sizes, as well as opportunities for specific populations, such as the buildings in our
Seattle Senior Housing Program (SSHP). While most of SHA’s public housing units are located in apartment buildings, some are located in
smaller, multi-family buildings and houses in our Scattered Site portfolio.

In accordance with the Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement signed in 2007, SHA has made significant progress towards completing 263
UFAS units and will continue to commit at least five percent of new construction to accessible units. As of yearend 2012, 190 UFAS units had
already been certified.

The overall condition of SHA’s public housing units is good. SHA’s average score of 87 percent for 2011 REAC inspections reflects the close

" scrutiny paid to maintenance and repairs at SHA buildings, a challenge given the fact that many SHA buildings are aging. SHA has also recently
added new public housing stock, including an ARRA-funded project at Lake City Village and HOPE VI communities, including High Point, Rainier
Vista, and New Holly, all of which are in very good condition. SHA has also begun work to redevelop Yesler Terrace, our oldest housing
development, and continuing this work will be essential.

Federal underfunding has resulted in a backlog of capital projects, as well as making it challenging for SHA to maintain operating funding for
regular repairs and maintenance. While SHA has been successful in leveraging other resources, including tax credits and bonds, the agency still
faces a significant backlog. In the short-term, capital needs in the scattered site portfolio total $1.8 million within the next year. In the long-term,
the majority of SHA’s public housing stock will hit the 50 year mark within the next ten years and as a result will require major sewer and
electrical work as part of its lifecycle, totaling $25 to 30 million. Twenty buildings will also need new roofs, at a cost of approximately $250,000
per roof.
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Underfunding places SHA in a difficult position, where in order to maintain the condition of housing stock; the agency must make difficult
choices. For example, SHA must consider whether to retain the scattered site portfolio, which is more costly to maintain as it is located in
smaller buildings dispersed throughout the city, or dispose of it in favor of more consolidated stock.

More than 8,000 tenant-based and project-based vouchers are currently in use in Seattle, but demand is much higher than supply. SHA
reopened the waiting list for Housing Choice Vouchers in early 2013 and received 24,000 applications.

Waiting lists for public housing units also indicate high demand. As of yearend 2012, 6,700 households were waiting for traditional public
housing units and the average wait time for new move-ins to public housing was 26 months. Thousands more households were waiting on

individual site-based waiting lists for public housing units in HOPE VI communities.

Totals Number of Units

Program Type
Certificate Mod-Rehab Public Vouchers
Housing Total Project -based Tenant -based Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing
# of units vouchers
available 0 588 5,367 8,810 104 8,706 944 10 620
# of accessible units 890
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 39 ~ Total Number of Units by Program Type
Data Source:  PIC (PIH Information Center) ’
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2013 List of SHA Public Housing Communities

ski Kurose
Ballard House
Barton Place
Beacon Tower
Ball Towsr

Bitter Lakes Manor
Blakaley Manor
Cal-Mgr Crcle
Capitol Park
Carroll Terrace
Cedarysls House
SCedaryale Village
Center Park
Center West
Columbiz Placa
Renige Hunt
Townhomes
Denny Terrace
FortLawton Place
Fremont Place
Gideon-Mathews
Sardens

Green Lake Plaza
Harvard Court
High Point

Hally Court
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2013 List of SHA PH Communities
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International
Terrace

Island view
Jackson Park
Hause

Jackson Park
village
JeffersonTerrace
Lake City Court
Lake City House
Hgkonwood
Longfellow
Court/Weastwood
Court
Longfellow Cresk
Apartments
Meadowbrook
View Apartrments
Michaslson Maner

Nelson Manor

DNewiHally

Olive Ridge:
Olmsted Manor
Olympic Wesk
Phinney Terrace
Pinehurst Court

w % & & L
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Plzasant Valley
Plaza

Primeay Place
Queen Anng
Heights
Rainer Vista
Reunion House
Ross Manor

Raxhill Court

_ Apartments

Scattered Sites
Schwabachst
House

Stewart Manor
Sunrise Manor
Tamarack Place
Tri-Court
University House
University Waest
west Town View
Westiwood Heights
Wildwood Glen
Willis House
YWisteria Court

Yesler Terrace
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2012 Seattle Housing Authority - Total number of units

Project- | Tenant-
based based VASH | FUP | Disabled
vouchers | vouchers

Cert- | Mod- | Public | Totah
ificate | Rehab | Housing | vouchers

gof
unltsfvouchers 1] 759 5,335 §.798 2,927 5.871 280 200 75
ayaliable

#ofaccessible . . . ; ;
uniss ) il 2 880 i NFA NfA NfA N/A MFA

Source: MTW 2012 Annual Report

Updated 2012 SHA Total Number of Units
Describe the supply of public housing developments:

Describe the number and physical condition of public housing units in the jurisdiction, including those that are participating in an
approved Public Housing Agency Plan: ‘

SHA targets extremely low income households with the great majority of its housing resources. In 2012, SHA served 12,674 extremely low-
income households (0-30% AMI) and 1,901 low-income households (30-80% AMI). (These figures exclude port outs, for whom we do not
maintain income data, and includes port ins.)

SHA anticipates no long-term or permanent loss of public housing units. However, there will be short-term changes in SHA’s inventory as the
agency redevelops Yesler Terrace and repositions its scattered site housing stock. In addition, while maintaining (and when possible increasing)
the availability of public housing units is a primary goal for SHA, if funding continues to be insufficient the agency may have to seriously
contemplate whether a reduction in inventory may be required.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE a5

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




Public Housing Condition ‘

Public Housing Development

Average Inspection Score

attached

See list of property and 2011 REAC Score 0

Table 40 - Public Housing Condition

Condition of publichousing units

Property 2011 REAC Score
BellTower 86
Cedarvale Viltage 81
Denny Terrace 34
High Point 77
High Rise Phase 2 Limited Partnership 88
High Rise Phase 3 timited Partnership 51
High Rise Phase 1 Limited Partnership 30
Holly Court 39
Jackson Park Village 59
leffersanTerrace 84
Lake City Village and Rainler Vista 95
Longfellow Creek and Roxhiil Court 75
few Holly 81
Olive Ridge 83
Scattered Sites 87
Seattle Senior Housing Program {SSHP) 76
Stone View Village 85
Stoneyiew Phase i} {AkiKurose) 99
Tri-Court 92
Westwood Heights .94
Wisterla Court 89
Yesier Terrace 74

SHA Property 2011 REAC Scores

Describe the restoration and revitalization needs of public housing units in the jurisdiction:

Many SHA buildings are aging, resulting in significant restoration and revitalization needs. SHA has
already begun work to redevelop Yesler Terrace, our oldest housing development, and continuing this

revitalization effort will be essential.
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Federal underfunding has resulted in a backlog of capital projects, as well as making it challenging for
SHA to maintain operating funding for regular repairs and maintenance. While SHA has been successful
in leveraging other resources, including tax credits and bonds, the agency still faces a significant backlog.
In the short-term, capital needs in the scattered site portfolio total $1.8 million within the next year. In
the long-term, the majority of SHA’s public housing stock will hit the 50 year mark within the next ten
years and as a result will require major sewer and electrical work as part of its lifecycle, totaling $25 to
30 million. Twenty buildings will also need new roofs, at a cost of approximately $250,000 per roof.

Describe the public housing agency's strategy for improving the living environment of low-
and moderate-income families residing in public housing:

In addition to attention to the physical environment of SHA communities, the agency strives to support
personal and community aspects of its properties. Community builders contribute to this by working
with interested residents to form and sustain duly-elected resident councils and issue-specific work
groups to work with management on issues of common interest. In addition, most communities send
representatives to the Joint Policy Advisory Committee, with whom SHA regularly consults on major
policy issues. Residents are involved in planning for the use of HUD's Resident Participation Funds.

Discussion:

SHA strives to maintain a safe and healthy living environment for its residents. However, underfunding
creates additional challenges in this arena.
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MA-30 Homeless Facilities and Services — 91.210(c)

Introduction

Seattle is responding to the needs of persons experiencing homelessness through a coordinated continuum of care and affordable housing.
Since 1981 when Seattle voters approved the first a series of local bond and levies to create affordable housing, Seattle has now funded over
10,000 affordable apartments for seniors, low- and moderate-wage workers, and formerly homeless individuals and families, plus provided
down-payment loans to more than 600 first-time homebuyers and rental assistance to more than 4,000 households.

The City of Seattle has contributed to the production of 3,312 affordable housing units through construction, preservation, and leasing of
housing units dedicated to homeless individuals and families since the community's Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness was introduced in 2005
(see Annual Production to Meet King Cty 10-Yr Plan End Homelessness GoalsAAe attached to table below). More than half (57%) of these units
have been created for chronically homeless individuals.

Prevention, Intervention and Housing Placement & Stabilization: The City also contributes to homelessness prevention, intervention, housing
stabilization services, including investments in the operations of emergency shelter, transitional housing, and permanent housing support
services that to increase health, independence and stability.

A network of facilities in Seattle provides a total year-round capacity of approximately 2,223 emergency shelter beds. Additional shelter, with
varying capacity, is provided through emergency voucher programs targeted to assist families with children access individual, temporary shelter
units in hotel/motels. During the winter months (October through March), the capacity of the shelter system expands, adding more than 412
beds; additional capacity can be added when there are severe weather conditions. The inventory also includes 2,131 year-round, transitional
housing beds for families and individuals.

For a breakdown of Seattle's approach to funding emergency housing and shelter programs among populations see "Seattle's Existing Approach™
attached below the table. '
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Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households

Emergency Shelter Beds Transitional Permanent Supportive Housing
Housing Beds Beds
Year Round Beds Voucher / Current & New Current & New Under
(Current & New) "~ Seasonal / Development

Overflow Beds

Households with Adult(s) and

Child(ren) 509 60 ’ 1,389 87 0]
Households with Only Adults 1,706 352 720 1,940 310
Chronically Homeless Households ' 0 0 0 1,072 105
Veterans 65 0 150 318 55
Unaccompanied Youth 8 ' 0 22 0 0
Table 41 - Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households
Data Source Comments: See notes to Facilities & Hsg Targeted to Homeless HH below table.
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Annual Production to Meet King County 10 Year Plan to End Homelessness Goals
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Seattle’s Existing Approach

City of Seattle Shelter Investments ,
As part of interventionefforts, HSD invests more than $6.7 million annuatly from
local and federal funding sources in emergency housing and shelter programs.
Seattle has been investing resources to su‘pport shelters since the early 1980s.

| % of Seattle -
Envte Eestment

3

1.181 pedsiunits

While CEH was reviewing priority items, HSD began working on our homelessness investment pian.
Here's what we found. Over the past eight years: the Homeless poputation has changed & economic
recession/budget cutshave had severe fmpact on community and human services providers. Yet
services and senvice delivery systems havelargely remained the same {excerpted from the April 2013
Netional Human Services Data Consortium presentation — author Sola Blumacher).

2013 - Seattle's Existing Approach to Emerg Hsg

Notes to Facilities § Hsg Targeted to Homeless HH table

1. The Continuum of Care (CoC) Housing Inventory Chart (HIC) was used to complete Table 40-Facilities Targeted to Homeless Persons. The
City of Seattle is part of a countywide CoC which includes eight jurisdictions, including Seattle. The exact number of beds/units excludes a
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number of programs operate scattered site transitional housing programs that operate in Seattle, primarily, but are part of countywide

geographical HIC coding. These countywide service programs are not included in the figures above, but are prédominantly located within the
City of Seattle.

2. Within the city of Seattle, emergency shelter and transitional housing programs have the capacity to provide emergency and transitional
housing beds year-round to an estimated 4,354 persons each night. Table 40-Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households indicates
the maximum bed-capacity, however programs assisting families with children operate and provide individual “units” for households, based on
family size.

3. Permanent Supportive Housing Units represented in Table 40 includes only the projects and units that meet the strict definition of
“permanent supportive housing” for persons with disabilities. These figures are part of the CoC HIC that are reported to HUD as part of the
annual Continuum of Care application process. Seattle has developed a greater number of supportive housing and service enriched housing
programs for chronically homeless individuals. These “chronically homeless” units have adopted a broader definition that is used by HUD. The
number of units developed under our Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness is included as an attachment (“Annual Production to Meet King
County 10 Year Plan to End Homelessness Goals.”

4. Veterans: The total number of beds for persons in households without children includes the number of beds available for homeless
veterans. The number of beds dedicated to Veterans is a subset of the beds included in the total number of beds available for persons in
households without children.

Overview of Mainstream Support Services

Healthcare Services: Health protection, health promotion and health provision are among the primary functions of Public Health Seattle & King
County. The public health department hosts the Healthcare for the Homeless Network {HCHN), a program that provides “quality,
comprehensive health care for people experiencing homelessness in Seattle and King County and provides leadership to help change the
conditions that deprive our neighbors of home and health.” Programs are designed to link people into primary health care and help connect
them with other vital services, including behavioral health care treatment. HCHN teams operate at shelters, housing program sites, day center
programs, and clinics. Street outreach teams are also meeting people where they are, building trusting relationships, reducing harm and helping
people identify their needs and make steps toward improving their health.
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Behavioral Health (Mental Health, Chemical Addiction & Dependency Services): King County provides publicly funded mental health services to
low-income people in need. To qualify for mental health services, an individual must meet both financial and medical necessity criteria. Services
are provided by community-based mental health care providers, including a number of social and health service providers that offer specialized
programs for homeless individuals, families and youth. k

Sobering, detoxification, outpatient treatment, and substance abuse prevention services are the responsibility of King County. The King County
Substance Abuse Prevention and Treatment delivery system works in partnership with other departments within the county and the City of
Seattle, and the Washington State Division of Alcohol and Substance Abuse (DASA) in planning and implementing publicly funded prevention and
treatment services. Some of the services provided are county operated programs; however most are provided through contracts with
community-based substance abuse prevention and treatment agencies. http://www.kingcounty.gov/healthservices/MHSA.aspx

Employment Services: . Seattle/King County Continuum of Care partner with the Workforce Development Council of Seattle- King County (WDC),
a nonprofit workforce “think tank” and grant-making organization whose mission is to support a strong economy and ensure the ability of each
person to achieve self-sufficiency.

The WDC’s Homeless Intervention Project (HIP) has served more than 5,000 homeless adults since 1995. HIP is a HUD-funded consortium of
service providers funded by the WDC. HIP is based on intensive case management and housing assistance for each individual, determined by
comprehensive assessment of needs, assets and barriers. In addition to occupational skills training, HIP includes assistance in basic skills
(reading, math etc.), life skills (e.g. maintaining a budget) and “soft skills” for work. HIP providers work closely with housing providers and others
serving the homeless to ensure comprehensive, non-duplicative services that efficiently use

resources. http://www.seakingwdc.org/workforce/homeless-jobseekers.html.

Homeless Strategy Description - Part 1

Homelessness Prevention program assistance includes:

e Short-term financial assistance {rental assistance and utility assistance), case management, housing access and stabilization services to
prevent shelter entrance and promote housing retention

e Services that reestablish healthy connections between individuals and their families, including families of choice
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e Legal representation, counseling and advocacy (including assistance to delay or dismiss eviction, in-court representation). Collaboration
with homelessness prevention agencies to provide financial assistance and stabilization services.

Homelessness intervention Services include:

e Street Outreach Services: Engagement with people who are not currently connected to community resources outreach services focus
on specific populations and/or geographic areas in order to identify and connect people to services and/or housing. Services in Seattle
target special needs of chronically homeless, disabled individuals, partlcularly those with severe mental illness and chromc alcohol and
substance abuse disorders.

e  Shelter, Transitional and Interim Housing:. This includes: Overnight shelter and overnight shelter with enhanced services; Shelter with
24-hour accommodation & service, including shelter for families with children, and shelter for youth under 18 years old; Transitional
housing for individuals; families with children; and Transitional Living Programs (TLP) for homeless youth and young adults; and
Confidential shelter and transitional housing for victims of domestic violence. V

e Day Services (Day Centers, Drop-in Centers, and Hygiene Centers): Facility-based/site-based services assisting individuals to increase
their daytime safety and security, meet their nutritional needs; and access services such as employment assistance, links to mainstream
benefits, and access health care and housing resources; and Facilities providing a safe place to meet basic hygiene needs. ‘

¢ Food & Meal Programs: Meal Programs provide meals to low-income and homeless people to help meet minimum nutritional
requirements. The sites vary in size and hours of operation. Programs that service night and day shelters are open seven days per week.

