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[bookmark: _Toc433723326]Executive Summary 
[bookmark: _Toc433619428][bookmark: _Toc433723327]ES-05 Executive Summary - 91.300(c), 91.320(b)
[bookmark: _Toc433619429]1.	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433619430]The State of Idaho receives approximately $13 million in block grant funds annually from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) for affordable housing and community development programs. They are the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), the Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG), and the HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME).
[bookmark: _Toc433619431]As State Grantees of these HUD-CPD programs, Idaho Housing and Finance Association(HOME and ESG) can award funds anywhere in the state, while the Idaho Department of Commerce (IDC) can award CDBG funds anywhere in the state except for local CDBG entitlement areas.  Although IHFA is not a State Agency, it does administer the State's housing programs. HUD refers to IHFA and IDC collectively as the "State".   
[bookmark: _Toc433619432]State Grantees are required to submit a long-term plan to HUD summarizing the state's housing and community development needs, priorities, goals, and strategies for the next five (5) years. This document is the Five-Year Consolidated Plan. 
[bookmark: _Toc433619433]Each year in the Consolidated Plan is based on a Program Year that begins April 1st and ends March 31st of the subsequent year.  Beginning with the first Program Year the Consolidated Plan, IHFA and IDC submit an Annual Action Plan that identifies each program's anticipated allocation, annual goals, strategies, and outcomes.  An annual plan is submitted to HUD within 60 days of notification from HUD of that year's allocation amount.  Within 90 days following each program year, the State Grantees are required to submit the Consolidated Annual Performance Evolution Report (CAPER) to HUD.  

2.	Summary of the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan Needs Assessment Overview
[bookmark: _Toc433619434]Response exceeds maximum number of characters, please refer to Unique Appendices
[bookmark: _Toc433619435]3.	Evaluation of past performance
[bookmark: _Toc433619436]Response exceeds maximum number of characters allowed, please refer to Unique Appendices.
[bookmark: _Toc433619437]4.	Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process
[bookmark: _Toc433619438]Although not required, IDC and IHFA held a pre-drafting 30-day comment period for the public and stakeholders to provide the opportunity for input prior to drafting the Plan. Following the drafting of the Plan, a second 30-day public comment period is required to receive comments on the Draft Plan. Comments received during the pre-draft comment period are not included herein. 
[bookmark: _Toc433619439]The Legal Notices for both comment periods was published on major Idaho newspapers including Idaho’s El Hispanõ. A copy of the notice was emailed to local, regional, state level stakeholders, including continuum of care within the state, public housing authorities, state agencies, entitlement cities, major public libraries, IHFA branch offices.  English and Spanish versions of the notices were posted on the IDC and IHFA websites. 
[bookmark: _Toc433619440]5.	Summary of public comments
[bookmark: _Toc433619441]The Summary of public comments exceeds maximum allowable characters. See Citizen Participation Attachment.
[bookmark: _Toc433619442]6.	Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them
[bookmark: _Toc433619443]All Comments were accepted
[bookmark: _Toc433619444]7.	Summary
[bookmark: _Toc433619445]No Response required.
[bookmark: _Toc433619446][bookmark: _Toc433723328]The Process
[bookmark: _Toc433619447][bookmark: _Toc433723329]PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.300(b)
[bookmark: _Toc433619448]1.	Describe agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source
[bookmark: _Toc433619449]The following are the agencies/entities responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619450]Agency Role
	[bookmark: _Toc433619451]Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433619452]Department/Agency

	[bookmark: _Toc433619453]Lead  Agency
	[bookmark: _Toc433619454]IDAHO
	 



	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433619455]CDBG Administrator
	[bookmark: _Toc433619456]IDAHO
	[bookmark: _Toc433619457]Commerce

	[bookmark: _Toc433619458]HOPWA Administrator
	[bookmark: _Toc433619459]IDAHO
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433619460]HOME Administrator
	[bookmark: _Toc433619461]IDAHO
	[bookmark: _Toc433619462]Grants Department

	[bookmark: _Toc433619463]ESG Administrator
	[bookmark: _Toc433619464]IDAHO
	[bookmark: _Toc433619465]Homeless Programs


[bookmark: _Toc433619466]Table 1 – Responsible Agencies

[bookmark: _Toc433619467]Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information
[bookmark: _Toc433619468]CDBG Program- State of Idaho Department of Commerce-Dennis J Porter, Manager 208-287-0782 Email: dennis.porter@commerce.idaho.gov
[bookmark: _Toc433619469]HOME Program- Idaho Housing and Finance Association- James M. Gruber jamesg@ihfa.org 208-331-4670
[bookmark: _Toc433619470]ESG Program- Idaho Housing and Finance Association- Brady B. Ellis bradye@ihfa.org 208-331-4839
 