Food Banks are service sites that provide food and other household supplies to low-income and homeless people. City of Seattle funds
17 food bank sites across Seattle.

Homeless Strategy Description - Part 2

Housing Placement, Stabilization & Support Services: financial assistance (e.g. rental assistance and/or utility deposits) services designed to
move a homeless household quickly into permanent, “non time-limited” housing. Housing focused services: Case management, housing
advocacy, search and placement services for short-term or ongoing support to households to stabilize, move into housing.

Supportive services are provided on-site or co-located with housing or linked to service sites in the community. These services are delivered by

housing agencies, by mainstream service or arranged under collaborative agreements between the housing provider and a service provider.
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e Mainstream services and resources to increase safety, stability and self-sufficiency, such as healthcare; substance abuse detox and
recovery treatment; mental health assessment and treatment; employment training, placement, and retention; housing placement;
child care and after-school programs (for programs serving families); legal assistance; removing barriers associated with past
felony/criminal conviction; credit counseling; life skills training.

e Case management to connect people with mainstream services, community resources (e.g. churches, philanthropic groups, -
neighborhood groups), and after-placement services for households entering housing. Services focus on preventing future recurrence of
homelessness.

e Financial empowerment: Information, education, planning, counseling and coaching to increase financial stability. These services may
include assistance with opening a bank account, preparing a budget, taking a class in money management, developing a plan to save
money, receiving one-on-one assistance from a debt/credit specialist, applying for public benefits.

e Child care and parenting support services: Consultation and support for child care, after-school and/or school programs; behavioral

health services for children to overcome trauma associated with becoming homeless; and parenting services to strengthen parent-child
attachment.

Permanent Supportive Housing and Service Enriched Housing Programs
Rental Assistance Programs (Shelter Plus Care, Rapid Re-housing, and Facility & Tenant Based Rental Assistance Programs)

e The City of Seattle has contributed to the production of 3,312 affordable housing units through construction, preservation, and leasing
of housing units dedicated to homeless individuals and families in the last eight years since the community’s Ten-Year Plan to End
Homelessness was introduced in 2005. More than half (57%) of these units have been created for chronically homeless individuals.

e Since 1981 when Seattle voters approved the first a series of local bond and levies to create affordable housing, Seattle has now funded
over 10,000 affordable apartments for seniors, low- and moderate-wage workers, and formerly homeless individuals and families, plus
provided down-payment loans to more than 600 first-time homebuyers and rental assistance to more than 4,000 households.
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Describe mainstream services, such as health, mental health, and employment services to the
extent those services are use to complement services targeted to homeless persons

Some of the mainstream supportive services available to homeless individuals and families in the Seattle
are described below. The demand for these services exceeds capacity and available resources. For detail
on a sampling of supportive services see "Overview of Mainstream Services" attached to table above.

List and describe services and facilities that meet the needs of homeless persons, particularly
chronically homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their
families, and unaccompanied youth. If the services and facilities are listed on screen SP-40
Institutional Delivery Structure or screen MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services,
describe how these facilities and services specifically address the needs of these populations.

The City of Seattle leverages and coordinates its resources to support community based agencies that
provide homelessness prevention, homelessness intervention services, and housing stabilization and
support services designed to help meet needs of homeless and formerly homeless individuals and
families (see detail in "Homeless Strategy Description” attached above.) For in-depth background and
analysis of Seattle's homeless strategies and planned investments see the Human Services Department's
Communities Supporting Safe and Stable Housing at

A http://www.seattle.gov/humanservices/documents/hsd_csssh_investment_plan_final_062712.pdf.
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MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services — 91.210(d)

Introduction

Seattle continues to work closely with other partners in the Continuum of Care (CoC) including King
County, S/KC Public Health, Seattle Housing Authority, United Way, the religious community and private
philanthropic agencies to develop'multiple funding resources that target resources to vulnerable special
population groups. Seattle often “braids” funding with service partners to meet the needs of specific
populations. This section includes links to major reports and initiatives underway in Seattle and King
County, to address the need for facilities and services of specific populafions identified here.

Seattle is closely monitoring anticipated changes with the implementation of the Affordable HealthCare
Act, and will explore potential to leverage services for homeless and special populations in conjunction
with supportive services that may come with HCA funding.

Information on special needs facilities and services targeted to specific population groups identified in
this section include: the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities (including mental, physical, and
developmental), persons with alcohol or other chemical dependency, persons with HIV/AIDS and their
families, public housing residents, and youth and young adults.

HOPWA Assistance Baseline Table

Type of HOWA Assistance Number of Units Designated or Available for People with
HIV/AIDS and their families .
TBRA 33
PH in facilities 74
STRMU _ 97
ST or TH facilities 23
PH placement 81

Table 42— HOPWA Assistance Baseline

Data Source: HOPWA CAPER and HOPWA Beneficiary Verification Worksheet
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HOPWA ~ Three-Year Anticipated Service by Type of Assistance*
el
! 2013 2014 Sgens
Outputs Funding Outputs Funding Outpids Funding
Houshng Subdddy Assistance
Tenanl-Based Rentsl Assistance 30 138,000 2 ) 180000 2 160,000
raject-Barad Rental Ansistance 56 FILFIE Tien 335,837 82 408,000
Parmanent Housing Operating Subsidy 24 472,096 kil 135,048 il {
Fravsitianal Houslnp Operating Subisidy [ g 0. 9 a il
STRAAL ’ i a8 20 m,fmm 23 46,000
PenmanentHousion Pacement 10 17,800 10 17800 18 32,040
TOTAL ) 116 a99,470 130 729,485 1 555,041
Housing Development
Permanent Hovting Capital Investmant o o 8 s04,000 .0 i
Transitional Housing Qapttai nyestment il g Q & g
TOTAL ¢} b} 8 300,000 ° 44
Supportive Servioes®
Services ith HOPWA-Funded Housing 26 §8,405 =6 88,305 a5 B8 405
serviceznly 212 324542 238 3923188 258 AF3EE5
TOTAL 08 412,947 332 481,574 Ll 521,960
Housing tnformation Services
Navigator/Services S 0 10 50,000 20 106,000
Ceptralired Functions in 30,000 20 190,600
Totsl 6 ] 20 100,000 A 20,000
Grant Adinkiitration 9 24,153 ¢ 85067 @ $8.000
Total 2] 24,133 o 96,067 ¢ 98000
JOTAL 1,406,250 1,407,326 1,406,000
“Funding estirmates only— subject to change. o

HOPWA - 3-Year Anticipated Services by Type of Assistance

Including the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities (mental, physical, developmental),
persons with alcohol or other drug addictions, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families,
public housing residents and any other categories the jurisdiction may specify, and describe
their supportive housing needs |

People Living with HIV/AIDS

People living with HIV/AIDS represent a range of needs. Recent planning work points to an increasing
proportion of clients in the medical case management system with a number of barriers to accessing
and retaining housing including homelessness, mental iliness, chemical addiction, criminal history, past
evictions, and poor credit. '

Housing goals in the next year are aimed at shifting resources to best address individual client needs to
support successful housing placement as well as increased emphasis on maintaining that
housing. Supportive housing needs will be addressed in a number of ways, including:

e  Housing with 24/7 front desk coverage
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¢ On-site case management in permanent housing with individually tailored housing pIané

» Services-enriched transitional housing emphasizing the development of life skills and access to
mental health and chemical dependency treatment when called for. ’

¢ Development of a mobile team which will include expertise in mental health and chemical
dependency. This service will be available for people living in permanent housing and will
facilitate leveraging more affordable units for higher need people with HIV/AIDS

® Use of peers in the delivery of supportive services

For more detail on the supportive housing needs of other populations called out; please link to the full

strategic plans listed below:
Elderly: see 2012-2015 Area Plan on Aging New Partners for New Times
People with disabilities: see Overview of City of Seattle Investments in Public Health Services

Public Housing residents: see Bold Plans in the Face of Uncertainty - 2011 to 2015 Strategic Plan -
Seattle Housing Authority

Immigrants & Refugees: see Immigrant and Refugee Initiative Action Plan

Survivors of Domestic Violence: see the City’s Domestic Violence and Sexual Assault Prevention

website

Persons with substance abuse addictions: see the City's Public Health Initiatives and Funding website

Youth & Young Adult: see a new Comprehensive Plan to End Youth and Young Adult Homelessness in
King County by 2020 is in final draft and anticipated to be completed early in the fall of 2013
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Describe programs for ensuring that persons returning from mental and physical health

institutions receive appropriate supportive housing
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The City of Seattle, through the Seattle-King County Continuum of Care, completed detailed discharge
planning for individuals coming from the mental health, health care, foster care and corrections
systems. Please see the summary of this planning attached above as "Discharge Plans" Parts 1 and 2.

Specify the activities that the jurisdiction plans to undertake during the next year to address
the housing and supportive services needs identified in accordance with 91.215(e) with
respect to persons who are not homeless but have other special needs. Link to one-year
goals. 91.315(e)

People Living with HIV/AIDS

The Seattle Human Services Department recently completed the 2013-2016 HOPWA Investment

Plan. Significant community engagement needs assessment data, and best practices provided the basis
for the plan. The two main priorities of the plan are to improve housing access and retention for low
income people with HIV/AIDS and significantly expand permanent affordable housing with and without
supportive services. The priorities require shifts in funding over the next several years to achieve the
priorities. The main activities to be funded through the HOPWA program include:

1. Create a lead agency to coordinate the implementation of a housing continuum that
streamlines assessment, intake, and lease up process. The lead agency will provide initial
screening, triage, and follow up for housing needs, offer short term rent, mortgage and utility
assistance to prevent homelessness, negotiate and manage memoranda of agreement with
participating landlords and nonprofit housing organizations, provide supportive services in
housing, and manage rental subsidy programs.

2. Create navigator services for refugee and immigrant populations who need housing and
supports. Fund a pilot project testing the use of community based agencies which will assist
-people with HIV/AIDS to secure needed housing through the lead agency.

3. Increase the use of project based rental assistance to secure additional permanent housing units
for people with HIV/AIDS.

4. Participate in joint funding opportunities in King County to better leverage HOPWA dollars and
crate additional units in nonprofit housing projects.

)

The Three Year Service by Type of Assistance table attached above shows changes in funding and goals
for outputs for each year from 2013 to 2015. These changes support the priorities in the HOPWA
Investment Plan

* For entitlement/consortia grantees: Specify the activities that the jurisdiction plans to
undertake during the next year to address the housing and supportive services needs
identified in accordance with 91.215(e) with respect to persons who are not homeless but
have other special needs. Link to one-year goals. (91.220(2))
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See AP-20 and AP-35 For Annual goals and Projects description linked to anticipated allocations.
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MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing — 91.210(e)

Negative Effects of Public Policies on Affordable Housing and Residential Investment

Background

With passage of the Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable Housing Act in 1990, Congress recognized
the importance of public policies and processes to the supply of affordable housing. Section 105(b)(4)
requires state and local governments to explain as part of their Comprehensive Housing Affordability
Strategy (CHAS)—now an element of the Consolidated Plan— whether a proposed public policy affects
housing affordability and describe the jurisdiction’s strategy to remove or ameliorate negative effects, if
any, of such policies (see 24 CFR 91.210{e} and 24 CFR 91.310(d)).

An Advisory Commission headed by HUD Secretary Jack Kemp released a report in 1991 called Not in My
Backyard: Removing Regulatory Barriers to Affordable Housing. That report estimated that certain
policies and procedures directly increase construction or rehabilitation costs by up to 35 percent.
According to the George W. Bush Administration, numerous academic studies have confirmed this
finding. In addition to direct cost impacts, many policies and processes further exacerbate the problem
by constraining overall housing supply with a general deleterious impact upon overall housing
affordability. A 35 percent reduction in development costs would allow millions of American families to
buy or rent housing that they currently cannot afford.

Congress, in Title XII of the 1992 Housing and Community Development Act, reiterated its interest in this
important subject by authorizing grants for regulatory barrier removal and established a Regulatory
Barriers Clearinghouse. In the American Homeownership Act of 2000, Congress reauthorized the
Clearinghouse and simplified procedures for a barrier removal grant program. In June 2003, HUD
announced “America’s Affordable Communities Initiative: Bringing Homes within Reach through
Regulatory Reform.” This department-wide initiative worked with state and local governments to
address regulatory barriers as well as address how HUD’s own regulations may present barriers to

affordable housing.

Since that time, there has been continued recognition that unnecessary, duplicative, excessive or
discriminatory public processes often significantly increase the cost of housing development and
rehabilitation. Often referred to as “regulatory barriers to affordable housing,” many public statutes,
ordinances, regulatory requirements, or processes and procedures significantly impede the
development or availability of affordable housing without providing a commensurate or demonstrable
health or safety benefit. ‘“Affordable housing” is decent quality housing that low-, moderate-, and
middle-income families can afford to buy or rent without spending more than 30 percent of their
income. Spending more than 30 percent of income on shelter may require families to sacrifice other
necessities of life. (See Part 2 & 3 narrative continued attached below. Also note the cross reference to
SP-55 where only the first part of this narrative appears automatically.)
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MA-45 Non-Housing Community Development Assets — 91.215 (f)

introduction

What is now recognized as the “Great Recession” has had the greatest impact to Seattle’s economy in recent times. While most economists
agree that the Great Recession ended nationally June 2009, during the recession Seattle lost 35,000 jobs and widening the income gap.[1] For
Washington State and the Seattle metropolitan area, the effects of the recession lagged the nation as a whole, and have since seen an equally
long recovery. Unemployment was at its worst in the Seattle Metro area October 2009—Jénuary 2010 when it was 9.7%. As of January 2013,

unemployment has improved to 6.3%. (Source: Employment Security Department/LMEA; U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, Local Area

Unemployment Statistics) Since the beginning of 2010, we’ve seen recovery and added 23,600 jobs since end of 2009. The labor market has
improved with the US Bureau of Labor Statistics noting that Seattle was fourth in the US for job growth in 2012,

Nearly one in five jobs in Seattle are in the education and health care services sector (19%) followed by arts, entertainment and
accommodations (14%) and professional, scientific, and managerial (13%). Over one third of those individuals without a high school diploma or
holding only a high school diploma or GED are either not in the workforce or are unemployed. The unemployment rate drops to 20% percent for
those holding a BA or higher degree. The statistics are limited in that they do not account for age (retired), nor are they filtered by race and
ethnicity. Those with a BA or higher degree earn a median income twicé that of high school graduates only. Workforce development needs to

concentrate on those populations most prone to not advancing beyond high school.

Economic Development Market Analysis

Business Activity

- Share of Workers

Business by Sector Number of Number of Jobs Share of Jobs Jobs less workers
Workers % % %
Agriculture, Mining, Qil & Gas Extraction 1,242 450 o 0 0
Arts, Entertainment, Accommodations 37,934 35,305 11 14 3
Construction 15,928 10,005 5 4 -1
Education and Health Care Services 79,377 48,397 23 19 -4
Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 24,680 25,237 7 10 ]
Information 15,388 9,205 4 4 0
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Business by Sector N-umber of Number of Jobs Share of Workers Share of Jobs Jobs less workers
Workers % % %
Manufacturing 26,529 12,441 5 -3
Other Services 18,106 17,474 5 2
Professional, Scientific, Management Services 60,078 33,519 17 13 -4
Public Administration 12,070 16,207 3 6 3
Retail Trade 33,565 27,926 10 11 1
Transportation and Warehousing 13,197 5,977 4 2 -2
Wholesale Trade 9,468 9,803 3 1
Total 347,562 251,946 - - -
Table 43 - Business Activity
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS {Workers), 2010 ESRI Business Analyst Package (Jobs)
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Labor Force

Total Population in the Civilian Labor Force

369,375

Civilian Employed Population 16 years and over

347,562

Unemployment Rate

5.91

Unemployment Rate for Ages 16-24

24.67

Unemployment Rate for Ages 25-65

4.07

Table 44 - Labor Force

Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data
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Occupations by Sector

Number of People

Management, business and financial

181,746

Farming, fisheries and forestry occupations

627

Service

51,922

Sales and office

73,642

Construction, extraction, maintenance and
repair

16,314

Production, transportation and material moving

23,311

Table 45 — Occupations by Sector

Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data
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Major Occupational Categories Projected to Add New Employment, 2011-2021
Major occupational groups as share of total new jobs

Business &
Financial

10.6%

Healthcare
Practicioners &
Technical, 9.3%

Computer &
Mathematical
Science, 8.6%

Operations, ...———7

Restaurants,
38,1%

Management,

7.4%

Food Prep &

.
Office & Admoin Service Related,
Support, 7.% 7.6%

Source:; EMSI Complete Employment — 2011,2, TIP Strategies.

- 2011-2021 Occupations Expected to Add to Employment

Travel Time

Travel Time Number Percentage

< 30 Minutes 205,932 64%
30-59 Minutes 98,168 31%
60 or More-Minutes 16,665 5%
Total 320,765 100%

Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data

Education:

Table 46 - Travel Time

Educational Attainment by Employment Status (Population 16 and Older)

Educational Attainment In Labor Force
‘ Civilian Employed Unemployed Not in Labor Force
Less than high school graduate 14,568 1,223 7,972
High school graduate (includes
equivalency) 28,160 2,839 10,311
Some college or Associate's degree 71,170 4,129 16,554
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Educational Attainment In Labor Force

Civilian Employed Unemployed Not in Labor Force

Bachelor's degree or higher 181,969 6,935 25,440

Table 47 - Educational Attainment by Employment Status
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data

Educational Attainment by Age

Age
18-24 yrs 25-34 yrs 35-44 yrs 45-65 yrs 65+ yrs

Less than 9th grade 1,173 2,102 2,400 5,592 5,815
9th to 12th grade, no diploma 4,491 4,431 3,097 6,141 5,036
High school graduate, GED, or

alternative 12,737 12,230 10,233 18,896 16,509
Some college, no degree 28,673 21,712 14,010 28,926 13,031
Associate's degree 4,241 9,954 7,288 10,374 2,133
Bachelor's degree 13,353 54,868 35,430 41,899 12,852
Graduate or professional degree 598 23,822 23,412 35,232 10,156

. Table 48 - Educational Attainment by Age
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data

Educational Attainment — Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Educational Attainment Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Less than high school graduate 19,803
High school graduate (includes equivalency) © 26,690
Some college or Associate's degree 34,403
Bachelor's degree 48,509
Graduate or professional degree 59,906

Table 49 — Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
Data Source:  2005-2009 ACS Data
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The core elements of this new approach include;

o Enhanced Job Placement—to connect individuals with the services needed forbasic
stabilization before they are placed into a job and/or a training program. The range of services,
including housing,sobriety treatment, basicfood support, and TANF, are available fromy other
service providers; buthave not been previously connected to a skill development model.

¢ Skills On-Ramp —to prepare Individuals for enrolimentin training programs designed for fow-
fncome, low-skilled Individuals, The program designwould include a focusonsofi skills
development, career planning, and the expectations.and strategies for success. Anenhanced
component would include an embedded developmental math and/or reading curriculum, which
Isa significant barrier for many Individuals entering and completing a training program.

¢ Postsecondary Completion - to provide individuals with employment navigation and job
placement support, including career advising, job placement/job leads along the training
pathway, job counseling and information. Ultimate goal is to help an individual complete at
least one year of postsecondary education that resultsin a degree ortredential with labor
marketrelevance, .

This coordinated approach is Pathways to Careers, a ploneering partnership comprised of businesses,
educationalinstitutions, government agencies, nonprofit organizations {incloding the Workforce
Investment Board}, and labar. The focus of our partnership is to bulld educational pathways to middie-
wage jobs,and provide the collective capacity 1o align the many disparate elementsnoted above, The
partnership intendsto bring to scale existing education innovations to-address the employmentand
tralning needs of extremely disadvantaged Individuals, focusing on men of colorand fimited-English
speakers, resulting in more individuals directly served. Theseimprovemenis to work and education
readinessbear directly on the success of the City’s workforce strategy - preparing individuals through
postsecondary education/training for higher-wage, in-demand jobs.

One plece of the overall Pathways to Careers partnership is a CDBG funded program called, Career
Bridge. This program prepares individuals forthe education pathways most amenable to this target
population, including those opporitunities in Pathways to Careers. This new program builds and expands
onemployment & training models to helglow-income, low skilled residents access the first stepon a
careerpath. The course curricula and components include shori-term training as a springboard for
participants o a job and/or furthercollege attainment. In addition, essential eferments of the Career
Bridge program are designedta meetthe increased challenges faced by highly disadvantaged individuals
with significant barrlers to gaining and maintaining employment, more so than similar employmentand
training efforts aimed at low-income adults. Career Bridge also helps to build supportnetworks at the
community level, assuring d talent pipeline is created from small community based organizations that
represent the hardest to serve.

Description of WF Training Initiatives continued

Based on the Business Activity table above, what are the major employment sectors within
your jurisdiction?

Puget Sound is home to a mix of mature and emerging industry clusters. Clusters are concentrations of
industries that export goods and services that drive job creation and import wealth into the region. They
enhance the competitiveness of a region in particular industries by improving economic efficiencies of
member firms (e.g., supply chains and technology transfer). They also tend to concentrate workers with
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specialized skills and experience within a region. Some of their skills are transferable to multiple
industries within and across clusters. In coordination with one of our partners, regional economic
development strategies have identified the following clusters as areas where the region has competitive
-advantage for established and emerging industries. They are: Aerospace, Business Services, Clean
'Technology, Information Technology & Interactive Media, Life Science & Global Health, Health Care,
Maritime & Industrial, and Transportation & Logistics.

The City's grouping of the industry sectors is at a much more discreet level when compared to the
business sectors included in the Business Activity table. For that reason a one-to-one comparison of our
local analysis to the table proves difficult. For example, in the table, Education & Health Care Services
are grouped together with 19% of the jobs, Professional, Scientific; Management Services are grouped
together with 13% of the jobs, while Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate are also grouped to show 10%
of the jobs. In our model, Business Services includes finance and management services, and while the
Table notes Education & Health Care together, our industry sector breaks health care into two groups:
Life Science & Global Health and Health Care.

Consistent with the research of local partners such as the Puget Sound Regional Counci, Economic
Development Council of Seattle and King County and Downtown Seattle Association, the City’s Office of
Economic Development has prioritized key industries representative of Seattle’s local economy. These
sectors are more refined than those identified within the Business Activity table. As well, we also have
used local data to predict where workforce investments are necessary to meet the current and
predicted workforce demands.

.Our key sectors of focus include:

* Manufacturing

e Maritime

o Life Sciences

¢ Information and Communications Technology
e Global Health/Healthcare

e Clean Technology

e  Film and Music

e Tourism

Describe the workforce and infrastructure needs of the business community:

The needs for business community support exceed the City’s available resources, however Seattle
utilizes CDBG funding to pursue three successful economic development strategies. They include:
workforce development, small business development and financing and neighborhood revitalization. In
the following section we will provide further detail on how each strategy has been developed with the
City of Seattle. '
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Workforce Development

The first economic development strategy implemented by the City is workforce development. Over the
coming decade, the occupational groups expected to add the most jobs in the Puget Sound region are
business/financial, sales, healthcare practitioners, and computer sciences. The figure below provides
additional detail on these projected trends.

Each of these four groups is projected to add somewhere between 18,000 and 23,000 jobs in the four-
county region in which Seattle is located, over the next four years. Most of the occupations in these
fields {sales is the only exception) will require specific skills and training, and often rigorous educational
preparation. These four occupational groups alone represent nearly 40% of the region’s anticipated
‘workforce expansion over the next decade. See chart "2011-2021 Occupations Expected to Add to
Employment” attached to Occupations by Sector table above.

To address the skills gap, the City’s Office of Economic Development (OED), together with the
engagement of industry leaders, employers and community colleges, is developing clear and intentional
training pathways within four industry sectors with labor market needs. Economic Modeling Specialists
Intl (EMSI) avers that these sectors are projected to offer approximately 50,000 job openings accessible
to middle-skill and middle-wage job seekers over the next decade. They include:

e Business Occupations

o Manufacturing/Industrial skills

¢ International Trade/Transportatiori/Logistics and
¢ Healthcare '

The goal of the Pathways to Careers initiative is to double the number of low-income, low-skilled
individuals who achieve the skills and credentials needed for high demand jobs in these sectors within 3
years. In 2013 the initiative's programs began to expand their reach by focusing an increased number of
resources on the most difficult to serve low-income residents. Funding will be deployed to provide
more integrated services that will connect addressing social service needs with employment skill
development. See Workforce and Infrastructure Need continued attached above.

Describe any major changes that may have an economic impact, such as planned local or
regional public or private sector investments or initiatives that have affected or may affect
job and business growth opportunities during the planning period. Describe any needs for
workforce development, business support or infrastructure these changes may create.

Industries like construction and manufacturing were hard hit during the recession and are now coming
back online with greater strength. In addition, over the next five years Seattle will spend $5 billion on
major capital projects that will renew our infrastructure, enhance our quality of life, and create
thousands of good jobs. These include projects to connect Seattle’s neighborhoods with high capacity
transit, including rail, to provide residents and businesses with an affordable, reliable way to get around
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our city. Such projects are important because they contribute to and support the local infrastructure
allowing business to be conducted.

Specific to use of federal CDBG funds, the City’s partnership with Seattle Housing Authority as they re-
develop the Yesler Terrace public housing project will provide both construction and new Section 3
opportunities for hiring. The Yesler project, as well as major regional transportation improvement
projects such as completing the waterfront tunnel and Sound Transit east link route should increase the
need for skilled labor and materials suppliers.

How do the skills and education of the current workforce correspond to employment
opportunities in the jurisdiction?

According to local research completed by the Puget Sound Regional Council, ‘the greatest challenge
confronting virtually all (industry} clusters is access to a skilled workforce. This is true for high tech
industries unable to find enough local college graduates in certain engineering, computer, and life
science fields. It is also the case for traditional production and transportation industries facing the
prospect of an aging workforce with few young people entering critical occupations.[1] Additionally, in a
separate 2012 paper, the Puget Sound Regional Council noted that, ‘success is not equally shared
throughout the region’s diverse populations. There is the very real threat of a deepening divide between
skilled and unskilled workérs.’[Z] Though our region is offering more and more jobs with good salaries,
the vast majority of these jobs require advanced training that many residents don’t have. In a report
jointly published in 2011 by the Washington Higher Education Coordinating Board, the State Board for
Community and Technical Colleges, and Workforce Training and Education Coordinating Board, long-
range gaps between current degree production and employer demand are projected. This forecast is
also consistent with the state’s Strategic Master Plan for Higher Education. To address this gap the City
is investing in strategies, like Pathways to Careers and Career Bridge, that align education options with
labor market demand, and that teach in ways amenable to the needs and competencies levels of local
demographics.

Though there are a variety of job readiness training programs offered through nonprofits and
government agencies in Seattle, the City’s Pathways to Careers Initiative is unique because it is strongly
based in the needs of the local industry sectors, with an end goal is overall career development, rather
than simple job placement.

Describe any current workforce training initiatives, including those supported by Workforce
Investment Boards, community colleges and other organizations. Describe how these efforts
will support the jurisdiction's Consolidated Plan.

in the creation of our workforce development strategy, we assessed the current workforce training
capacity available and found a balkanized system that lacks scale. Many impactful programs exist, from
those serving the lowest skilled (Goodwill industries and Hopelink) to those serving individuals ready to
attempt college level training (through Seattle Jobs Initiative, SkillUp Washington, King County Jobs
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Initiative, and training funded through the local Workforce Investment Board). Service providers for
English language acquisition are especially plentiful but very small scale, and rarely focused on skills
acquisition. Our program survey found these programs exist most often in competition with each other,
and as such, lacking collective capacity. Rather than add yet one more program to this mix, we felt the
greatest impact and scale would be to help align these services along a skills development spectrum.

The path to self sufficiency is not easy, and from the most basic level of service, can take many years to
complete. To be impactful, services need to be developmentally sequenced to meet the customer
where they are, so that exiting one service ‘step’ leads directly to the next. Placement in a transitional
job does not create sustained or meaningful impact on economic mobility unless it is tied to a potential
career pathway. Since progression through a career pathway is a long-term strategy, customers must be
given the opportunity for intermediate successes and be able to “step on and off” the pathway with
relative ease.

Based on this skill development model, we are recommending an aligned strategy to prepare individuals
for entry onto a career pathway and/or enroliment in a training program that is designed for low-
income, low-skilled individuals. Support and case management are meant to prepare individuals for
skills training and/or job placement.

OED and HSD are collaborating in.the expansion of Career Bridge, a new comprehensive approach to
serving low-skilled adults, focusing on young men of color and limited English speakers. We are
developing, and coordinating early interventions that stabilize an individual, provide them subsistence
employment and, if willing and interested, help them prepare for entry into a program that will result in
the completion of a credential or degree beyond high school that leads to a better paying job with
opportunities for career advancement. '

See Description of WF Trainihg Initiatives attached above.

Does your jurisdiction participate in a Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy
(CEDS)?

No

If so, what economic development initiatives are you undertaking that may be coordinated
with the Consolidate}d Plan? If not, describe other local/regional plans or initiatives that

impact economic growth.

The City is engaged with the development of local and regional plans to impact our economic growth,
such as Washington State’s Workforce Training & Education Coordinating Board’s 10 Year Strategic Plan
for Workforce Development (High Skills, High Wages — Washington’s 10 - Year Strategic Plan fc_)r
Workforce Development), the work published by the Economic Development Council of Seattle and King
County, and the ‘Regional Economic Strategy’ developed by the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC).
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The State’s Workforce Training & Education’s Strategic plan is aligned with the city’s approach of
working across diverse partnerships, increasing employer engagement with the workforce development
system to develop career pathways to connect residents with living-wage careers. As in the City’s Career
Bridge program, the State’s Strategic Plan includes an objective to provide wrap-around support and
employment services including special services for diverse populations with multiple barriers to
education and training.

Similar to the Fconomic Development Council of Seattle and King County’s work, the PSRC’s Regional
Economic Strategy is an active blueprint to ensure the region’s long term sustainablé economic
prosperity. It outlines the initiatives of a coalition of more than 300 business, labor, education and
community organizations, all working together to build long-term sustainable economic prosperity for
Central Puget Sound region, called the Prosperity Partnership. These initiatives are focused on improving
the five foundation areas of the economy: education and workforce development, business climate,
entrepreneurship and innovation, infrastructure, and quality of life. Each foundation has a set of
strategies — there are over two dozen strategies to achieve the region’s economic development goals.

Our investments of CDBG funding complement these plans by ensuring that they are used to support
business and industry sectors that are both in need of support, either in terms of business development
or workforce development.

Discussion

Business infrastructure needs, especially in CDBG-qualifying neighborhoods, center around on local
neighborhood business districts ability to retain and capture the buying power existent in their
catchment areas and to draw moneys from outside their areas.

In order to do this they must present a clean and safe shopping and pedestrian environment. Especially
in areas such as Chinatown /D, with major regionally-oriented construction underway, businesses need
ways to ensure that auto and foot traffic is maintained for the local businesses to survive. This is the
great lesson we learned from the City’s Southeast Seattle Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area
(NRSA) experience, though Chinatown/ID is experiencing a far less disruptive transportation project.

The second major emphasis for the City’s economic development efforts is to ensure that workforce
development corresponds to future business opportunities. With most of the opportunities occurring in
skilled or knowledge-based industries and sectors, obtaining a BA degree is critical to individuals
advancing and achieving economic stability. Thus, the importance of Career Bridge type programs which
targets serving people who have been historically unsuccessful in competing for the job market due toa
complex set of barriers beyond just the need to continue formal education. Career Bridge will attempt
to address holistic needs such as housing costs, transportation costs, and other issues associated with
poverty and lack of resources.
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MA-50 Needs and Market Analysis Discussion

Are there areas where households with multiple housing problems are concentrated?
(include a definition of "concentration")

See NA-10 and MA-20.