[bookmark: _Toc433619471][bookmark: _Toc433723330]PR-10 Consultation - 91.110, 91.300(b); 91.315(l)
[bookmark: _Toc433619472]1.	Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433619473]In preparation for the consolidated planning process, IDC and IHFA conducted a statewide housing needs survey and a community development needs survey. Published notices invited the public to go online and participate in the anonymous housing needs survey. The notice was mass emailed to public, assisted, and special needs housing providers, special needs and homeless service providers, disability centers and advocates, fair housing advocates, affordable housing owners, developers and management, mortgage lenders, public and private agencies, CHDOs, Section 8 landlords and PHAs. The survey results and the commissioned report were posted online on IHFA's and IDC's websites prior to the pre-drafting citizen participation process. In addition, Federal housing administrators, Idaho Department of Health and Welfare, local units of government, and stakeholders were consulted during the pre-drafting and drafting process as applicable
[bookmark: _Toc433619474]Provide a concise summary of the state’s activities to enhance coordination between public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health and service agencies (91.215(l))
[bookmark: _Toc433619475]IHFA hosts a housing coordination round table event twice each year. The event provides a regional forum to discuss current housing issues, promote effective partnerships and enhance ongoing coordination between public and assisted housing providers and local/regional/state service agencies. It brings local, regional, state housing advocates, public and private service providers, developers, city/county/state/federal officials, state agencies, elected officials/representatives, lenders, and program administrators together to discuss housing, homeless, and services regionally. Attendees were asked to participate in the Statewide Housing Survey and provide comment regarding this year's Consolidated Plan. In addition IHFA used email distribution lists to request input regarding the consolidated planning process from Idaho's Public Housing Authorities, Section 8/USDA-RD/LIHTC/HOME property owners and developers, residential lenders, real estate brokers, homeless service providers, CHDOs, CDBG entitlement cities, CDBG non-entitlement jurisdictions, Idaho Homelessness Coordinating Committee (IHCC), Idaho Fair Housing Forum, Idaho's disability advocates and centers, Idaho Health &Welfare-Environmental Heath, IDHW-TANF & Employment and Training Program.  Additionally, IHFA hosts a housing conference every third year with the intent of encouraging these parties to convene together and have impactful and beneficial learning session and discussions on potential strategies used to increase affordable housing opportunities.  Increased collaboration between the Balance of State Continuum of Care and the Boise City Ada County Continuum of Care has also emerged.  This will encourages greater awareness to the statewide issue of homelessness and for the sharing of best practices and successful models throughout Idaho.  The IHCC has and continues to invite state agencies to participate in homelessness resolution discussions and IHCC board planning sessions and activities.  This body creates strategic plans designed to assist the Continuum in meeting the challenges posed by Opening Doors.  Resources targeting and leveraging are also discussed to ensure access priorities mirror HUD’s goals for special populations.  For example, one of the IHCC’s regional coalitions is actively involved in participating in their region’s efforts in extinguishing veteran homelessness.  Further, newly established projects have focused on chronic homelessness and homeless families by implementing Housing First and Rapid Re-Housing endeavors.  Additionally, the IHCC will now have a greater awareness of runaway and homeless youth now that programs statewide are required to enter project data into Idaho’s HMIS.
[bookmark: _Toc433619476] 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
[bookmark: _Toc433619477]IHFA is both the Balance Of State (BOS) COC Collaborative Applicant and HMIS Lead, which ensures effective and constant collaboration between the Continuum and data collection, reporting, and evaluation activities.  The HMIS Lead participates in IHCC sub-committee meetings to contribute pertinent program data and demographics to ensure policy decisions and funding allocations are done with a clear understanding of populations and geographical areas in the highest need of assistance and attention.
[bookmark: _Toc433619478]The IHCC has made efforts towards not just simply addressing the needs of homeless persons, but to address the needs of persons at risk of homelessness and specific sub-populations therein, which may be more prevalent in various regions of the state.  The BOS COC currently utilizes a Coordinated Assessment system in the form of an Assessment of Barriers to Housing form used by subrecipients.  Based on the evaluation performed, homeless persons can be referred to the type of housing that best aligns with their needs and circumstances.  IHFA and the BOS COC will focus on transitioning to a Coordinated Entry concept which will increase the ability to serve the most vulnerable  homeless individuals and families first, and more accurately define the State’s and each regions’ homeless population.  Furthermore, the collection of assessments results will allow the Continuum to conduct ‘right-sizing’ evaluations to ensure resources allocations are proportionate to those served by each program type.  Imbalances between outcomes and resource allocation can signify inefficiencies within a particular housing component type.  Data collection and evaluation efforts will continue to grow as parties not currently collaborating with the BOS COC are willing to attend planning sessions, pair resources, and compare data and program outcomes.  This renewed desire for collaboration will be demonstrated at a HUD-approved technical assistance planning session to be held in May, 2015, and will include housing, homeless, service, and health care providers with the goal of identifying system gaps and increasing linkages between health care and housing.    
[bookmark: _Toc433619479][bookmark: _Toc433619480]Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the state in determining how to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards and evaluate outcomes, and develop funding, policies and procedures for the administration of HMIS
IHFA is the HUD grantee for all ESG funding in Idaho.  This ensures constant COC and HMIS integration and collaboration.  IHFA, and therefore COC policy makers, is heavily and actively involved in contributing to the creation of Emergency Solutions Grant allocation planning.   ESG subrecipients are involved in the planning process through their participation in the BOS COC regional housing coalitions.  Additionally, COC subrecipients are able to provide input based on their knowledge and experience in serving families and individuals that are homeless or at risk of homelessness.  COC participation, along with IHFA’s contributions, lead to the development and implementation of performance standards and outcome evaluations.  IHFA will research performance outcomes and fund allocation methods used by other ESG grantees to assess whether there are more equitable or effective performance evaluations available.  Furthermore, HMIS funding levels and policies and procedures are determined and employed to ensure ESG subrecipients participate in HMIS data collection and reporting.  This ensures HMIS contribution and participation in the development of the competitive application process.
[bookmark: _Toc433619481]ESG Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing fund allocation is currently based on a formula that considers population, area median income (AMI), unemployment rate, Point In Time Count results, bed utilization, and competitive project application scoring.  The performance measures and outcome evaluations used in the competitive application process are created by IHFA staff and approved by COC and regional coalition representatives, and are used with the intent of utilizing an objective evaluation and allocation model. The BOS COC aids in contributing to the competitive application standards and scoring criteria.  The HMIS Lead is essential in contributing data to each projects application.  An unbiased evaluation process is implemented by recruiting individuals not connected with ESG projects to score applications.
[bookmark: _Toc433619482] IHFA staff regularly review ESG spending reports to evaluate variances between projected and actual budgets to ensure subrecipients are spending grant funds according to the priorities, allocations, and goals set prior to the grant term.


[bookmark: _Toc433619483]Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process and describe the jurisdictions consultations with housing, social service agencies and other entities
[bookmark: _Toc433619484]Table 2 – Agencies, groups, organizations who participated
	[bookmark: _Toc433619485]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433619486]Agency/Group/Organization
	[bookmark: _Toc433619487]State of Idaho Dept of Commerce

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619488]Agency/Group/Organization Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433619489]Other government - State
Other government - County
Other government - Local
Regional organization
Planning organization
Business Leaders

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619490]What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619491]Economic Development
non housing community development needs

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619492]How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619493]To better understand Idaho cities and counties non-housing community development needs, the IDC conducted a local government survey.  The survey was sent out to 193 cities and 44 counties in August 2014.  The survey did have specific questions related to CDBG current method of distribution.  Of the 237 surveys sent out a total of 98 were received. In an effort to enhance economic development coordination statewide University of Idaho, with IDC's support, implemented the Idaho Pathways Project, which was developing-Idaho's Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy - 2015-20 (CEDS).  This activity was unique in that it brought together Idaho's six economic development districts (EDD) to develop their regional CEDS plans based on unifying themes as projected in the statewide CEDS.  This effort, which was completed in March 2015 helped to ensure a consistent overall vision and template from around the state that aligns with state's economic development goals.  However, the effort more importantly allowed each region to maintain its economic strategies based on its unique characteristics and assets.  The CEDS process does require engagement of private industry to better understand their needs, specifically workforce skill gaps.  Now moving forward the U of I will transfer ownership of the statewide CEDS to Commerce to be responsible to ensure the EDDs continually work towards their CEDS objectives.  Overall this process is galvanizing the coordination of IDC with Idaho's economic development stakeholders.  As the Consolidated Plan was being developed, IDC assessed data and objectives identified in the EDDs CEDS report to compare and contract if the goals and method of distribution of the CDBG program were in alignment.  IDC also utilizes and Economic Advisory Council to review IDC and CDBG policies as well as review of CDBG applications.  The EAC is comprised of individuals who represent private industry and regularly provide feedback and advice on public/private partnership and business perspectives.