Are there any areas in the jurisdiction where racial or ethnic minorities or low-income
families are concentrated? (include a definition of "concentration")

Most racial or ethnic minority populations are concentrated in Southeast Seattle neighborhoods. CPD
Maps also shows some lesser concentrations of black households in parts‘of Delridge, Licton Springs,
Westwood-Highland Park, and in the NE corner of the city. Hispanics are more scattered throughout the
City — White Center, the Central Area, Delridge, Interbay, Westwood-Highland Park as well as some SE
Seattle neighborhoods.

What are the characteristics of the market in these areas/neighborhoods?

Some of these neighborhoods have experienced historical disinvestment, but with the high cost of
housing in Seattle, these areas are experiencing, to one degree or another, development pressures.

Are there any community assets in these areas/neighborhoods?
All of these neighborhoods have access to certain community assets.
Are there other strategic opportunities in any of these areas?

The City’s Office of Economic Development uses CDBG and other funds to implement the Only In Seattle
program, a set of neighborhood-based initiatives to enhance neighborhoods and neighborhood business
districts.
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Strategic Plan

SP-05 Overview

Strategic Plan Overview

The City of Seattle's strategic plan is based on our assessment of community needs as identified in this
Consolidated Plan, in related plans and policy documents, and on the suitability of the Consolidated Plan
and other funds to meet the identified needs. To the extent possible, targeted funds will be used to their
maximum extent while resources with more discretionary purposes will be used to address needs
without their own targeted funds. For instance, while the development of affordable housing is a critical
issue for Seattle, not all Consolidated Plan funds will be used for the creation or preservation of
affordable housing. Seattle has a separate source, the Seattle Housing Levy, to specifically meet that
need. Not all CDBG funds will therefore be used to address this need since its relative flexibility makes

its use in other program areas more valuable.

Within this context, the Consolidated Plan strategic plan calls for the Consolidated Plan funds to focus
on '

1. Supporting emergency shelter and other services for homeless individuals and families
Supporting the development and preservation of affordable rental and ownwership housing

3. Supporting low- and moderate-income neighborhoods, business districts, and populations with
economic and neighborhood development activities, including physical infrastructure, business
district planning and development, small business / microenterprise business technical
assistance, and business loans

4, Supporting job training activities as part of an anti-poverty strategy.
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SP-10 Geographic Priorities — 91.215 (a)(1)
Geographic Area

Table 50 - Geographic Priority Areas

General Allocation Priorities

Describe the basis for allocating investments geographically within the jurisdiction {or within the EMSA
for HOPWA)

The City encourages production and preservation of affordable housing throughout the city to maximize
choice for low-income residents of Seattle. OH will encourage project locations that afford low-income
residents the greatest access to opportunities such as jobs, quality education, parks and open space, and
services. OH will encourage housing projects that support focused community development investments
that improve the quality of life in low-income communities, and projects in locations where
revitalization trends are leading to the displacement of low-income residents. OH will develop criteria to
evaluate project locations which will be published in Notice of Fund Availability (NOFA) documents.
Access to transit will be a priority, as transportation costs are second only to housing costs for a majority
of low-income households and mahy low-income households do not own a car. The location criteria will
be tailored according to the population intended to reside in the housing, for example, schools would
not be a consideration for senior housing. '

A Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area for Southeast Seattle was in place from 2005 - 2012. This
was extended into 2013 as part of the City's requést for a one-year extension of the 2009 - 2012
Consolidated Plan into 2013. The City continues to focus revitalization activities in Southeast Seattle,
with particular focus on the work of the Rainier Valley Community Development Fund and the
Community Cornerstones project funded through a HUD Community Challenge Planning grant. We are
requesting an extension of the Southeast Seattie NRSA for 2013 - 2016 based on this planning and
implementation work.
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SP-25 Priority Needs - 91.215(a)(2)
Priority Needs

1 | Priority Need | Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
Name ’
Priority Level | High
Population Extremely Low
Large Families
_ Families with Children
Elderly
Chronic Homelessness
Individuals
Families with Children
Mentally Il
Chronic Substance Abuse
veterans
Persons with HIV/AIDS
Victims of Domestic Violence
Unaccompanied Youth
Geographic
Areas
Affected
Associated Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Goals
Description Support the operating costs of homeless shelters for individuals and families and
-related services, such as day centers. The ultimate goal of these services is to begin
the process of transitioning clients into permanent housing. ,
Basis for It is estimated that over 8,000 adults experience homelessness in any given twelve-
Relative month period. The most recent point in time count {One Night Count) of homeless
Priority in Seattle shown 1,989 unsheltered adults and 2,704 persons in emergency
shelters. The City will continue to support these shelter operations, since the need
is clearing in evidence.
2 | Priority Need | Affordable Housing Preservation and Development

Name

Priority Level

High
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Population

Extremely Low

Low

Moderate

Large Families
Families with Children

Elderly

Geographic

Areas

Affected

Associated Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Goals

Description Provide loans and other financial assistance for the preservation and creation of
affordable rental and ownership opportunities. Policy and regulations guiding the
use of federal, state and local funds in City managed housing development,
rehabilitation and homeownership programs can be found in the
City of Seattle Housing Levy Administrative and Financial Plan.

Basis for Thirty-three percent of Seattle households, or over 75,000 households, are

Relative experiencing housing cost burdens, and 19%, or 42,000 households are

Priority experiencing severe housing cost burdens (housing costs are greater than 50% of
their income). These housing cost burdens hamper the ability of these households
to invest the time and energy and resources to adequately address their nutritional,
medical, and educational / vocational needs.

Priority Need | Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

Name

Priority Level | High

Pobulation Low
Moderate
Large Families
Families with Children
Elderly
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Non-housing Community Development

Geographic

Areas

Affected

Associated Economic and Neighborhood Development

Goals
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Description

Provide support for public infrastructure and business district improvements to
qualifying low- and moderate-income areas and for eligible populations. Included in
these activities are facade and parks improvements (including accessibility
improvements), and planning efforts to help organized business districts improve

the local business environment. Provide direct support to businesses in the form of
technical assistance and financial products.

Basis for
Relative
Priority

In qualifying low- and moderate-income areas, with their related housing cost
burdens, local neighborhood business districts are in need of attention to enhance
their attractiveness to potential customers from within and without their
neighborhood area. Facade, infrastructure and park improvements enhance
business environment, while direct assistance enhances the probability that
individual businesses survive and grow out of the Great Recession.

Table 51 — Priority Needs Summary

Narrative (Optional)

These strategic priorities reflect carefully chosen enhancement and refinements to the priorities of the
most recent Consolidated Plan. The success of the Consolidated Plan funds in meeting the identified
needs, and the continued availability of other revenues to meet other needs, suggests that the priorities
should not change in any dramatic way in the use of the Consolidated Plan funds.
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SP-30 Influence of Market Conditions — 91.215 (b)

Influence of Market Conditions

Affordable Housing Type

Market Characteristics that will influence
the use of funds available for housing type

Tenant Based Rental Assistance (TBRA)

TBRA for Non-Homeless Special Needs

New Unit Production

Rehabilitation

Acquisition, including preservation

Table 52 — Influence of Market Conditions
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SP-35 Anticipated Resources - 91.215(a)(4), 91.220(c)(1,2)

introduction

A conservative approach is taken in estimating revenues for the next program year. Factors included in estlmatmg or pro;ectmg future revenues

include the President's proposed 2014 budget and the actual 2013 award.

Anticipated Resources

Program | Source of Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
Funds -Annual Program | Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: | Income:$ | Resources: S Available
$ S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
CDBG public- | Acquisition Revenue based on actual 2014
federal | Admin and Planning allocation; for remainder of
Economic ConPlan, assume $9m per year
Development for the next 3 years
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services 9,355,961 740,000 86,394 | 9,442,355 | 27,000,000
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Program

Source of
Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1

Annual
Allocation:

$

Program
Income: $

Prior Year
Resources:

$

Total:
$

Expected

Amount
Available
Reminder
of ConPlan

$

Narrative Description -

HOME

public -
federal

Acquisition
Homebuyer
assistance
Homeowner rehab
Multifamily rental
new construction
Multifamily rental
rehab

New construction for
ownership

TBRA

2,666,931

1,000,000

3,333,931

7,500,000

Revenue based 2104 actual
award. '

HOPWA

public -
federal

Permanent housing
in facilities
Permanent housing
placement

Short term or
transitional housing
facilities
STRMU
Supportive services
TBRA

1,779,541

1,779,541

5,100,000

Revenue estimate based on -
2014 actual award.
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Program | Source of Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
Funds Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: | Income:$ | Resources: S Available
S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
ESG public- | Conversion and Revenue estimate based 2014
federal rehab for transitional actual award. '
housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing
(rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional housing 780,457 0 0. 780,457 | 2,028,000

Table 53 - Anticipated Resources

Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how
matching requirements will be satisfied

The City of Seattle relies on Consolidated Plan funds to provide a foundation for our community and economic development activities. However,
they are by no means the only investments the City or the community at large make in programs and services to support low- and moderate-
income populations. We anticipate that the pattern of leveraging reported in the 2012 CAPER will continue into the 2014-2018 Consolidated
Plan: $2.52 for every City dollar investment in affordable rental housing preservation and development $3.53 for every $1 of HOME funds

invested in home-ownership assistance A nearly 1:1 match was achieved in the leveraging of HOPWA dollars to other dollars from the .
community from a variety of sources.

If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that may be used to address the needs

identified in the plan '
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If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that may be used to address the needs
identified in the plan :

The City currently has several buildings which it leases to non-profit entities under "mutually offsetting benefits" arrangements whereby the

non-profits provide services to the public in return for its occupancy of the buildings. Most of these are for senior or community center
operations. '

Discussion
These revenue estimates were developed in the summer of 2013, based on documents outlining the President's proposed 2014 budget for the

US Department of Housing and Urban Development and the actual 2013 awards. Program income figures are based on actual experiences and
projections for 2013.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE _ 137

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




SP-40 Institutional Delivery Structure — 91.215(k)

Explain the institutional structure through which the jurisdiction will carry out its consolidated plan
including private industry, non-profit organizations, and public institutions.

Department -
Community Support &
Assistance

Non-homeless special
needs

Planning

public facilities

public services

Responsible Entity Responsible Entity Role Geographic Area Served
Type
Human Services Government Homelessness Jurisdiction

Table 54 - Institutional

Delivery Structure

Assess of Strengths and Gaps in the Institutional Delivery System

The City’s organizational structure is designed to focus staff expertise on specific issue areas of
importance to City residents. The Human Services Department is positioned to respond the needs of
homeless persons and seniors / disabled populations and thus can use CDBG public services funds, ESG
and HOPWA funds most effectively. The Office of Housing implements the City’s Housing Levy and is
able to use CDBG and HOME funds in conjunction with Levy funds to maximize use of all fund sources
within their own statutory and regulatory limitations. The Office of Economic Development employs
staff with years of expertise and training in job development and business revitalization and are thus
most well-positioned to target CDBG economic development funds. Parks and Recreation staff regularly
maintain all of the City’s parks and are intimately familiar with the needs of each facility and location.

A challenge of having Consolidated Plan funds spread out to different City departments is the need to
continually train a variety of staff on funding requirements and ensure that all activities are reviewed for

eligibility, labor standards, and environmental impact prior to funding and implementation, and to
ensure the consistent application of program standards. Data reporting, procurement, and other
requirements are also subject to periodic reminders and training.

Availability of services targeted to homeless persons and persons with HIV and mainstream

services
Homelessness Prevention Available in the Targeted to Targeted to People
Services Community Homeless with HIV
Homelessness Prevention Services
Counseling/Advocacy X X X
Legal Assistance X X
Mortgage Assistance X X
“Rental Assistance X X X
Utilities Assistance X
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Street Outreach Services

Law Enforcement X X

Mobile Clinics X X X
Other Street Outreach Services X X ' X

Supportive Services

Alcohol & Drug Abuse X X X
Child Care X X

Education X X

Employment and Employment

Training X X X
Healthcare X X X
HIV/AIDS X X X
Life Skills X X X
Mental Health Counseling X X X
Transportation X X X

Other | |

Table 55 - Homeless Prevention Services Summary
Describe how the service delivery system including, but not limited to, the services listed
above meet the needs of homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and
families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompan‘i‘ed youth)

The City of Seattle Human Services Department (HSD) is the regional grantee and coordinator of the
federally funded Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS {HOPWA) Program and works
collaboratively with an advisory group composed of government funders, nonprofit housing and services
organizations, HIV/AIDS case managers and other interested parties. HOPWA provides funding for
housing assistance and related support services that focus on housing stability and homelessness
prevention. HOPWA provides funding to community-based agencies and supports a coordinated
continuum of dedicated housing units designed to assist people with HIV/AIDS access the most
appropriate housing possible, based on assessment of their needs.

HOPWA funds are allocated through competitive Request for Investment processes conducted by HSD
every two to three years. The RFI’s are based on needs assessments and community planning work that
provide guidance for HOPWA investments and support the goals of homelessness prevention and
housing stability. Successful applicants in the RFl processes contract with HSD for HOPWA funds, and
HSD oversees performance and outcomes for the term of the contract.
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Describe the strengths and gaps of the service delivery system for special needs population
and persons experiencing homelessness, including, but not limited to, the services listed
above

Strengths of the service delivery system include:

¢ Networks of experienced and emerging multi-service organizations

o Network of funders who collaboratively support human services

e Local community support (volunteers, voters, elected officials) to provide resources for human
services

¢ Nationally recognized leadership and commitment to best practices, including Housing First
models, collaborative funding, and partnerships with public housing authorities, coordinated
entry and assessment systems. .

Gaps of the service delivery system include:

» Insufficient funding/reductions in funding to behavioral health services (mental health and
chemical addiction and dependency treatment) and health care (medical and dental health
services). There is Limited on-demand access to mental health treatment; lack of access to on-
demand drug and alcohol treatment.

» Local mainstream workforce systems are working collaboratively with funders, homeless and
housing service providers to increase access by homeless jobseekers to Workforce Investment
Act (WIA) services or other sources of workforce funding. The challenge for mainstream
programs has been that they are often not structured to meet the complex needs of homeless
families seeking employment and training.

¢ Insufficient affordable housing and housing/rental subsidies; assistance locating and accessing
affordable housing. Housing options that provide safety for all — with attention to the unique
needs of domestic violence survivors, LGBT individuals, refugees and immigrants, elders, and
persons with disabilities; programs for youth and young adults of all ages — under the age of 18,
young adults over the age of 22, and for pregnant and parenting young adults and teens; and
housing assistance and policy changes including removing barriers to housing related to debts
and/or criminal history.

e Community member also acknowledge the need for more shelter and transitional housing.

e Transportation.

e Affordable childcare, trauma informed care services for children and youth.

e  Culturally appropriate and linguistically relevant services.

Provide a summary of the strategy for overcoming gaps in the institutional structure and
service delivery system for carrying out a strategy to address priority needs
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Constant staff training and aggressive provision of technical assistance to City staff and subrecipient
staff will promote compliance with relevant federal regulations. The institutionalization of data
reporting expectations and procedures will continue to ensure IDIS data is maintained in a timely
manner.,
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SP-45 Goals Summary — 91.215(a)(4)

Goals Summary Information

Sort
Order

Goal Name

Start
Year

End
Year

Category

Geographic
Area

Needs Addressed

Funding

Goal Outcome
Indicator

1

Homelessness Prev.,
Intervention & Hous
Stability

2013

2018

Homeless
Non-Homeless
Special Needs

Mitigation of
homelessness and
related issues

CDBG:
$3,652,447
ESG:
$650,668

Homeless Person
Overnight Shelter:
30000 Persons
Assisted

Homelessness
Prevention:
1200 Persons
Assisted

HIV/AIDS Housing
Operations:

820 Household
Housing Unit
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Sort
Order -

Goal Name

Start
Year

End
Year

Category

Geographic
Area

Needs Addressed

Funding

Goal Outcome
Indicator

Increase Access to
Affordable Housing

2013

2018

Affordable Housing
Public Housing

Affordable Housing
Preservation and
Development

CDBG:
$1,298,483
HOME:
$3,251,958

Rental units
constructed:
225 Household
Housing Unit

Homeowner Housing
Rehabilitated:

3150 Household
Housing Unit

Direct Financial
Assistance to
Homebuyers: .
60 Households
Assisted

Economic and
Neighborhood
Development

2013

2018

Non-Housing
Community
Development

Neighborhood
Community and
Economic Development

CDBG:
$2,736,675

Businesses assisted:
2875 Businesses
Assisted

Other:
15 Other

Goal Descriptions
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1 | Goal Name

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Goal
Description

The City of Seattle will focus portions the four federal fund sources on public services targeted to homeless families and
individuals as guided by the Seattle/King County Ten-Year Plan to end Homelessness and program development strategies
described in the 2012-2018 Human Services Investment Plan for Homeless Services "Communitiies Supporting Safe and
Stable Housing."”