	[bookmark: _Toc433619494]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433619495]Agency/Group/Organization
	[bookmark: _Toc433619496]IDAHO HOUSING AND FINANCE ASSOCIATION

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619497]Agency/Group/Organization Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433619498]Housing
PHA
Services - Housing
Service-Fair Housing
Other government - County
Other government - Local
Public
Private Sector Banking / Financing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619499]What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619500]Housing Need Assessment
Homelessness Strategy
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Market Analysis

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619501]How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619502]The above groups and organizations were asked to provide input through participation in an anonymous statewide housing needs survey prior to the pre-drafting process, and providing input during the drafting process. They were also asked to review the draft plan prior to submission to HUD. PHA's who require a Certification of Consistency from IHFA were asked provide input regarding their affordable housing needs, issues, and concerns, during the drafting process and after the plan was drafted.

	[bookmark: _Toc433619503]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433619504]Agency/Group/Organization
	[bookmark: _Toc433619505]Idaho Balance of State Continuum of Care

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619506]Agency/Group/Organization Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433619507]Services - Housing
Services-Children
Services-Elderly Persons
Services-Persons with Disabilities
Services-Persons with HIV/AIDS
Services-Victims of Domestic Violence
Services-homeless
Services-Health
Services-Education
Services - Victims
Health Agency
Child Welfare Agency
Publicly Funded Institution/System of Care
Other government - State
Other government - Local

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619508]What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619509]Housing Need Assessment
Homelessness Strategy
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619510]How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619511]Through meetings and emails requesting comments regarding funding priority recommendations.  Entitlement communities were contacted with a request for comment.

	[bookmark: _Toc433619512]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433619513]Agency/Group/Organization
	[bookmark: _Toc433619514]Idaho Department of Health and Welfare

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619515]Agency/Group/Organization Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433619516]Health Agency
Child Welfare Agency
Other government - State

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619517]What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619518]Housing Need Assessment
Lead-based Paint Strategy
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619519]How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	[bookmark: _Toc433619520]Idaho Department of Health and Welfare was consulted regarding the State's program to reduce the number of poverty-level families in Idaho and Lead-based Paint hazard reduction activities, and the State's Anti-Poverty strategies.



[bookmark: _Toc433619521][bookmark: _Toc433619522]Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting 
For purposes of receiving input on homelessness strategies, business leaders were not consulted through direct contact.  In our professional experience and interaction as program administrators of multiple federally-funded homeless housing programs and the Collaborative Applicant for the BOS COC, we have not encountered community business leaders with a heightened awareness of homelessness issues or knowledge of homelessness interventions.  However, for those who desire to provide input on the strategies and methodology used to address homelessness issues, the public hearing platform was offered to the public as a whole on two separate occasions.  
	[bookmark: _Toc433619523][bookmark: _Toc433619524] Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan  Name of Plan
	[bookmark: _Toc433619525]Lead Organization
	[bookmark: _Toc433619526]How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap with the goals of each plan?

	[bookmark: _Toc433619527]Continuum of Care
	 
	 


[bookmark: _Toc433619528]Table 3 – Other local / regional / federal planning efforts
[bookmark: _Toc433619529]
Describe cooperation and coordination among the State and any units of general local government, in the implementation of the Consolidated Plan (91.315(l))
[bookmark: _Toc433619530]Idaho’s Balance of State COC governing board includes representation from multiple state departments, including the Department of Health and Welfare, the Department of Mental Health, the Department of Commerce, the Department of Labor, the Department of Education, the Department of Corrections, and the Department of Veteran Affairs.  IHFA distributed solicitations for funding priority recommendations to the Balance of State COC, which includes these departments.  Additionally, entitlement communities were contacted with a request for comment.    
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[bookmark: _Toc433619531][bookmark: _Toc433723331][bookmark: _Toc433619533]PR-15 Citizen Participation - 91.115, 91.300(c)
[bookmark: _Toc433619534]See PR-15 Unique Appendices Citizen Participation Outreach
	[bookmark: _Toc433619535]Sort 
Order
	[bookmark: _Toc433619536]Mode of Outreach
	[bookmark: _Toc433619537]Target of 
Outreach
	[bookmark: _Toc433619538]Summary of 
[bookmark: _Toc433619539]response/
attendance
	[bookmark: _Toc433619540]Summary of 
[bookmark: _Toc433619541]comments received

	[bookmark: _Toc433619544]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433619545]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619546]Minorities
 
Non-English Speaking - Specify other language: Spanish
 
Persons with disabilities
 
Non-targeted/broad community
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
 
Stakeholders
	[bookmark: _Toc433619547]See PR-15 Attachment
	[bookmark: _Toc433619548]Summary of comments exceeds the allowable characters. See Citizen Participation Attachment @ Pre-Draft Public Hearing Summary of Comments

	[bookmark: _Toc433619550]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433619551]Newspaper Ad
	[bookmark: _Toc433619552]Non-English Speaking - Specify other language: Spanish
 
Non-targeted/broad community
	[bookmark: _Toc433619553]Legal Notices in Idaho's major newspapers regarding two separate 30-day (PRE-DRAFT and POST-DRAFT) comment periods and two public hearings.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619554]See PR-15 Citizen Participation Attachment for proof of publication for both public comment periods and both public hearing.

	[bookmark: _Toc433619556]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433619557]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619558]Persons with disabilities
 
Disability Action Centers, Fair Housing Advocates, CoC members
	[bookmark: _Toc433619559]email asking for input regarding affordable housing needs for clients. Email included both Spanish and English version of the first (Pre-draft) legal notice.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619560]See PR-15 Citizen Participation Attachment

	[bookmark: _Toc433619562]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433619563]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619564]Minorities
 
Non-English Speaking - Specify other language: Spanish
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
 
Affordable housing property management, owners, developers
	[bookmark: _Toc433619565]Mass email sent to Section 8, IHFA Branch Offices (Section 8 Tenant-Based Vouchers), PHAs, HOME, & LIHTC property management/owners.  Email included the legal notices in English and Spanish.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619566]See PR-15 Citizen Participation Attachment

	[bookmark: _Toc433619568]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433619569]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619570]Units of local Government
	[bookmark: _Toc433619571]Pre-draft and Post-draft 30-day comment periods. Outreach included the legal notices in English and Spanish version.    The public comment notice was also posted on the Commerce website.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619572]See PR-15 Attachment

	[bookmark: _Toc433619575]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433619576]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619577]State, Regional, Local affordable housing stakeholders
	[bookmark: _Toc433619578]Consolidated Planning consultation and outreach included as an agenda Item- IHFA discussed the upcoming Five-Year Consolidated Plan and its planning process. Stressed the importance of providing input regarding each community's housing and community development needs into the drafting process.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619579]No comments

	[bookmark: _Toc433619581]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433619582]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619583]Idaho Department of Health and Welfare
	[bookmark: _Toc433619584]Individual outreach to IDHW personnel regarding their Lead-based Paint hazard reduction program(s). Individual outreach to IDHW personnel regarding the State's Anti-Poverty strategies.  Responses are included in the Consolidated Plan.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619585]Input from IDHW is included in the Lead-based Paint and Anti-Poverty Strategies sections of the Consolidated plan.

	[bookmark: _Toc433619587]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433619588]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619589]Homeless Service providers, and statewide stakeholders
	[bookmark: _Toc433619590]Agenda item for the annual in-person meeting. The Consolidated Plan and planning process was discussed. Included an invitation and importance of providing input into the process.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619591]See PR-15 Citizen Participation Attachment

	[bookmark: _Toc433619593]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433619594]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619595]Idaho Homelessness Coordination Members
	[bookmark: _Toc433619596]To all members of the coalition throughout the state regarding the pre-drafting comment period, specifically asking for their input and that the public comment notice be posted in areas available to clients/residents/public
	[bookmark: _Toc433619597]See PR-15 Citizen Participation Attachment

	[bookmark: _Toc433619599]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433619600]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619601]Minorities
 
Non-English Speaking - Specify other language: Spanish
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
 
Affordable housing owners, developers, including CHDOs
	[bookmark: _Toc433619602]All public comments are found in the PR-15 Attachment
	[bookmark: _Toc433619603]No comments

	[bookmark: _Toc433619605]11
	[bookmark: _Toc433619606]Pre-Draft Public Hearing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619607]Minorities
 
Non-English Speaking - Specify other language: Spanish
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619608]The legal notice was sent by email to the Executive Director of the Community Council of Idaho, with a request to make the notice available to residents and clients. The Council is specifically mentioned because they are Idaho's largest non-profit serving Idaho's Latino population, including healthcare, education and training, workforce preparation, early childhood education, and affordable and homeless housing.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619609]No comment or input was received.

	[bookmark: _Toc433619612]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433619613]Public Meeting
	[bookmark: _Toc433619614]Minorities
 
Non-English Speaking - Specify other language: Spanish Speaking
 
Persons with disabilities
 
Non-targeted/broad community
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433619615]See PR-15 Attachment
	[bookmark: _Toc433619616]See PR-15 Attachment

	[bookmark: _Toc433619618]13
	[bookmark: _Toc433619619]Newspaper Ad
	[bookmark: _Toc433619620]Non-targeted/broad community
	[bookmark: _Toc433619621]See PR-15 Attachment
	[bookmark: _Toc433619622]See PR-15 Attachment


[bookmark: _Toc433619624]Table 4 – Citizen Participation Outreach


[bookmark: _Toc433619625][bookmark: _Toc433723332]Needs Assessment
[bookmark: _Toc433619626][bookmark: _Toc433723333]NA-05 Overview
[bookmark: _Toc433619629][bookmark: _Toc433723334]NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment - 24 CFR 91.305 (a,b,c)
[bookmark: _Toc433619630]Summary of Housing Needs
[bookmark: _Toc433619631]Response exceeds maximum allowable characters. See Unique Appendices.
	[bookmark: _Toc433619632]Demographics
	[bookmark: _Toc433619633]Base Year:  2000
	[bookmark: _Toc433619634]Most Recent Year:  2011
	[bookmark: _Toc433619635]% Change

	[bookmark: _Toc433619636]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433619637]1,293,953
	[bookmark: _Toc433619638]1,549,987
	[bookmark: _Toc433619639]20%

	[bookmark: _Toc433619640]Households
	[bookmark: _Toc433619641]470,133
	[bookmark: _Toc433619642]575,497
	[bookmark: _Toc433619643]22%

	[bookmark: _Toc433619644]Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433619645]$37,572.00
	[bookmark: _Toc433619646]$46,890.00
	[bookmark: _Toc433619647]25%


[bookmark: _Toc307833501][bookmark: _Toc433619648]Table 5 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics
	[bookmark: _Toc433619649]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433619650]2000 Census (Base Year), 2007-2011 ACS (Most Recent Year)


[image: ]


[bookmark: _Toc433619651]Projected Rental and Homeowner Occupied Units
[bookmark: _Toc433619652]Number of Households Table
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619653]0-30% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619654]>30-50% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619655]>50-80% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619656]>80-100% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619657]>100% HAMFI

	[bookmark: _Toc433619658]Total Households *
	[bookmark: _Toc433619659]52,545
	[bookmark: _Toc433619660]64,795
	[bookmark: _Toc433619661]100,665
	[bookmark: _Toc433619662]62,410
	[bookmark: _Toc433619663]295,080

	[bookmark: _Toc433619664]Small Family Households *
	[bookmark: _Toc433619665]17,265
	[bookmark: _Toc433619666]19,340
	[bookmark: _Toc433619667]37,305
	[bookmark: _Toc433619668]25,565
	[bookmark: _Toc433619669]158,345

	[bookmark: _Toc433619670]Large Family Households *
	[bookmark: _Toc433619671]4,265
	[bookmark: _Toc433619672]6,325
	[bookmark: _Toc433619673]12,095
	[bookmark: _Toc433619674]8,555
	[bookmark: _Toc433619675]32,235

	[bookmark: _Toc433619676]Household contains at least one person 62-74 years of age
	[bookmark: _Toc433619677]7,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433619678]11,555
	[bookmark: _Toc433619679]18,425
	[bookmark: _Toc433619680]11,330
	[bookmark: _Toc433619681]54,570

	[bookmark: _Toc433619682]Household contains at least one person age 75 or older
	[bookmark: _Toc433619683]6,060
	[bookmark: _Toc433619684]12,955
	[bookmark: _Toc433619685]13,855
	[bookmark: _Toc433619686]6,505
	[bookmark: _Toc433619687]18,895

	[bookmark: _Toc433619688]Households with one or more children 6 years old or younger *
	[bookmark: _Toc433619689]11,150
	[bookmark: _Toc433619690]13,395
	[bookmark: _Toc433619691]23,325
	[bookmark: _Toc433619692]13,900
	[bookmark: _Toc433619693]38,895

	[bookmark: _Toc433619694][bookmark: _Toc307833504]* the highest income category for family type is >80% HAMFI


[bookmark: _Toc433619695]Table 6 - Total Households Table
	[bookmark: _Toc433619696]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433619697]2007-2011 CHAS



	[bookmark: _Toc433619698][bookmark: _Toc433619699][bookmark: _Toc307833507]Housing Needs Summary Tables1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619700]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433619701]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619702]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619703]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619704]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619705]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619706]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433619707]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619708]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619709]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619710]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619711]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433619712]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433619713]Substandard Housing - Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities
	[bookmark: _Toc433619714]930
	[bookmark: _Toc433619715]860
	[bookmark: _Toc433619716]565
	[bookmark: _Toc433619717]350
	[bookmark: _Toc433619718]2,705
	[bookmark: _Toc433619719]610
	[bookmark: _Toc433619720]420
	[bookmark: _Toc433619721]465
	[bookmark: _Toc433619722]310
	[bookmark: _Toc433619723]1,805

	[bookmark: _Toc433619724]Severely Overcrowded - With >1.51 people per room (and complete kitchen and plumbing)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619725]375
	[bookmark: _Toc433619726]490
	[bookmark: _Toc433619727]680
	[bookmark: _Toc433619728]125
	[bookmark: _Toc433619729]1,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433619730]195
	[bookmark: _Toc433619731]185
	[bookmark: _Toc433619732]190
	[bookmark: _Toc433619733]105
	[bookmark: _Toc433619734]675