2 | Goal Name

Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Goal
Description

Build, acquire and/or rehabilitate, and maintain low-income housing through private non-profit and public housing
developers. i

Policy and regulations guiding the use of federal, state and local funds in City managed housing development, rehabilitation
and homeownership programs can be found in the

City of Seattle Housing Levy Administrative and Financial Plan.

3 | Goal Name

Economic and Neighborhood Development

Goal
Description

Encourage economic development through investment in neighborhood revitalization and infrastructure, and small business
development, including small business lending and technical assistance.

Estimate the number of extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate-income families to whom the jurisdiction will provide
affordable housing as defined by HOME 91.315(b){2)

See annual action plan data.
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SP-50 Public Housing Accessibility and Involvement — 91.215(c)

Need to increase the Number of Accessible Units (if Required by a Section 504 Voluntary
Compliance Agreement)

In accordance with the Voluntary Compliance Agreement signed in 2007, SHA will create 263 UFAS units
and will continue to commit at least five percent of new construction to accessible units. As of year end
2012,-190 UFAS units had already been certified.

Activities to Increase Resident Involvements

Residents play an active role at SHA. SHA Community Builders work with interested residents to form
and sustain duly-elected resident councils and issue-specific work groups to work with-management on
issues of common interest. In addition, most communities send representétives to the Joint Policy
Advisory Committee (JPAC), with whom SHA regularly consults on major policy issues. Residents are
involved in planning for the use of HUD’s Resident Participation Funds.

SHA also provides programs that encourage and support residents that want to pursue homeownership
and have adequate income to sustainably do so. Residents can save toward homeownership through the
FSS program, or the new Savings Match Program, which provides a match of savings up to $4,000 for
households ready to leave subsidized housing for homeownership or the private rental market.

Is the public housing agency designated as troubled under 24 CFR part 902?

No

Plan to remove the ‘troubled’ designation

N/A
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SP-55 Barriers to affordable housing — 91.215(h)

Barriers to Affordable Housing

Background

With passage of the Cranston-Gonzales National Affordable Housing Act in 1990, Congress recognized -
the importance of public policies and processes to the supply of affordable housing. Section 105(b)(4)
requires state and local governments to explain as part of their Comprehensive Housing Affordability
Strategy (CHAS)—now an element of the Consolidated Plan— whether a proposed public policy affects
housing affordability and describe the jurisdiction’s strategy to remove or ameliorate negative effects, if
any, of such policies (see 24 CFR 91.210(e) and 24 CFR 91.310(d)).

An Advisory Commission headed by HUD Secretary Jack Kemp released a report in 1991 called Not in My
Backyard: Removing Regulatory Barriers to Affordable Housing. That report estimated that certain
policies and procedures directly increase construction or rehabilitation costs by up to 35 percent.
According to the George W. Bush Administration, numerous academic studies have confirmed this
finding. In addition to direct cost impacts, many policies and processes further exacerbate the problem
by constraining overall housing supply with a general deleterious impact upon overall housing
affordability. A 35 percent reduction in development costs would allow millions of American families to
buy or rent housing that they currently cannot afford.

Congress, in Title XII of the 1992 Housing and Community Development Act, reiterated its interest in this
important subject by authbrizing grants for regulatory barrier removal and established a Regulatory
Barriers Clearinghouse. In the American Homeownership Act of 2000, Congress reauthorized the
Clearinghouse and simplified procedures for a barrier removal grant program. In June 2003, HUD
announced “America’s Affordable Communities Initiative: Bringing Homes within Reach through
Regulatory Reform.” This department-wide initiative worked with state and local governments to
address regulatory barriers as well as address how HUD’s own regulations may present barriers to
affordable housing.

Since that time, there has been continued recognition that unnecessary, duplicative, excessive or
discriminatory public processes often significantly increase the cost of housing development and
rehabilitation. Often referred to as “‘regulatory barriers to affordable housing,” many public statutes,
ordinances, regulatory requirements, or processes and procedures significantly impede the
development or availability of affordable housing without providing a commensurate or demonstrable
health or safety benefit. “Affordable housing” is decent quality housing that low-, moderate-, and
middle-income families can afford to buy or rent without spending more than 30 percent of their
income. Spending more than 30 percent of income on shelter may require families to sacrifice other
necessities of life. (See Part 2 & 3 narrative continued attached below. Also note the cross reference to
SP-55 where only the first part of this narrative appears automatically.)
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Strategy to Remove or Ameliorate the Barriers to Affordable Housing

In addition to the overview of barriers to affordable housing noted in MA-40 the City notes two on-
going issues: X

1. 1. Aninadequate supply of affordable housing in Seattle exacerbates fair housing
challenges by impeding housing choice.Seattle’s robust private housing market continue to fuel
migration of low-income and minority residents toward areas outside of the city as rents and
home prices escalate. Wages for a number of the most prevalent jobs are inadequate to afford
even studio apartment rents and a disproportionate share of low-income households continue
to be cost-burdened for housing, particularly renters. Despite numerous public programs and
policies to preserve and expand affordable housing, the force of the private market continues to
drive a decline in housing affordability. In turn, this translates into reduced housing choice for
protected classes, who are disproportionately low-income and racial minorities.

2. 2. Protected classes continue to experience direct houéing discrimination, especially racial
and ethnic minorities, refugees and immigrants, families, female headed households with no
husband present, and the disabled. These take several forms including the following:

e Continued incidents of housing discrimination, particularly based on race, disability and family
status in areas of North and Central Seattle.

o Lack of knowledge/information about fair housing and the complaint process lead to
underreporting of fair housing violations, especially in limited English communities.

e Racial minorities experience differential rates of loan denials.

o Subtle forms of preferential housing advertising exist in some local media sources

Potential subprime mortgage impacts on protected classes including: greater vulnerability to
foreclosures due to racial minorities being a disproportionate share of subprime loan borrowers,
increased difficulty of obtaining home loans, a tighter and less affordable rental housing market, and
potential decline in home values and spillover effects in low-income areas.

The City of Seattle is currently implementing a broad set of actions to address barriers to fair housing.
These include (1) continued support for affordable housing development; (2) intergovernmental
coordination on regional goals for affordable housing and funding to achieve those goals; (3} education
of and outreach to real estate industry sectors plus renters and homebuyers/owners; and (4) continued
enforcement of fair housing enforcement laws.

With the July 19, 2013 release of HUD's Proposed Rule on Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing, the City
will be concentrating on preparing for the new planning and assessment process. We are working with a
coalition of commissioners from other high cost cities across the nation {San Francisco, Los Angeles,
Chicago, Boston, and New York City) and had our first opportunity via conference call to both hear more
about the Rule and ask questions of HUD staff and Deputy Secretary Maurice Jones on July 30th. Seattle
and the other 5 high-cost cities will be preparing a joint letter with our comments and suggestions for
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HUD within the 60 comment period. City of Seattle staff have already had discussions with King County
staff about collaborating on a regional Assessment of Fair Housing (AFH).Multiple city departments are
coordinating to submit comment on the proposed rule including Housing, Human Services, Seattle HA,
Planning & Development and others,
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SP-60 Homelessness Strategy — 91.215(d)

Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their
individual needs

Addressing the emergency and transitional housing needs of homeless persons

Homelessness Intervention Services in Seattle include a network of shelter and transitional housing
programs for individual adults, families, and youth/young adults.

e Shelter, Transitional and Interim Housing programs includes: Overnight shelter and overnight
shelter with enhanced services; Shelter with 24-hour accommodation & service, including shelter
for families with children, and shelter for youth under 18 years old; Transitional housing for
individuals; families with children; and Transitional Living Programs (TLP) for homeless youth and
young adults; and Confidential shelter and transitional housing for victims of domestic violence.

A network of facilities in Seattle provide a total year-round capacity of approximately 2,223 emergency
shelter beds. Additional shelter, with varying capacity, is provided through emergency voucher
programs targeted to assist families with children access individual, temporary shelter units in
hotel/motels. During the winter months (October through March), the capacity of the shelter system
expands, adding more than 412 beds; additional capacity can be added when there are severe weather
conditions. The inventory also includes 2,131 year-round, transitional housing beds for families and
individuals. Maintenance of shelter capacity, subject to the overall homeless strategy policy, is a critical
step toward providing services to the nearly 2,000 "unsheltered" persons identified in the January 2013
PIT count.

Seattle shelter program capacity and services are described in the Seattle Investments in Shelter
Programs report and the Committee to End Homelessness’ Single Adult Shelter Task Force Report: Role
of Shelter in Ending Homelessness. The Human Services Department’s strategic Investment Plan for
preventing and ending homelessness, Communities Supporting Safe & Stable Housing, identifies how
investments in homelessness intervention programs, such as shelter and transitional housing, are
balanced with investments to provide homelessness prevention and housing stabilization program
services. The Investment Plan can be found here:
www.seattle.gov/humanservices/documents/hsd_csssh_investment_pIan_final_062712.pdf.

Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families
with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to
permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that
individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals
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and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were
recently homeless from becoming homeless again.

The Cify of Seattle has contributed to the production of 3,312 affordable housing units through

construction, preservation, and leasing of housing units dedicated to homeless individuals and families -

since the community’s Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness was introduced in 2005. More than half

(57%) of these units have been created for chronically homeless individuals. These units are part of a

larger portfolio of Seattle housing investments that have produced more than 10,000 affordable housing
_units since 1981.

Seattle has adopted a “Housing First” approach for addressing the needs of chronically homeless
individuals. Seattle is also increasing its focus on rental assistance program models and leveraging local
resources to expand rapid rehousing models for families experiencing homelessness.

Projects awarded funding under this NOFA will be required to participate in system coordination efforts
for appropriate units of housing, and must show commitment to participate in the Client Care
Coordination (CCC) system, a coordinated referral system which provides access to appropriate housing
units specifically for homeless individuals who have histories of high utilizers of hospitals, jails, shelters
and other mainstream systems, as well as other chronically homeless and vulnerable street homeless
persons with intensive service needs.

Housing Placement, Stabilization & Support Services: financial assistance, services designed to move a
homeless household quickly into permanent, “non time-limited” housing. Housing focused services:
Case management, housing advocacy, search and placement services for short-term or ongoing support
to households to stabilize, move into housing. :

Supportive services are provided on-site or co-located with housing or linked to service sites in the
community. These services are delivered by housing agencies, by mainstream service or arranged under
collaborative agreements between the housing provider and a service provider.

e Mainstream services and resources to increase safety, stability and self-sufficiency, such
as healthcare; substance abuse detox and recovery treatment; mental health assessment and
treatment; employment training, placement, and retention; housing placement; child care and
after-school programs (for programs serving families); legal assistancye; removing barriers
associated with past felony/criminal conviction; credit counseling; life skills training.

e Case management to connect with mainstream services, community resources (e.g. churches,
philanthropic groups, neighborhood groups) and to provide after-placement services for
households entering housing. Services focus on preventing future recurrence of homelessness.

e Financial empowerment: Information, education, planning, counseling and coaching to increase
financial stability, These services may include assistance with opening a bank account,
preparing a budget, taking a class in money management, developing a plan to save money,
receiving one-on-one assistance from a debt/credit specialist, applying for public benefits.
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Helpvlow-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely
low-income individuals and families who are likely to become homeless after being
discharged from a publicly funded institution or system of care, or who are receiving
assistance from public and private agencies that address housing, health, social services,
employment, education or youth needs

Prevention strategies designed to avert homelessness among households at risk are one of the key
priorities and strategies of ending homelessness. Prevention assistance helps people who are at
imminent risk of becoming homeless remain in their housing or secure alternative, appropriate, safe
housing that prevents them from entering the shelter system. Program assistance must be well
targeted to those most likely to become homeless without these interventions.

Effective homelessness prevention strategies emphasize primary prevention focused on emergency
assistance and interventions designed to directly prevent individuals, families, and youth from becoming
homeless. CEH identified a number of components that must be present for an effective prevention
system, including: identification and outreach; information and referral; emergency financial assistance;
tenant education, mediation and legal assistance; case management; financial stability services; and
long-term self sufficiency.

The discharge planning prbcess for people leaving institutions, such as hospitals or jails, is important
in preventing homelessness. In addition to the primary prevention efforts described above, the
Continuum of Care has protocols and procedures in place with criminal justice, health care, mental
health, and foster care systems to ensure that persons are not routinely discharged to the
street/homelessness. These protocols and procedures are outlined each year in Seattle/King County’s
annual application for HUD Continuum of Care/Supportive Housing funding. Discharge coordination
policies from the Seattle/King County CoC application are attached in MA-45, for reference.

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE v : 151

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)




SP-65 Lead based paint Hazards - 91.215(i)

Actions to address LBP hazards and increase access to housing without LBP hazards

The City recognizes the need to decrease the level of lead-based paint hazards in residential units
improved with City or federal funds. Contractors/workers doing repair or weatherization through one of
OH's programs are required to utilize lead-safe work practices. Contractors who perform work for the
home repair program are required to complete lead-safe training. The City's six primary contractors for
weatherization work have pollution occurrence insurance and each contractor's field employees must
possess lead-safe renovator certification. OH's property rehabilitation specialists, who specify and
subsequently inspect all weatherization work, are all certified in lead-safe work practices. OH owns an X-
ray fluorescence spectrum analyzer in order to accurately determine the presence of lead-based paint in
buildingS receiving OH HomeWise Program (weatherization) services. This equipment allows the
identification of lead-based paint whenever it is present in a home. All OH HomeWise Program clients
are provided information regarding lead poisoning prevention.

How are the actions listed above related to the extent of lead poisoning and hazards?

Both weatherization and home repair tend to provide services to older homes where chances that lead
paint could be present are high. The above actions are intended to ensure that we adequately address
any hazards associated with lead paint in those homes.

How are the actions listed above integrated into housing policies and procedures?

The weatherization program is governed by the Washington State Department of Commerce, which sets
all rules regarding lead paint. These rules can be found the in the 2012 Weatherization Program Manual
issued by the WA State Department of Commerce. Hoime Repair policies regarding lead paint are in the
process of being formalized into written policies and procedures.
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SP-70 Anti-Poverty Strategy — 91.215(j)

Jurisdiction Goals, Programs and Policies for reducing the number of Poverty-Level Families

The City of Seattle and its partners coordinate a diverse range of programs and services funded through
multiple sources to help no- and low-income families. HSD’s Anti-Poverty strategy focuses on:

1. 1. Assist families and individuals to access resources that may help move them to self-
sufficiency;

2. 2. Prevent poverty, through assistance to Seattle’s children and through life-long education
efforts; and

3. - 3. Alleviate poverty by improving family and individual economic opportunities that lead to
sustaining a living wage.

How are the Jurisdiction poverty reducing goals, programs, and policies coordinated with this_
affordable housing plan '

Seattle is fortunate to have a community that has been more than generous over the last 20 years by
passing levies and initiatives that support the broader housing, human service, and economic self-
sufficiency needs of those who have lower incomes or face other barriers to rising out of poverty.

Recently passed initiatives and programs implemented include: (see attached text below for
description of Seattle's Financial Capacity and Asset Building iniatives) -

e 2011 Families and Education Levy - $231,560,000 over seven years ‘

Goal: To prepare all children to graduate from school college / career ready

* 2009 Housing Levy-- $145 Million Housing Levy — 7 Years
Goals: Produce or preserve 1,850 affordable homes, Assist 3,420 households

* 2013 Career Bridge—as part of the 2013 Seattle Jobs Plan the Career Bridge program to help up
to 200 more low-income adults who have additional barriers, including Immigrant and Refugees
with limited-English and low levels of education, gain access to the Pathways to Careers
initiative and obtain the skills they need to get better jobs. $800,000 in CDBG funds are
budgeted for this program expansion. ‘

e 2013 Seattle King County Public Health initiative to enroll as many residents as possible, with
special outreach to vulnerable and underserved populations is poised to make one of the
greatest impacts on decreasing individuals’ and families’ risk of instability due to medical crisis
and lack of access to healthcare. HSD and city staff from many departments will be
coordinating with Public Health to increase the effectiveness of outreach and actual enrollments
for low-income and homeiess people.

Financial Empowerment and Asset Building
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Financial Empowerment and Asset Building—A key anti-poverty strategy across City programs has been
to increase capacity, training, and implement programs which focus on helping households obtain and
sustain financial assets. The City founded and has co-led the Seattle King County Asset Building
Collaborative (SKCABC), a coalition of more than 60 organizations working to advance financial
empowerment strategies in Seattle and throughout the county. The Bank on Seattle-King County
Initiative provides access to free and low cost checking and savings accounts and free financial

education.

SKCABC action teams work on implementation of a variety of financial empowerment strategies
including foreclosure prevention and free tax preparation. More than 25 non-profit providers of
financial education, counseling, and coaching comprise the Financial Education Partners Network
(FEPN). '

Living Cities Grant: In 2012, the City received a grant from Living Cities to integrate financial
empowerment into City-funded homelessness prevention (HP) services and programs serving homeless
families. HSD has worked in partnership with the Mayor’s Office, SKCABC, and the seven agencies
providing homelessness prevention and homeless family services. The Living Cities grant supported
training opportunities, on-going technical assistance, and the development of a financial empowerment
assessment and set up of financial empowerment data elements in Safe Harbors.

Financial Empowerment Centers: The City of Seattle is positioned to receive a three year grant from
the Paul G. Allen Family Foundation to develop one Financial Empowerment Center (FEC) with six
satellite sites strategically located around the City and co-located with other programs and
services. Five full time financial counselors will provide free, intensive financial counseling services to

individuals and families in our communities.
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SP-80 Monitoring —91.230

Describe the standards and procedures that the jurisdiction will use to monitor activities
carried out in furtherance of the plan and will use to ensure long-term compliance with
requirements of the programs involved, including minority business outreach and the
comprehensive planning requirements

Each department implementing a Consolidate Plan-funded activity is responsible for monitoring the
activity for compliance with City and fund-required program standards. For CDBG projects, the CDBG
Administration Unit within the Human Services Department will also monitor activities in cooperation
with the implementing department. CDBG Administration has also implemented more stringent IDIS
reporting practices to ensure that progress on these project are regularly reviewed for timeliness and
outcome delivery standards. '

All projects to be funded with CDBG are reviewed for eligibility, environmental compliance, and labor
standards compliance by CDBG Administration prior to IDIS set-up and funding.

HOPWA and ESG procedures: for these two fund sources, monitoring of activities will follow the
monitoring and invoicing requirements as developed by the Human Services Department. Procedures
include monthly desk monitoring of performance reports and review of invoices, periodic on-site
monitoring for program quality and data verification, review (as applicable) of federal A-133 audit
requirements, and a review of financial audits / reports.

For HOME-funded projects, the Office of Housing (OH) implements project monitoring procedures
under the Rental Housing Program. OH asset management staff review detailed annual reports
submitted by project owners through the combined funders Web-based Annual Reporting System
(WBARS). OH also coordinates its monitoring, site visits and inspections with other funders to help
reduce administration time and disturbance to residents, OH evaluates compliance and performance in
several areas, including occupancy restrictions and affordable rents, unit turnover and vacancy,
affirmative marketing and nondiscrimination, physical condition of the building, capital needs planning,
funding of replacement and operating reserves, neighbor relations, and fiscal management. OH writes
annual performance letters summarizing OH’s evaluation in the above areas, and outlining any issues
that require action by the owner.
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AP-15 Expected Resources — 91.220(c)(1,2)

Introduction

Expected Resources

A conservative approach is taken in estimating revenues for the next program year. Factors included in estimating or projecting future revenues
include the President's proposed 2014 budget and the actual 2013 award.

Anticipated Resources

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Program | Source of Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
Funds Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: | Income: $ | Resources: $ Available
S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
CDBG public- | Acquisition Revenue based on actual 2014
federal Admin and Planning allocation; for remainder of
Economic ConPlan, assume $9m per year for
Development the next 3 years
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services 9,355,961 740,000 86,394 | 9,442,355 | 27,000,000
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Program

Source of
Funds

- Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1

Annual
Allocation:

$

Program
Income: $

Prior Year
Resources:

$

Total:

$

Expected

Amount
Available
Reminder
of ConPlan

$

Narrative Description

HOME

public -
federal

Acquisition
Homebuyer
assistance

‘| Homeowner rehab

Multifamily rental
new construction
Multifamily rental
rehab

New construction for
ownership

TBRA

2,666,931

1,000,000

3,333,931

7,500,000

Revenue based 2104 actual award.

HOPWA

public -
federal

Permanent housing in
facilities

Permanent housing
placement

Short term or
transitional housing
facilities

STRMU 7
Supportive services
TBRA

1,779,541

1,779,541

5,100,000

Revenue estimate based on 2014
actual award.
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2,028,000

Program | Source of Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description -
Funds Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: | Income:$ | Resources: $ Available
S -3 Reminder
of ConPlan
$
ESG public- | Conversion and rehab Revenue estimate based 2014
federal for transitional actual award.
housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing
(rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional housing 780,457 0 0 780,457

Table 57 - Expected Resources — Priority Table

Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how
matching requirements will be satisfied

The City of Seattle relies on Consolidated Plan funds to provide a foundation for our community and economic development activities. However,

they are by no means the only investments the City or the community at large make in programs and services to support low- and moderate-
income populations. We anticipate that the pattern of leveraging reported in the 2012 CAPER will continue into the 2014-2018 Consolidated
Plan: $2.52 for every City dollar investment in affordable rental housing preservation and development $3.53 for every $1 of HOME funds

invested in home-ownership assistance A nearly 1:1 match was achieved in the leveraging of HOPWA dollars to other dollars from the

community from a variety of sources.
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If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that
may be used to address the needs identified in the plan

The City currently has several buildings which it leases to non-profit entities under "mutually offsetting
benefits" arrangements whereby the non-profits provide services to the public in return for its
occupancy of the buildings. Most of these are for senior or community center operations.

Discussion

These revenue estimates were developed in the summer of 2013, based on documents outlining the
President's proposed 2014 budget for the US Department of Housing and Urban Development and the
actual 2013 awards. Program income figures are based on actual experiences and projections for 2013,
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Annual Goals and Objectives

AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives

Goals Summary Information

Sort Goal Name Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator -
Order Year | Year Area
1 Homelessness Prev., 2013 | 2018 | Homeless Mitigation of »
Intervention & Hous Non-Homeless homelessness and
Stability Special Needs related issues
2 Increase Access to 2013 | 2018 | Affordable Housing Rental units constructed:
Affordable Housing Public Housing 45 Household Housing Unit
’ Homeowner Housing
Rehabilitated: 650
Household Housing Unit
Direct Financial Assistance
to Homebuyers: 11
Households Assisted
3 Economic and ) 2013 | 2018 | Non-Housing
Neighborhood Community
Development Development
Table 58 — Goals Summary
Goal Descriptions
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1 | Goal Name Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Goal Description

2 | Goal Name Increase Access to Affordable Housing
Goal Description

3 | Goal Name Economic and Neighborhood Development
Goal Description
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AP-35 Projects — 91.220(d)

Introduction

Projects

This annual action plan provides descriptions of how funds will be used to support the goals and

priorities-identified in previous sections of this Consolidated Plan. Projects and activities are carefully

chosen, many through a competitive process, to ensure the maximum effectiveness in the use of these

funds.
-Projects
# Project Name
1 | CDBG Administration
2 | Human Services Planning
3 | Minor Home Repair Program
5 | Emergency Solutions Grant Activities
6 | DESC Connections
7 | AHA Noel House
8 | CCS St. Martin de Porres
9 | DESC Main Shelter
10 | YWCA Seattle Emergency Housing
11 | Home Repair Staffing |
12 | Home Repair Program
13 | Homebuyer Program

o
=

Homebuyer Education and Counseling

=
w

Multi-Family Housing staffing

fany
[}

Rental Housing Preservation and Development

=
~

Housing Programs Development Staffing

HOME Administration

[y
(o]

-
[{o]

Neighborhood Business District Projects

]
(e

Neighborhood Business District Planning

N
[EN

Microenterprise Business Technical Assistance

N
w

Seattle Conservation Corps

N
L

Parks ADA Upgrades

N
(@3]

HOPWA RFI

N
(@]

Microenterprise Business Lending

N
~

Neighborhood Business District Staffing

N
[e]

Encampment Shelter acquisition
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# " Project Name

29 | Contingency

30 | LIHI Urban Rest Stop

31 | Rainier Beach School-based Health Clinic
Table 59 — Project Information

Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved
needs

These allocations are proposed based on needs analysis, the availability of other funds targeted to
various needs, the purpose of the Consolidated Plan funds, and the availability of City General Funds to
meet a wide variety of needs. '

Should CDBG revenues exceed the planned amount, the additional resources shall be allocated in
accordance with these funding guidelines.

e Mitigate the funding reductions applied to various CDBG programs, grant administration, and
planning efforts over the past several years in response to diminishing resources;

¢ Maximize use of funds for public services to the extent prudent to address gaps in funding for
services for homeless persons (such as emergency shelter and day / hygiene services) and other
low- and moderate-income households;

¢ Increase funding for those physical development activities (housing, community facilities, parks,
economic development) that do not require on-going annual funding. To the extent possible,
the City shall avoid development of a CDBG operating expense base that cannot be sustained if
the federal government fails to maintain future CDBG funding at the current levels.

Should CDBG revenues come in lower than planned, the City will continue its policy that the priority for
managing decreases in CDBG resources will, to the extent possible, be to reduce funding allocations in
physical development and/or administrative activities and not in public services.

e The CDBG funding reductions shall be made in planning, administration, and/or physical
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development programs, including program delivery costs. One-time-only capital projects are
most likely to experience reduced allocations of any CDBG revenue decrease. Funding
reductions may be applied across-the-board among physical development programs. Reductions
in administration and planning will be done to the extent that they will not substantially impair
the City’s ability to manage the Consolidated Plan funds in an accountable manner.

e Comply with expenditure cap limitations on public services and planning and administration.

e The City will explore any other possible areas of savings or reductions that have a minimal
impact on sustaining current levels of program operations and services. The CDBG
Administrator shall work with affected City programs in identifying and capturing prior year
CDBG under-expenditures.

If increases are not substantial or significant enough to enhance or fund an activity, funds may be
placed in contingency for programming later in the year or in the next program year.
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AP-38 Project Summary

Project Summary Information

1 | Project Name

CDBG Administration

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Increase Access to Affordable Housing
Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

Funding CDBG: $920,543

Description Fund necessary staff to administer, manage and monitor the implementation of the Consolidated
Plan funds and their associated federal regulations.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Administration, management, and monitoring responsibilities include activity eligibility
determination, fund management, labor standards enforcement, and environmental review. Policy
leadership and backoffice infrastructure is also included in this activity.

2 | Project Name

Human Services Planning

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed

Mitigation of homelessness and related issues

Funding

CDBG: $130,531

Consolidated Plan
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Description

Support necessary staff to evaluate and provide policy support to investments in homeless and
related services.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Evaluate and develop program recommendations for homeless and related services investments.
Develop request for investments processes. Develop Consolidated Plan analyses of homeless,
affordable housing, and community development needs.

Project Name

Minor Home Repair Program

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development

Funding CDBG: $449,917

Description Support a subrecipient to provide health- and safety-related minor home repairs for CDBG-eligible
low- and moderate-income homeowners.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Review and assess requested repairs from eligible homeowners. Implement qualifying minor
repairs.

Project Name

Emergency Solutions Grant Activities

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed

Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
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Funding

ESG: $780,457

Description

Provide funding to support operation of shelter for youth and adults, and homelessness
prevention.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Emergency overnight shelter and supportive services for homeless and unaccompanied youth.

Project Name

DESC Connections

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
Funding CDBG: $800,763
Description Support day center and social services referrals for homeless persons.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

12/31/2014

Location Description

Planned Activities

Provision of day center for homeless persons without a place to rest during the day; provision of
social services referrals.

Project Name

AHA Noel House

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
Funding -CDBG: $466,786

Description Provide emergency shelter for homeless individuals
Target Date
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Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities Provision of emergency shelter beds for homeless individuals, plus related services to transition

clients into transitional or permanent housing.
7 | Project Name CCS St. Martin de Porres

Target Area

Goals Supported Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues

Funding CDBG: $478,730

Description Support the provision of emergency shelter for homeless individuals

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities Emergency shelter and related services for homeless persons.
8 | Project Name DESC Main Shelter

Target Area

Goals Supported Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed _ | Mitigation of homelessness and related issues

Funding CDBG: 51,173,052

Description Support the costs of an emergency homeless shelter

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description
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Planned Activities

Emergency shelter beds for homeless persons

9 | Project Name YWCA Seattle Emergency Housing
Target Area
Goals Supported Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
Funding CDBG: $465,653
Description Support provision of emergency shelter for homeless individuals
Target Date
Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities
Location Description
Planned Activities Emergency shelter beds for homeless individuals
10 | Project Name Home Repair Staffing
Target Area
Goals Supported Increase Access to Affordable Housing
Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
Funding CDBG: $260,202
Description Support staff costs for program delivery of home repair program
Target Date
Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities
Location Description
Planned Activities Staff support for home repair program, including client intake assistance and marketing.
11 | Project Name Home Repair Program

Target Area

Goals Supported

Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed

Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
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Funding

CDBG: $230,000

Description

Support cost of home repair program

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Provide home repair services to qualifying low- and moderate-income homeowners. Repairs will be
necessary to maintain occupant health and safety and maintain good supply of housing for CDBG-
eligible populations.

12 | Project Name Homebuyer Program
Target Area
Goals Supported Increase Access to Affordable Housing
Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
Funding CDBG: $40,000
HOME: $990,015
Description Support costs of providing downpayment assistance to qualifying first time homebuyers
Target Date
Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities
Location Description
Planned Activities Downpayment assistance and related costs
13 | Project Name Homebuyer Education and Counseling

Target Area

Goals Supported Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
Funding CDBG: $216,989
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Description

Support subrecipient cost of providing education for first-time low- and moderate-income
homebuyers

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

-Location Description

Planned Activities

Provision of homebuyer counseling and education services

14

Project Name

Multi-Family Housing staffing

Target Area

Goals Supported

Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development

Funding CDBG: $79,939

Description Support staff costs supporting multi-family housing rehab and development program
Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Staffing costs including contract development and monitoring

15

Project Name

Rental Housing Preservation and Development

Target Area

Goals Supported

Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
Funding CDBG: $811,494
HOME: $2,426,698 _
Description Capital financing for development and preservation of affordable rental housing.
Target Date
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Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Capital financing related to preservation, development, or acquisition of affordable rental housing.

16 | Project Name Housing Programs Development Staffing

Target Area

Goals Supported Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development

Funding CDBG: $101,139

Description Support staff costs for planning and development of affordable housing strategies

Target Date '

Estimate the number and type of

families that will benefit from the

proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities Development of plans and strategies, evaluation, and development of ConPlan
17 | Project Name HOME Administration

Target Area

Goals Supported

Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development
Funding HOME: $250,218
Description Support costs of staff involved in the administration of the HOME grant.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Grant administration including program evaluation and reporting, and contracting.
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18

Project Name

Neighborhood Business District Projects

Target Area

Goals Supported

Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

Funding CDBG: $874,675

Description Physical improvements to selected neighborhood business districts
Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Implementation of physical improvements (sidewalk improvements, street lighting improvements,
etc) in low- and moderate-income neighborhood business districts

19

Project Name

Neighborhood Business District Planning

Target Area

Goals Supported

Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

Funding CDBG: $20,000

Description Support neighborhood business organizations in the development of neighborhood improvements
and business support

Target Date 12/31/2014

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Financial assistance to neighborhood business and economic development organizations

20

Project Name

Target Area

Microenterprise Business Technical Assistance

~

Goals Supported

Economic and Neighborhood Development
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Needs Addressed Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

‘Funding CDBG: $167,000

Description Support subrecipient to deliver technical assistance and business advice to microenterprises or
those thinking about starting microenterprises

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities Technical assistance and business advice to current and potential microenterprise entrepreneurs
21 | Project Name | Seattle Conservation Corps )
Target Area
Goals Supported
Needs Addressed
Funding CDBG: $808,000
Description Provide for improvements in neighborhood parks that serve low- and moderate-income
neighborhoods. '
Target Date
Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities
Location Description
Planned Activities Installation of park improvements including safety fencing, paths, and improved landscaping.
22 | Project Name Parks ADA Upgrades
Target Area
Goals Supported Economic and Neighborhood Development
Needs Addressed - Neighborhood Community and Economic Development
Funding CDBG: $400,000
Description Support costs of implementing accessibility upgrades to parks
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Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Improve accessibiliity of Seattle's parks for persons with mobility limitations.