	[bookmark: _Toc433619735]Overcrowded - With 1.01-1.5 people per room (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619736]1,515
	[bookmark: _Toc433619737]1,285
	[bookmark: _Toc433619738]1,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433619739]840
	[bookmark: _Toc433619740]5,500
	[bookmark: _Toc433619741]575
	[bookmark: _Toc433619742]560
	[bookmark: _Toc433619743]1,690
	[bookmark: _Toc433619744]1,170
	[bookmark: _Toc433619745]3,995

	[bookmark: _Toc433619746]Housing cost burden greater than 50% of income (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619747]19,895
	[bookmark: _Toc433619748]9,070
	[bookmark: _Toc433619749]1,530
	[bookmark: _Toc433619750]110
	[bookmark: _Toc433619751]30,605
	[bookmark: _Toc433619752]11,375
	[bookmark: _Toc433619753]10,025
	[bookmark: _Toc433619754]10,550
	[bookmark: _Toc433619755]3,215
	[bookmark: _Toc433619756]35,165

	[bookmark: _Toc433619757]Housing cost burden greater than 30% of income (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619758]3,085
	[bookmark: _Toc433619759]13,320
	[bookmark: _Toc433619760]15,045
	[bookmark: _Toc433619761]2,525
	[bookmark: _Toc433619762]33,975
	[bookmark: _Toc433619763]2,645
	[bookmark: _Toc433619764]6,995
	[bookmark: _Toc433619765]16,725
	[bookmark: _Toc433619766]12,035
	[bookmark: _Toc433619767]38,400

	[bookmark: _Toc433619768]Zero/negative Income (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619769]2,190
	[bookmark: _Toc433619770]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619771]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619772]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619773]2,190
	[bookmark: _Toc433619774]2,370
	[bookmark: _Toc433619775]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619776]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619777]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619778]2,370


[bookmark: _Toc433619779]Table 7 – Housing Problems Table
	[bookmark: _Toc433619780]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433619781]2007-2011 CHAS




	[bookmark: _Toc433619782]2. Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)
	[bookmark: _Toc433619783]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433619784]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619785]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619786]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619787]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619788]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619789]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433619790]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619791]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619792]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619793]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619794]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433619795]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433619796]Having 1 or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433619797]45,430
	[bookmark: _Toc433619798]23,400
	[bookmark: _Toc433619799]9,270
	[bookmark: _Toc433619800]2,850
	[bookmark: _Toc433619801]80,950
	[bookmark: _Toc433619802]25,520
	[bookmark: _Toc433619803]22,380
	[bookmark: _Toc433619804]25,790
	[bookmark: _Toc433619805]9,600
	[bookmark: _Toc433619806]83,290

	[bookmark: _Toc433619807]Having none of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433619808]14,630
	[bookmark: _Toc433619809]41,820
	[bookmark: _Toc433619810]70,470
	[bookmark: _Toc433619811]34,170
	[bookmark: _Toc433619812]161,090
	[bookmark: _Toc433619813]10,400
	[bookmark: _Toc433619814]41,990
	[bookmark: _Toc433619815]95,800
	[bookmark: _Toc433619816]78,210
	[bookmark: _Toc433619817]226,400

	[bookmark: _Toc433619818]Household has negative income, but none of the other housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433619819]4,380
	[bookmark: _Toc433619820]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619821]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619822]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619823]4,380
	[bookmark: _Toc433619824]4,740
	[bookmark: _Toc433619825]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619826]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619827]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619828]4,740


[bookmark: _Toc307833510][bookmark: _Toc433619829]Table 8 – Housing Problems 2
	[bookmark: _Toc433619830]Alternate Data Source Name:

	[bookmark: _Toc433619831]Renter and homeowner data past, present and future


[bookmark: _Toc433619833]3. Cost Burden > 30%
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619834]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433619835]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619836]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619837]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619838]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619839]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433619840]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619841]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619842]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619843]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433619844]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433619845]Small Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433619846]9,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433619847]9,020
	[bookmark: _Toc433619848]7,265
	[bookmark: _Toc433619849]25,955
	[bookmark: _Toc433619850]4,105
	[bookmark: _Toc433619851]5,655
	[bookmark: _Toc433619852]12,030
	[bookmark: _Toc433619853]21,790

	[bookmark: _Toc433619854]Large Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433619855]2,095
	[bookmark: _Toc433619856]2,355
	[bookmark: _Toc433619857]1,675
	[bookmark: _Toc433619858]6,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433619859]1,590
	[bookmark: _Toc433619860]2,035
	[bookmark: _Toc433619861]4,215
	[bookmark: _Toc433619862]7,840

	[bookmark: _Toc433619863]Elderly
	[bookmark: _Toc433619864]2,920
	[bookmark: _Toc433619865]4,140
	[bookmark: _Toc433619866]2,585
	[bookmark: _Toc433619867]9,645
	[bookmark: _Toc433619868]5,340
	[bookmark: _Toc433619869]6,715
	[bookmark: _Toc433619870]6,760
	[bookmark: _Toc433619871]18,815

	[bookmark: _Toc433619872]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433619873]10,495
	[bookmark: _Toc433619874]8,515
	[bookmark: _Toc433619875]5,850
	[bookmark: _Toc433619876]24,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433619877]3,910
	[bookmark: _Toc433619878]3,050
	[bookmark: _Toc433619879]5,045
	[bookmark: _Toc433619880]12,005

	[bookmark: _Toc433619881]Total need by income
	[bookmark: _Toc433619882]25,180
	[bookmark: _Toc433619883]24,030
	[bookmark: _Toc433619884]17,375
	[bookmark: _Toc433619885]66,585
	[bookmark: _Toc433619886]14,945
	[bookmark: _Toc433619887]17,455
	[bookmark: _Toc433619888]28,050
	[bookmark: _Toc433619889]60,450


[bookmark: _Toc307833513][bookmark: _Toc433619890]Table 9 – Cost Burden > 30%
	[bookmark: _Toc433619891]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433619892]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433619893]4. Cost Burden > 50%
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619894]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433619895]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619896]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619897]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619898]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619899]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433619900]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619901]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619902]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619903]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433619904]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433619905]Small Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433619906]8,505
	[bookmark: _Toc433619907]3,505
	[bookmark: _Toc433619908]660
	[bookmark: _Toc433619909]12,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433619910]3,755
	[bookmark: _Toc433619911]3,540
	[bookmark: _Toc433619912]4,460
	[bookmark: _Toc433619913]11,755

	[bookmark: _Toc433619914]Large Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433619915]1,880
	[bookmark: _Toc433619916]620
	[bookmark: _Toc433619917]40
	[bookmark: _Toc433619918]2,540
	[bookmark: _Toc433619919]1,460
	[bookmark: _Toc433619920]1,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433619921]1,165
	[bookmark: _Toc433619922]3,750