23

Project Name HOPWA RFI

Target Area

Goals Supported Increase Access to Affordable Housing

Needs Addressed Affordable Housing Preservation and Development

Funding HOPWA: $1,779,598

Description Use of HOPWA funds will be determined by a competitive process in the fall of 2014. Successful
projects will directly benefit HOPWA-eligible residents.

Target Date ‘

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Activities most likely will include supporting services and rent assistance.

24

Project Name

Microenterprise Business Lending

Target Area

Goals Supported

Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed Neighborhood Community and Economic Development
Funding CDBG: $375,000 _
Description Loans to qualifying microenterprises

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities
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Location Description

Planned Activities

Provision of business loans to qualifying microenterprises

25

Project Name Neighborhood Business District Staffing

Target Area

Goals Supported Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed Neighborhood Community and Economic Development
Funding CDBG: $92,000

Description

Staffing to implement and monitor all of the neighborhood business district activities and contracts.

Target Date

12/31/2014

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Administration, monitoring, reporting, and management of neighborhood business district
contracts and activities. '

26

Project Name Encampment Shelter acquisition

Target Area '

Goals Supported Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues

Funding CDBG: $400,000

Description Acquire access on property suitable to house a homeless shelter and day center for homeless
persons.

Target Date 8/1/2014

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

275 homeless persons are to be provided shelter.

Location Description

901 Rainier Avenue South, Seattle, Washington

Planned Activities

Acquisition of easement to provide for long-term commitment for shelter and day center facility

27

Project Name

Contingency

Consolidated Plan

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 {exp. 07/31/2015)

SEATTLE 176




Target Area

Goals Supported Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability
Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues
Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

Funding CDBG:$281,918

Description Keep funds in reserve to address potential opportunities for emergent community or social services
facilities needs or planning needs. Funds may also be used to address urgent / unantmpated public
services needs, to the maximum extent allowable.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

28

Project Name

LIHI Urban Rest Stop

Target Area

Goals Supported

Homelessness Prev., Intervention & Hous Stability

Needs Addressed Mitigation of homelessness and related issues

Funding CDBG: $74,367

Description Provide laundry, shower, and hygiene facilities for homeless persons.
Target Date 12/31/2014

Estimate the number and type of
families that will benefit from the
proposed activities

Location Description

Planned Activities

Provision of hygiene and laundry facilities for homeless persons.

29

Project Name

Rainier Beach School-based Health Clinic

Target Area
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Goals Supported Economic and Neighborhood Development

Needs Addressed ' Neighborhood Community and Economic Development

Funding CDBG: $63,000

Description Remodel school-based health clinic to create more efficient and effective space for delivery of
services.

Target Date

Estimate the number and type of In the most recent school year, over 2,000 mental health and medical visits were recorded at this
families that will benefit from the location. '

propdsed activities

Location Description 8815 Seward Park Avenue South, Seattle, 98118

Planned Activities
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AP-50 Geographic Distribution — 91.220(f)

Description of the geographic areas of the entitlement (including areas of low-income and
minority concentration) where assistance will be directed

The City encourages production and preservation of affordable housing throughout the city to maximize
choice for low-income residents of Seattle. OH will encourage project locations that afford low-income
residents the greatest access to opportunities such as jobs, quality education, parks and open space, and
services. OH will encourage housing projects that support focused community development
investments that improve the quality of life in low-income communities, and projects in locations where
revitalization trends are leading to the displacement of low-income residents.OH will develop criteria to
evaluate project locations, which will be published in Notice of Fund Availability (NOFA) documents.
Access to transit will be a priority, as transportation costs are second only to housing costs for a majority
of low-income households and many low-income households do not own a car. The location criteria will
be tailored according to the population intended to reside in the housing, for example, schools would
not be a consideration for senior housing.

Geographic Distribution

Target Area | Percentage of Funds

Table 60 - Geographic Distribution

Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically

Discussion
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Affordable Housing

AP-55 Affordable Housing — 91.220(g)

Introduction

The goal numbers presented here reflect activities to be funded with federal funds through the City's
Office of Housing. (The rental assistance goal excludes certain homelessness prevention activities
funded by the Human Services Department.) '

One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported
Homeless 20
Non-Homeless 22
SpeciéI—Needs ‘ 7
Total ‘ 49

Table 61 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through
Rental Assistance . 0
The Production of New Units 40
Rehab of Existing Units 650
Acquisition of Existing Units ' 9
Total ‘ 699

Table 62 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type
Discussion

It is anticipated that the Senior Services Minor Home Repair program contract administration will be
moved to the Human Service Department from the Office of Housing if the budget proposal is approved
by the Mayor and Council during the 2014 City budget process. Service levels and number of units is not
expected to change significantly, remaining in the range of 700 repairs done to 650 housing units in
2014.
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AP-60 Public Housing — 91.220(h)

Introduction

SHA uses a variety of strategies to address the financial and community needs of its residents, including
job placement and referral services, case management, savings incentive programs, and support for
leadership development through SHA’s Community Builders.

Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing

SHA plans to maintain its efforts to connect residents with case management and services through both
SHA staff and contracts with agencies such as ADS. SHA provides support for education, including
tutoring and recruitment for College Bound enroliment, as well as job placements and referrals. SHA
would like to expand services available to public housing residents, but at this time it is not clear that
funding will be available to support expanded services. -

Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and
participate in homeownership

SHA’s Community Builders support residents in becoming involved in management, working with
interested residents to form and sustain duly-elected resident councils and issue-specific work groups to
work with management on issues of common interest. In addition, most communities send
representatives to the Joint Policy Advisory Committee (JPAC), with whom SHA regularly consults on
major policy issues. Residents are involved in planning for the use of HUD’s Resident Participation
Funds.

SHA supports participants who wish to become homeowners through both the FSS program and the
new Savings Match Program, which will match the savings that participants have accumulated when
they are ready to move out of subsidized housing and into homeownership or private market rentals.
SHA is also exploring programs that might enable SHA housing participants to become homeowners in
the agency’s Scattered Sites portfolio.

If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be
provided or other assistance

Not applicable.

Discussion

SHA provides a number of services and programs that are intended to address the needs of its residents,
including programs that support education, employment, leadership development, and
homeownership.
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AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities — 91.220(i)

Introduction

Seattle is responding to the needs of persons experiencing homelessness through a coordinated
Continuum of Care. The City invests in services to prevent homelessness and to help homeless people
access and retain permanent, affordable housing with direct grants through contracts with community-
based organizations. The City also invests in the development of affordable, permanent housing for
homeless and low-income individuals and families.

The one-year Action Plan goals and action steps implement priorities through planning, program
development, investment, and contract monitoring of projects in three strategic investment areas:

* Homelessness Prevention — Providing assistance to prevent people from becoming homeless
and needing to enter the shelter;

¢ Homeless Intervention Services — Connecting people who are homeless with resources to
increase safety and access to housing;

¢ - Housing Placement, Stabilization, and Support — Moving people rapidly into housing and
providing support when needed to remain in housing.

Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness
including '

Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their
individual needs

The one-year goals and actions for outreach and assessment include:

1. Planning and program development, in conjunction with the Committee to End Homelessness
and Seattle/King County Continuum of Care, to implement coordinated entry, coordinated
engagement and assessment systems for homeless youth/young adults and for homeless
individual adults/households without children. A Coordinated Engagement system for
youth/young adulis will be devéloped and implemented in 2013-2014. A system for
individuals/households without children will be designed in 2014.

2. Monitoring of City of Seattle funded projects with the King County Family Homelessness
Initiative and the continued implementation of the coordinated entry and assessment system
for households with children, Family Housing Connection. All projects funded by the City of
Seattle that are serving homeless families are required to participate in the Family Housing
Connection system, with the exception of confidential shelters for victims of domestic
violence. Assessment for DV confidential shelters is managed through a separate coordinated
system called Day One. '

Investing, contracting and monitoring of funding for outreach services and day centers, drop-in centers,
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hygiene service centers and shelter programs. These programs are responsible for reaching out to
homeless persons and assessing individual needs for intervention services, referrals to shelter and
access to housing. Projects funded by Consolidated Plan funding resources are listed in AP-38, Project
Summary. City of Seattle also provides local general fund resources to other projects and programs
(listed and updated on the city of Seattle HSD Webpage.

Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons

The one-year goals for addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless

persons include:

1. Investing, contracting and monitoring of funding for emergency shelter and transitional housing
programs. These programs assist individual single adults, families, and youth/young adults and
special needs populations, including persons with HIV/AIDS. Projects funded by Consolidated
Plan funding resources are listed in AP-38, Project Summary. City of Seattle also provides local
general fund resources to other projects and programs (listed and updated on the city of Seattle
HSD Webpage.

2. Planning, program development and system coordination in conjunction with the Committee to
End Homelessness/Continuum of Care on implementation of initiatives that are specifically
targeted to assist homeless families with children, homeless youth/young adults, chronically
homeless individuals (Client Care Coordination/Campaign to End Chronic Homelessness), and
HIV/AIDS (HIV/AIDS Housing Committee and Ryan White Planning and Implementation groups).

Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families
with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to
permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that
individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals '
and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were
recently homeless from becoming homeless again

The one-year goals for addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless

persons include:

1. Investing, cohtracting and monitoring of funding in housing placement, stabilization & support
services. This includes financial assistance, services designed to move a homeless household
quickly into permanent, “non time-limited” housing; and housing focused services such as case
management, housing advocacy, search and placement services for short-term or ongoing
support to households to stabilize, move into housing. Programs are designed to rapidly
rehouse and stabilize homeless individuals, families, and youth/young adults and special needs
populations, including persons with HIV/AIDS, in housing with the most appropriate level and
duration of service intervention{s). Projects funded by Consolidated Plan funding resources are
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listed in AP-38, Project Summary. City of Seattle also provides local general fund resources to
other projects and programs (listed and updated on the city of Seattle HSD Webpage.

2. Planning, brogram development and system coordination in conjunction with the Committee to
End Homelessness/Continuum of Care to implement initiatives aimed at reducing homelessness
among families with children, youth/young adults, chronically homeless individuals, and persons
living with HIV/AIDS (HIV/AIDS Housing Committee and Ryan White Planning and
Implementation groups).

3. Implementation of Committee to End Homelessness Shelter Task Force recommendations,
including assessment of housing needs and housing placement for shelter residents with long-
term stays.

Helping low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely
low-income individuals and families and those who are: being discharged from publicly
funded institutions and systems of care (such as health care facilities, mental health facilities,
foster care and other youth facilities, and corrections programs and institutions); or, receiving
assistance from public or private agehcies that address housing, health, social services,
employment, education, or youth needs

1. Investing, contracting and monitoring of funding in Homelessness Prevention programs that
provide financial assistance and housing focused services, such as case management, housing
advocacy, search and placement services for short-term or ongoing support to households to
stabilize, move into housing. Prevention programs assist individuals, families, youth/young
adults and special needs populations, including persons with HIV/AIDS, who are at greatest risk
of becoming homeless. Projects funded by Consolidated Plan funding resources are listed in
AP-38, Project Summary. City of Seattle also provides local Housing Levy funding with federal.
funding, such as ESG to support these prevention programs (listed and updated on the city of
Seattle HSD Webpage.

2. Planning, program development and system coordination in conjunction with the Committee to
End Homelessness/Continuum of Care on implementation of initiatives that prevent homeless
families with children, homeless youth/young adults, chronically homeless individuals, and
households at-risk of homelessness.

Coordinating homelessness prevention and discharge planning programs and protocols. Discharge
planning/protocols in place for health care, mental health institutions, corrections, and foster care
systems are included in Section MA-35, Special Needs Facilities and Services.

Discussion

Funding to agencies described in the action plan is provided in the form of a contract between the
recipient agency and the Seattle Human Services Department (HSD). The contract contains terms and
conditions of funding, reporting and invoicing requirements, performance expectations and service
delivery levels, record keeping responsibilities, and consent to on-site monitoring as requested by the
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City.

HSD makes funding awards through procurement processes called Requests for Investments (RFls). An
RFI is an open and competitive funding allocation process in which HSD will set the desired outcomes
and agencies respond by submitting a proposal requesting an investment to achieve these outcomes by
providing specific program or project services. The specific requirements for requests for funding will be
detailed in procurement materials. Funding opportunities and materials are posted on the HSD Funding
Opportunities web page.

Requests for Investments indicate the amount and type of funding anticipated for specific investment
areas, investment outcomes, priorities for investments and program models, eligible activities and
performance requirements for contracts awarded through the RFI.

All agencies submitting proposals for investment through the competitive RFI demonstrate their ability
to deliver established outcomes for clients by providing specific services. Applications in each process
are reviewed for ability to deliver services that meet investment outcomes and goals. Applicants are
also asked to demonstrate how they will incorporate specific standards and principles, such as cultural
and linguistic relevance, in their program model.
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AP-70 HOPWA Goals - 91.220 (I)(3)

One year goals for the number of households to be provided housing through the use of HOPWA for:

Short-term rent, mortgage, and utility assistance to prevent homelessness of the individual or
family ‘ 30

Tenant-based rental assistance 36

Units provided in permanent housing facilities developed, leased, or operated with HOPWA funds 75

Units provided in transitional short-term housing facilities developed, leased, or operated with

HOPWA funds 15
Total , _ 156
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AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing — 91.220(j)

Introduction:

All of City of Seattle's housing programs seek to increase affordable housing opportunities for low-
income households. This is done in part by providing gap financing to create affordable rental housing,
providing downpayment assistance, and decreasing energy costs for low-income households through
weatherization and energy conservation improvements.

Actions it planned to remove or ameliorate the negative effects of public policies that serve
as barriers to affordable housing such as land use controls, tax policies affecting land, zonirig
ordinances, building codes, fees and charges, growth limitations, and policies affecting the
return on residential investment

In addition, the City's public policies are generally favorable to affordable housing development,
maintenance and improvement. City zoning provides capacity to add a range of housing types in
amounts exceeding planning goals. Seattle has implemented the vast majority of the actions identified
-on HUD's latest Initiative on Removal of Regulatory Barriers questionnaire. One of those actions is
Seattle's Comprehensive Plan, which includes a detailed Housing Element. The plan estimates current
and anticipated housing needs for the next 20 years, taking into account anticipated growth in the Puget
Sound region. The plan addresses needs of both existing and future residents of all incomes. A number
of affordable housing strategies are incorporated into Seattle's Land Use Code. An example is the
transferable development rights and bonus programs, which have been available to developers in
downtown Seattle high rise zones since the mid-1980s. Starting in 2006, Seattle City Council has adopted
legislation introducing affordable housing incentives for residential developers in several Seattle
neighborhoods: South Lake Union, Downtown, South Downtown, Dravus, Roosevelt, First Hill highrise
zones, and multifamily midrise zones in urban centers and urban villages throughout the city. Seattle
recognizes that lower parking requirements are one of many components of achieving neighborhoods
that are green, livable, and affordable. Housing in downtown and Seattle's five other urban centers have
no parking requirement. In addition, new affordable housing and senior housing in other Seattle
neighborhoods have lower minimum parking requirements than other types of development. Several
years ago the State of Washington adopted legislation authorizing jurisdictions to grant 12-year property
tax exemptions as an incentive for multifamily housing development in urban centers. Seattle's current
Multifamily Tax Exemption Program requires that twenty percent of the units in each development be
affordable to families and individuals with incomes at or below 65, 75, or 85 percent of area median,
depending on unit size, as a condition of the tax exemption on the residential improvements. '

Discussion:

The City is a prime sponsor of the Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness in King County, which documents
the commitment to ending homelessness in King County by 2014 and outlines strategies that support
that goal. The Ten-Year Plan considers a variety of strategies targeted to access and retention of housing

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 187

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




for homeless individuals and families. This includes increasing the use of existing private and nonprofit

units as well as new construction for permanent supportive housing. OH also dedicates specific local

Housing Levy and state funds to leverage additional units of permanent housing for homeless and

disabled persons. The Ten-Year Plan emphasizes preventing discharge into homelessness as people
“move from hospitalization or incarceration.
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AP-85 Other Actions — 91.220(k)

Introduction:

Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs
Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing

Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards

Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families
Actions planned to develop institutional structure

Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social
service agencies

Discussion:
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Program Specific Requirements
AP-90 Program Specific Requirements — 91.220(1)(1,2,4)

Introduction:

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG)
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(1)
Projects planned with all CDBG funds expected to be available during the year are identified in the
Projects Table, The following identifies program income that is available for use that is included in
projects to be carried out.

1. The total amount of program income that will have been received before the start of the next

program year and that has not yet been reprogrammed 0
2. The amount of proceeds from section 108 loan guarantees that will be used during the year to

address the priority needs and specific objectives identified in the grantee's strategic plan. 0
3. The amount of surplus funds from urban renewal settlements 0
4, The amount of any grant funds returned to the line of credit for which the planned use has not

been included in a prior statement or plan 0
5. The amount of income from float-funded activities 0
Total Program Income: 0

Other CDBG Requirements
1. The amount of urgent need activities 0

2. The estimated percentage of CDBG funds that will be used for activities that benefit

persons of low and moderate income.Overall Benefit - A consecutive period of one,

two or three years may be used to determine that a minimum overall benefit of 70%

of CDBG funds is used to benefit persons of low and moderate income. Specify the

years covered that include this Annual Action Plan. 0.00%

HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME)

Reference 24 CFR 91.220(1)(2)
1. A description of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is
as follows: ’
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2. Adescription of the guidelines that will be used for resale or recapture of HOME funds when used
for homebuyer activities as required in 92.254, is as follows:

Recapture provisions will apply to loans to home buyers, made by the City or by a subrecipient or
other intermediary.

Recapture provision will be enforced by a written HOME Agreement signed by the homebuyer and
the City and/or intermediary as well as a recorded Deed of Trust that is the security instrument for
the subordinate loan promissory note.

The recapture model that applies is "Recapture entire amount," as further explained below. In case
of any bona fide sale, including any foreclosure sale, the City will not recapture more than the Net
Proceeds. "Net Proceeds" are defined as the sales price minus superior loan repayment (other than
HOME funds) and any closihg costs.

The amount to be recaptured includes outstanding principal, plus interest at 3% simple interest, plus
shared appreciation computed as determined below. The principal amount subject to recapture is
only the direct subsidy benefitting the homebuyer, which is the loan of HOME funds to the
homebuyer. Shared appreciation is defined as the amount equal to the applicable Shared
Appreciation Percentage, as defined below, multiplied by the Shared Appreciation Net Proceeds,
defined generally as the Gross Sales Price of a bona fide sale (otherwise, market value) minus the
sum of (a) the original purchase price paid by the homebuyer, plus (b) Eligible Improvement Costs,
plus (c) Eligible Sales Costs. The Shared Appreciation Percentage is calculated by dividing the loan
amount to the homebuyer by the purchase price paid by the homebuyer.

Resale Requirements

Resale requirements will apply to affordable homeownership opportunities provided using the
community land trust model. In that model, The City of Seattle provides funding to a nonprofit
community land trust to make available for sale a completed home together with a 99-year
leasehold estate on the land, at an affordable price. Resale provisions will be enforced by a recorded
covenant signed by the land owner, the homebuyer, and the City, and also through a 99-year ground
lease between the land owner and the homebuyer. Under both the covenant and the ground lease,
for a period exceeding the minimum HOME affordability period, the home may be sold only to a
buyer whose family qualifies as a low-income family, which family will occupy the home as its
principal residence. The land owner, through the ground lease, shall have an option to purchase in
order to ensure that the home is sold to an eligible buyer at an affordable price.

The Resale Requirement will limit the sale price based on the following formula: Purchase Price x
1.5% compounded annually from time of purchase, plus credit for approved capital improvements.

The Resale Formula includes a credit for capital improvements approved by the land owner, the
value of which is determined by a licensed appraiser. The resale price as determined by the Resale

Consolidated Plan SEATTLE 191

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)




Formula is affordable to low-income buyers with incomes from 50% up to 80% of Area Median
income. Through signing the ground lease, the homebuyer agrees that the Resale Formula
generates a fair return,

3. Adescription of the guidelines for resale or recapture that ensures the affordability of units acquired
with HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a){(4) are as follows:

The description of the guidelines for homebuyer activities (question #2 in this section) apply here as
well. Please refer to the response to that question.

4, Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is -
rehabilitated with HOME funds along with a description of the refinancing guidelines required that
will be used under 24 CFR 92.206(b), are as follows:

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)

Reference 91.220(1)(4)

1. Include written standards for providing ESG assistance {may include as attachment)

See Appendix in AD-25 for ESG written standards attachment.

2. If the Continuum of Care has established centralized or coordinated assessment system that
meets HUD requirements, describe that centralized or coordinated assessment system.

The Seattle/King County Continuum of Care {CoC) does not have a system-wide centralized or
coordinated assessment system in place for all population groups.

"However, the CoC has recently created a coordinated assessment system for homeless families,
Family Housing Connection. The CoC is using the family coordinated entry system as a model to
expand coordinated assessment of youth/young adults, and single adults.

The. coordinated entry and assessment system for families with children began operations in April
2012. Family Housing Connection partners with more than 80 shelter and housing programs in
Seattle and King County, including emergency shelter (excluding Domestic Violence shelters), Rental
Assistance Rapid Rehousing Programs, Transitional Housing, Sérvice Enriched Housing, and
Supportive Permanent Housing Programs. The system uses the Community Information Line as a
central referral and scheduling point. The new system is streamlining access to services for families
experiencing homelessness and is collecting data through to provide unduplicated data on the
number of homeless families and their housing needs.

3. ldentify the process for making sub-awards and describe how the ESG allocation available to
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private nonprofit organizations (including community and faith-based organizations).

The Seattle Human Services Department makes funding awards through procurement processes
called Requests for Investments (RFls). An RFlis an open and competitive funding allocation
process in which HSD will set the desired outcomes and agencies respond by submitting a proposal
requesting an investment to achieve these outcomes by prov_iding specific program or project

services,

The specific requirements for requests for funding will be detailed in procurement
materials. Funding opportunities and materials are posted on the HSD Web
page: http://www.seattle.gov/humanservices/funding/.

Requests for Investments indicate the amount and type of funding anticipated for specific
investment areas, investment outcomes, priorities for investments and program models, eligible
activities and performance requirements for contracts awarded through the RFI.

All agencies submitting proposals for investment through the competitive RFI will demonstrate their

ability to deliver established outcomes for clients by providing specific services. Applications in

each process will be reviewed for ability to deliver services that meet investment outcomes and

goals. Applicants will also be asked to demonstrate how they will incorporate specific standards and
‘ principles, such as cultural and linguistic relevance, in their program model.

Funding will be provided in the form of a contract between the recipient agency and the Seattle
Human Services Department. The contract contains terms and conditions of funding, reporting and
invoicing requirements, performance expectations and service delivery levels, record keeping
responsibilities, and consent to on-site monitoring as requested by the City.

4. If the jurisdiction is unable to meet the homeless participation requirement in 24 CFR
576.405(a), the jurisdiction must specify its plan for reaching out to and consulting with
homeless or formerly homeless individuals in considering policies and funding decisions
regarding facilities and services funded under ESG.

The Seattle / King County Continuum of Care (CoC) includes King County plus the cities of Seattle,
Auburn, Bellevue, Federal Way, Kent, Renton, and Shoreline. The lead agency for the CoC is the
Committee to End Homelessness, a broad coalition of government, faith communities, non-profits,
the business community and homeless and formerly homeless people working together to
implement the Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness in King County. ESG funding decisions are
coordinated with the CEH, as lead CoC agency, and its Funders Group.

In addition, the City of Seattle completed the Communities Supporting Safe & Stable Housing
Investment Plan in 2012, to guide funding policies and allocation of the City’s homeless services
funding within the Ten-Year Plan. The City’s community engagement included outreach and
consultation with homeless and formerly homeless individuals who participated in surveys, focus
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groups, and on the community Advisory Committee created to oversee the plan.

5. Describe performance standards for evaluating ESG.
Discussion:
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Attachment 2
Amendment to 2012 HOME Allocations
Prior Allocations {Ordinance 123886)

Homebuyer Programs (Allocation Plan I.D. No. 112 030), HOME Entitlement Amount: $587,314

Rental Housing Preservation and Production (Allocation Plan .D. No. 121 030), HOME
Entitlement Amount: $1,761,943

Amended Allocations:
Homebuyer Programs, HOME Entitlement Amount: $320,421

Rental Housing Preservation and Production, HOME Entitlement Amount: $2,028,836
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FISCAL NOTE FOR NON-CAPITAL PROJECTS

Department: Contact Person/Phone: CBO Analyst/Phone:
Human Services Michael Look, 615-1717 Jeanette Blankenship, 615-0087
Department (HSD) ‘
Legislation Title:

AN ORDINANCE relating to funding for housing and community development programs;
adopting the City of Seattle 2014 — 2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community
Development and authorizing its submission to the United States Department of Housing
and Urban Development; authorizing acceptance of grant funds from that department for
programs and activities included in that plan; amending Ordinance 124349, which
adopted the 2014 Budget; amending the 2012 Annual Allocation Plan component of the
2012 Update to the prior Consolidated Plan, as previously amended by Ordinance
123886, to reallocate federal HOME funds between activities; increasing appropriations
to various departments and budget control levels, and from various funds in the Budget;
and ratifying and confirming prior acts, all by a three-fourths vote of the City Council.

Summary of the Legislation:

This legislation approves and authorizes the submittal to US Department of Housing and Urban
Development the City’s 2014 — 2017 Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community
Development. It further authorizes the execution of funding agreements and the receipt of funds
from the following US HUD program: 1) Community Development Block Grant; 2) HOME
Investment Partnership Program; 3) Emergency Solutions Grant; and 4) Housing Opportunities
for Persons with AIDS. The 2014 Adopted Budget is adjusted to reflect these funds. The
legislation also amends the 2012 Annual Action Plan for HOME funds to reallocate funds
between activities.

Background: ‘

A total of $14,682,947 is to be received by the City. Along with related program income, these
funds are used to provide services and assistance to low- and moderate-income individuals,
neighborhoods, and businesses. Funds will be allocated to the Human Services Department,
Office of Housing, Office of Economic Development, and the Department of Parks and
Recreation. The 2014 Adopted Budget was developed with estimates of the awards from US
HUD for these four programs; this legislation also adjusts the Adopted Budget to bring it in line
with the actual funding amounts. Certain activities are added to the 2014 funded activities.

In 2012 a total of $587,314 in HOME entitlement funds were allocated for homebuyer activities.
Those activities have not been able to expend the funds within the timeframe of their program
agreements, and thus need to be transferred to projects that are ready to expend funds. US HUD
requires HOME funds to be committed and expended within certain timeframes. To avoid
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reaching those limits with these funds, they will be reallocated to two multifamily housing
projects in 2014 that are ready to expend funds in 2014,

This legislation does not have any financial implications.

X This legislation has financial implications.

Appropriations:
Fund Name and Department Budget Control 2014 2015 Anticipated
Number Level* Appropriation Appropriation
Low Income Executive Low-Income Housing $164,755
Housing Fund Fund XZ-R1
(16400)
CDBG Main Human CDBG — Human $551,822
Fund (17810) Services Services (6HSD10)
Department
Human Services | Human Transitional Living $177,480
Operating Fund | Services and Support
(16200) Department (H30ET) ,
TOTAL $894,057

Anticipated Revenue/Reimbursement Resulting from this Legislation:
Fund Name and - Department Revenue Source 2014 2015
Number Revenue Revenue
Low Income Executive US HUD - HOME | $164,755
Housing Fund Program
(16400)
CDBG Main Fund Human Services US HUD - CDBG | $551,822
(17810) Department
Human Services Human Services US HUD - $73,116
Operating Fund Department HOPWA
(16200)
Human Services Human Services US HUD - ESGP $104,364
Operating Fund Department
(16200)

TOTAL $894,057

Other Implications:

a) Does the legislation have indirect financial implications, or long-term implications?

No.

b) What is the financial cost of not implementing the legislation?
The City will forgo $14.5 million in support from the federal government for services and
programs benefitting low- and moderate-income persons, families, and neighborhoods in

2
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Seattle.

Does this legislation affect any departments besides the originating department?
Yes. Department of Parks and Recreation; Office of Housing; Office of Economic
Development. These departments implement programs and activities funded by these
federal funds. Some also use these funds to support staff positions.

What are the possible alternatives to the legislation that could achieve the same or
similar objectives? -
None.

Is a public hearing required for this legislation?
Yes. TBD

Is publication of notice with The Daily Journal of Commerce and/or The Seattle
Times required for this legislation?
Yes. TBD

Does this legislation affect a piece of property? _
Yes. One of the proposed activities is the purchase of an easement at 901 Rainier Avenue

South for use as a homeless shelter and day center.

Other Issues: None.,

List attachments to the fiscal note below: None.




City of Seattle
Edward B. Murray
Mayor

April 15,2014

Honorable Tim Burgess
President

Seattle City Council
City Hall, 2™ Floor

Dear Council President Burgess:

I am pleased to transmit the attached proposed Council Bill that approves the City’s 2014 —2017
Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development and authorizes its submittal to the
United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). The Bill further authorizes
the execution of documents to accept approximately $14 million from HUD to support services
benefitting Seattle’s low- and moderate-income residents, including the provision of affordable
housing, emergency homeless shelter, and community and economic development activities. The
funds are from four of HUD’s programs: Community Development Block Grant, HOME Investment
Partnership, Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS, and the Emergency Solutions Grant
Program.

The Consolidated Plan is a requirement from HUD for the receipt of these funds. The Plan, a
cooperative effort by the Human Services Department, Office of Housing, Office of Economic
Development, Seattle Housing Authority, and the Parks and Recreation Department, outlines the
City’s guidelines and policies for the use of the four funds. These funds and their uses have been
anticipated and incorporated into the 2014 Adopted Budget. The actual awards from HUD are
greater than anticipated; a total of $894,000 of additional revenues have been programmed into
existing budget activities or held as contingency to meet emergent needs.

In 2014 these funds will provide shelter to over 5,000 homeless persons, repair over 600 homes
owned by low- and moderate-income persons, and provide small business technical assistance to
500 microenterprises. Thank you for your consideration of this legislation. Should you have
questions, please contact Michael Look, Community Development Block Grant Administrator,
Human Services Department, at 615-1717.

Sincerely,

Ioh d—

Mayor of Seattle

cc: Honorable Members of the Seattle City Council

Office of the Mayor

Seattle City Hall, 7t Floor Tel (206) 684-4000
600 Fourth Avenue , Fax: (206) 684-5360
PO Box 94749 Hearmg Impaired use the Washington Relay Service (7-1-1)

Seattle, Washington 98124-4749 www.seattle.gov/mayor




STATE OF WASHINGTON -- KING COUNTY

-=-38.

313132 No.
CITY OF SEATTLE,CLERKS OFFICE

Affidavit of Publication

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now
and during afl of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 12" day of June, 1941, approved as a legal
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County.

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in regular issues of The Daily Journal of
Commerce, which was regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed
notice, a

CT:124494-98 TITLE ONLY
was published on
07/07/14

The amount of the fee charged for the foregoing publication is the
paid : . /

{ 07/07/2014-4

Notary public for the State of Washington,
residing in Seattle

Affidavit of Pﬁﬁlication
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