	[bookmark: _Toc433619923]Elderly
	[bookmark: _Toc433619924]2,170
	[bookmark: _Toc433619925]1,880
	[bookmark: _Toc433619926]670
	[bookmark: _Toc433619927]4,720
	[bookmark: _Toc433619928]3,750
	[bookmark: _Toc433619929]3,385
	[bookmark: _Toc433619930]2,815
	[bookmark: _Toc433619931]9,950

	[bookmark: _Toc433619932]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433619933]9,135
	[bookmark: _Toc433619934]3,585
	[bookmark: _Toc433619935]475
	[bookmark: _Toc433619936]13,195
	[bookmark: _Toc433619937]3,160
	[bookmark: _Toc433619938]2,150
	[bookmark: _Toc433619939]2,270
	[bookmark: _Toc433619940]7,580

	[bookmark: _Toc433619941]Total need by income
	[bookmark: _Toc433619942]21,690
	[bookmark: _Toc433619943]9,590
	[bookmark: _Toc433619944]1,845
	[bookmark: _Toc433619945]33,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433619946]12,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433619947]10,200
	[bookmark: _Toc433619948]10,710
	[bookmark: _Toc433619949]33,035


[bookmark: _Toc307833516][bookmark: _Toc433619950]Table 10 – Cost Burden > 50%
	[bookmark: _Toc433619951]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433619952]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433619953]5. Crowding (More than one person per room)
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619954]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433619955]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433619956]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619957]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619958]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619959]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619960]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433619961]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619962]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619963]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619964]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433619965]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433619966]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433619967]Single family households
	[bookmark: _Toc433619968]1,715
	[bookmark: _Toc433619969]1,485
	[bookmark: _Toc433619970]1,895
	[bookmark: _Toc433619971]775
	[bookmark: _Toc433619972]5,870
	[bookmark: _Toc433619973]635
	[bookmark: _Toc433619974]665
	[bookmark: _Toc433619975]1,630
	[bookmark: _Toc433619976]1,020
	[bookmark: _Toc433619977]3,950

	[bookmark: _Toc433619978]Multiple, unrelated family households
	[bookmark: _Toc433619979]119
	[bookmark: _Toc433619980]165
	[bookmark: _Toc433619981]225
	[bookmark: _Toc433619982]160
	[bookmark: _Toc433619983]669
	[bookmark: _Toc433619984]135
	[bookmark: _Toc433619985]80
	[bookmark: _Toc433619986]250
	[bookmark: _Toc433619987]270
	[bookmark: _Toc433619988]735

	[bookmark: _Toc433619989]Other, non-family households
	[bookmark: _Toc433619990]135
	[bookmark: _Toc433619991]210
	[bookmark: _Toc433619992]440
	[bookmark: _Toc433619993]130
	[bookmark: _Toc433619994]915
	[bookmark: _Toc433619995]15
	[bookmark: _Toc433619996]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433619997]20
	[bookmark: _Toc433619998]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433619999]45

	[bookmark: _Toc433620000]Total need by income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620001]1,969
	[bookmark: _Toc433620002]1,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433620003]2,560
	[bookmark: _Toc433620004]1,065
	[bookmark: _Toc433620005]7,454
	[bookmark: _Toc433620006]785
	[bookmark: _Toc433620007]745
	[bookmark: _Toc433620008]1,900
	[bookmark: _Toc433620009]1,300
	[bookmark: _Toc433620010]4,730


[bookmark: _Toc433620011]Table 11 – Crowding Information – 1/2
	[bookmark: _Toc433620012]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620013]2007-2011 CHAS



	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620014]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433620015]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620016]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620017]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620018]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620019]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620020]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620021]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620022]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620023]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433620024]Households with Children Present
	[bookmark: _Toc433620025]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620026]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620027]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620028]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620029]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620030]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620031]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620032]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620033]Table 12 – Crowding Information – 2/2


[bookmark: _Toc433620035]Describe the number and type of single person households in need of housing assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc433620036]According to the 2009-2013 five-year American Community Survey (ACS), 23.9 percent of Idaho households are made up of people living alone. This equates to 138,600 single person households. Of these, about 9 percent are elderly residents living alone. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620037]Data on the proportion of these residents with housing needs is not directly available from the Census or HUD. However, poverty can be used as a proxy for housing need.  Applying the poverty rates of elderly residents and non-elderly residents to the number of single households by age produces an estimated 17,500 single person households with housing needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433620038]During the next five years, if single people in Idaho grow at the same as the state’s population overall has grown in the past 10 years, an estimated 19,000 single person households will have needs in 2020. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620039]For elderly households, twice as many owners are cost burdened than renters. In contrast, “other” households are more likely to  be rent burdened. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620040] The stakeholders interviewed for this study were asked about the extent of unmet housing needs by household type. Elderly—but not specifically single person households—was among the household categories in the 'unmet need' question.  18% of stakeholders identified 'elderly' as having some of the greatest unmet housing needs in Idaho. Stakeholders also tended to identify families, and not single person households, as the housing type with the greatest housing needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433620041]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.
[bookmark: _Toc433620042]An estimated 3,000 residents in Idaho are developmentally disabled, are 18 years and older.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620043]Approximately 21,000 Idahoans are physically disabled, older than 18 and live in poverty. As many as 43,000 have ambulatory, self-care and/or independent living needs and live in poverty, suggesting that they have both housing and supportive service needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620044]The Center for Disease Control (CDC) collects national data on lifetime prevalence of intimate partner violence (IPV) through the National Intimate Partner and Sexual Violence Survey (NISVS).[1][1] This ongoing, nationally representative survey collects information about the IPV experiences of English- or Spanish-speaking men and women age 18 years and older. The most recent survey data are as of 2010 and include state prevalence rates.
[bookmark: _Toc433620045]For Idaho women, the lifetime prevalence of rape, physical violence, and/or stalking by an intimate partner is 29 percent; for men, it is 33 percent. The CDC estimates there are as many as 166,000 women and 187,000 men in Idaho who have experienced some time of intimate partner related violence. The most common type of assault is physical. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620046]The CDC also estimates that 3.6 percent of women and one percent of men who have experienced IPV have some type of housing need. This would put the number of women and men in Idaho who have experienced IPV at some point in their lives and had housing needs related to the event at nearly 6,000 women and 2,000 men. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620047]Although the CDC has recently quantified the public costs of IPV, the studies have mostly focused on health care costs (e.g., medical visits, counseling, long term mental health support). The housing needs of Idahoans who have experienced IPV are unknown. In 2011, HUD released a memorandum discussing the housing challenges of IPV victims, which can include discrimination and immediate need for housing when threatened and/or living in an abusive situation. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620048]The housing needs of special needs populations, including persons with disabilities and IPV victims, are discussed in the Needs Assessment Overview above. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620049]What are the most common housing problems?
[bookmark: _Toc433620050]According to the housing problems tables above, the most common housing problem in Idaho is cost-burden (homeowners and renters paying more than  30% of gross household income in housing costs).  Of the more than 575,000 households in Idaho, 127,000 face cost burden and 65,000 are severely cost burdened (paying more than 50% of income in housing costs). 
[bookmark: _Toc433620051]About 67,000 renters in the State of Idaho pay more than 30 percent of their household income in housing costs (“cost burden”). Nearly 33,000 pay more than 50 percent of their household incomes in housing costs (“severely cost burdened”). Severe cost burden mostly affects renters who earn less than 30 percent of the median family income (MFI)generally equivalent to poverty level. General cost burden is most prevalent among renters earning between 30 and 80 percent of MFI. Although these renters are paying more than what is affordable to them in housing costs, these costs are not as crippling as for poverty-level renters. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620052]Are any populations/household types more affected than others by these problems?
[bookmark: _Toc433620053]Of those renters who are cost burdened and severely cost burdened, most live in small households (about 26, face cost burden and 13,000 face severe cost burden) or “other” arrangements (25,000 face cost burden and 13,000 face severe cost burden. These households are made up of roommates, non-family members, etc). 
[bookmark: _Toc433620054]Owners most affected by housing cost burden are those living in small households, elderly households and, to a lesser extent, “other” households. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620055]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
[bookmark: _Toc433620056]The most common characteristics of precariously housed individuals and families reported in Idaho’s 2012, 2013, and 2014 Point-in-time counts were unemployment, inability to find affordable housing, and divorce/family breakup as the most prevalent causes of housing instability.  These households were primarily headed by white females age 25-61.  The most common disabling condition reported was substance abuse, and the most common sub-population was victims of domestic violence.  Most reported they are currently living in housing that they owned or rented, and have been at that location for one year or longer.
[bookmark: _Toc433620057]Families and individuals receiving rapid re-housing assistance and nearing the termination of that assistance indicated a need for affordable rental housing and stable employment to effectively continue beyond the re-housing assistance.  Those nearing termination of assistance are connected with resources to identify affordable housing.  Data estimating the number of individuals nearing graduation from the program is not available as all projects may determine their own desired maximum timeframes.
[bookmark: _Toc433620058]Once learning of the successfulness of rapid re-housing, and the improved efficiencies offered under the employ of this housing type, IHFA re-allocated funds to four rapid re-housing projects across Idaho.  This shift in strategy will greatly impact families who are in need of placement out of shelter environments and have the ability to rebound into a stable financial and living environment.    
[bookmark: _Toc433620059][bookmark: _Toc433620060]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:  N/A
[bookmark: _Toc433620061]Specify particular housing characteristics that have been linked with instability and an increased risk of homelessness
[bookmark: _Toc433620062]Idaho’s 2012, 2013, and 2014 Point-in-Time Count report the top six causes identified by survey respondents for their precarious housing situations as: 1) unemployment, 2) inability to find affordable housing, 3) divorce/family separation, 4) eviction, 5) substance abuse, and 6) lack of education/job skills.  These declarations assist ESG, COC, and HOPWA program administrators in educating and encouraging housing and service providers to focus efforts on reducing these barriers.
[bookmark: _Toc433620063]The causes of homelessness identified point towards a need for discussion around strategic shifts in funding and program focus.  Innovative, and now proven, models such as Rapid Re-Housing and Housing First demonstrate an increased ability to successfully improve an individual or family’s chance of stabilizing life circumstances and becoming permanently and stably housed.  IHFA has committed time and resources towards evaluating successful projects throughout the United States during the 2015 calendar year.  The intent being, the BOS COC and IHFA will have the knowledge and information necessary to consider promoting and developing such models throughout Idaho.  This effort is already coming to fruition in the three small Housing First projects and four new Rapid Re-housing projects recently added within the BOS COC.
[bookmark: _Toc433620064] Increased collaboration and partnering opportunities, which may arise from the Housing and Healthcare Planning Session scheduled for May, 2015, will be of extreme importance and focus for IHFA and the BOS COC through 2015 and 2016.  Resource pairing and leverage associated with newly developed or currently existing permanent supportive housing is a crucial tool in preventing and reducing homelessness.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620065][bookmark: _Toc433723335]NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Problems - 91.305 (b)(2)
[bookmark: _Toc433620066]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.
[bookmark: _Toc433620067]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433620068]A disproportionately greater need exists when the percentage of persons in a category  of need who are members of a particular racial or ethnic group is 10 percentage points  or higher than the percentage of persons in category as a whole.
[bookmark: _Toc433620069]0%-30% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620070]Housing Problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620071]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620072]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620073]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620074]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620075]43,608
	[bookmark: _Toc433620076]8,582
	[bookmark: _Toc433620077]4,042

	[bookmark: _Toc433620078]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620079]35,609
	[bookmark: _Toc433620080]7,259
	[bookmark: _Toc433620081]3,109

	[bookmark: _Toc433620082]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620083]332
	[bookmark: _Toc433620084]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433620085]75

	[bookmark: _Toc433620086]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620087]552
	[bookmark: _Toc433620088]40
	[bookmark: _Toc433620089]117

	[bookmark: _Toc433620090]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620091]845
	[bookmark: _Toc433620092]161
	[bookmark: _Toc433620093]59

	[bookmark: _Toc433620094]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620095]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433620096]55
	[bookmark: _Toc433620097]4

	[bookmark: _Toc433620098]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620099]5,064
	[bookmark: _Toc433620100]946
	[bookmark: _Toc433620101]617


[bookmark: _Toc433620102]Table 13 - Disproportionally Greater Need 0 - 30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620103]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620104]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620105]*The four housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620106][bookmark: _Toc433620107]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per room, 4. Cost Burden greater than 30% 

30%-50% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620108]Housing Problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620109]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620110]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620111]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620112]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620113]41,722
	[bookmark: _Toc433620114]23,613
	[bookmark: _Toc433620115]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620116]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620117]35,883
	[bookmark: _Toc433620118]20,715
	[bookmark: _Toc433620119]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620120]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620121]274
	[bookmark: _Toc433620122]30
	[bookmark: _Toc433620123]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620124]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620125]227
	[bookmark: _Toc433620126]173
	[bookmark: _Toc433620127]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620128]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620129]466
	[bookmark: _Toc433620130]214
	[bookmark: _Toc433620131]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620132]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620133]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433620134]15
	[bookmark: _Toc433620135]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620136]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620137]4,171
	[bookmark: _Toc433620138]2,244
	[bookmark: _Toc433620139]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620140]Table 14 - Disproportionally Greater Need 30 - 50% AMI
[bookmark: _Toc433620143]*The four housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620144]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per room, 4. Cost Burden greater than 30% 
[bookmark: _Toc433620145]50%-80% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620146]Housing Problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620147]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620148]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620149]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620150]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620151]44,541
	[bookmark: _Toc433620152]60,011
	[bookmark: _Toc433620153]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620154]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620155]38,449
	[bookmark: _Toc433620156]51,510
	[bookmark: _Toc433620157]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620158]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620159]239
	[bookmark: _Toc433620160]135
	[bookmark: _Toc433620161]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620162]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620163]561
	[bookmark: _Toc433620164]411
	[bookmark: _Toc433620165]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620166]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620167]348
	[bookmark: _Toc433620168]618
	[bookmark: _Toc433620169]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620170]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620171]30
	[bookmark: _Toc433620172]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620173]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620174]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620175]4,425
	[bookmark: _Toc433620176]6,280
	[bookmark: _Toc433620177]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620178]Table 15 - Disproportionally Greater Need 50 - 80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620179]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620180]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620181]*The four housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620182]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per room, 4. Cost Burden greater than 30%
[bookmark: _Toc433620183]
80%-100% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620184]Housing Problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620185]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620186]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620187]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620188]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620189]17,111
	[bookmark: _Toc433620190]46,647
	[bookmark: _Toc433620191]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620192]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620193]15,356
	[bookmark: _Toc433620194]41,837
	[bookmark: _Toc433620195]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620196]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620197]45
	[bookmark: _Toc433620198]118
	[bookmark: _Toc433620199]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620200]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620201]289
	[bookmark: _Toc433620202]267
	[bookmark: _Toc433620203]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620204]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620205]59
	[bookmark: _Toc433620206]464
	[bookmark: _Toc433620207]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620208]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620209]50
	[bookmark: _Toc433620210]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433620211]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620212]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620213]1,081
	[bookmark: _Toc433620214]3,257
	[bookmark: _Toc433620215]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620216]Table 16 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80 - 100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620217]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620218]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620219]
*The four housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620220]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per room, 4. Cost Burden greater than 30%
[bookmark: _Toc433620221]Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc433620222]0%-30% AMI Hispanic is identified as a category with a disproportionately greater percentage of housing problems than the percentage of persons in this category as a whole. 


[bookmark: _Toc433620223][bookmark: _Toc433723336]NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problems –91.305(b)(2)
[bookmark: _Toc433620224]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.
[bookmark: _Toc433620225]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433620226]While the number of households with severe housing problems decreases as household income rises, the percentage of households with a severe housing problem remains fairly constant across all HUD income categories. The 2013 U.S. Census Estimates indicates the race category "White alone, not Hispanic or Latino" makes up 83.1% of Idaho's total population, while "Hispanic (or Latino)" makes up 11.8% of Idaho's total population. These percentages are provided for comparison purposes when reviewing the race/ethnicity populations who have a severe housing  problem.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620227]0%-30% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620228]Severe Housing Problems*
	[bookmark: _Toc433620229]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620230]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620231]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620232]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620233]35,719
	[bookmark: _Toc433620234]16,405
	[bookmark: _Toc433620235]4,042

	[bookmark: _Toc433620236]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620237]28,972
	[bookmark: _Toc433620238]13,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433620239]3,109

	[bookmark: _Toc433620240]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620241]262
	[bookmark: _Toc433620242]74
	[bookmark: _Toc433620243]75

	[bookmark: _Toc433620244]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620245]518
	[bookmark: _Toc433620246]73
	[bookmark: _Toc433620247]117

	[bookmark: _Toc433620248]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620249]669
	[bookmark: _Toc433620250]330
	[bookmark: _Toc433620251]59

	[bookmark: _Toc433620252]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620253]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433620254]55
	[bookmark: _Toc433620255]4

	[bookmark: _Toc433620256]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620257]4,241
	[bookmark: _Toc433620258]1,762
	[bookmark: _Toc433620259]617


[bookmark: _Toc433620260]Table 17 – Severe Housing Problems 0 - 30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620261]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620262]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620263]*The four severe housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620264]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per room, 4. Cost Burden over 50% 
[bookmark: _Toc433620265]American Fact Finder 2013 Estimates
[bookmark: _Toc433620266]Idaho 588,490 occupied housing units: 0.6% lack plumbing facilities, 1.5% lack kitchen facilities, and 2.9% have no telephone service available. 50.3% are heated with utility gas, 33.4% with electricity, 7.9% with wood, and 1.7% with fuel oil, and kerosene. Remaining units are heating with solar, coal or coke, other fuel, and no fuel used.  97% of Idaho's housing units have 1 occupant or less per room.



[bookmark: _Toc433620267]30%-50% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620268]Severe Housing Problems*
	[bookmark: _Toc433620269]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620270]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620271]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620272]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620273]19,030
	[bookmark: _Toc433620274]46,298
	[bookmark: _Toc433620275]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620276]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620277]16,127
	[bookmark: _Toc433620278]40,447
	[bookmark: _Toc433620279]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620280]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620281]155
	[bookmark: _Toc433620282]149
	[bookmark: _Toc433620283]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620284]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620285]94
	[bookmark: _Toc433620286]311
	[bookmark: _Toc433620287]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620288]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620289]320
	[bookmark: _Toc433620290]357
	[bookmark: _Toc433620291]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620292]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620293]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620294]25
	[bookmark: _Toc433620295]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620296]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620297]2,012
	[bookmark: _Toc433620298]4,443
	[bookmark: _Toc433620299]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620300]Table 18 – Severe Housing Problems 30 - 50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620301]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620302]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620303]*The four severe housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620304]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per room, 4. Cost Burden over 50% 
[bookmark: _Toc433620305]
50%-80% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620306]Severe Housing Problems*
	[bookmark: _Toc433620307]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620308]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620309]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620310]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620311]13,540
	[bookmark: _Toc433620312]90,961
	[bookmark: _Toc433620313]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620314]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620315]10,872
	[bookmark: _Toc433620316]79,057
	[bookmark: _Toc433620317]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620318]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620319]130
	[bookmark: _Toc433620320]244
	[bookmark: _Toc433620321]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620322]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620323]209
	[bookmark: _Toc433620324]774
	[bookmark: _Toc433620325]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620326]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620327]120
	[bookmark: _Toc433620328]848
	[bookmark: _Toc433620329]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620330]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620331]18
	[bookmark: _Toc433620332]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433620333]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620334]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620335]2,062
	[bookmark: _Toc433620336]8,652
	[bookmark: _Toc433620337]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620338]Table 19 – Severe Housing Problems 50 - 80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620339]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620340]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620341]*The four severe housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620342]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per room, 4. Cost Burden over 50% 


[bookmark: _Toc433620343]80%-100% of Area Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433620344]Severe Housing Problems*
	[bookmark: _Toc433620345]Has one or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620346]Has none of the four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433620347]Household has no/negative income, but none of the other housing problems

	[bookmark: _Toc433620348]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620349]4,526
	[bookmark: _Toc433620350]59,242
	[bookmark: _Toc433620351]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620352]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620353]3,738
	[bookmark: _Toc433620354]53,485
	[bookmark: _Toc433620355]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620356]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620357]25
	[bookmark: _Toc433620358]138
	[bookmark: _Toc433620359]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620360]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620361]94
	[bookmark: _Toc433620362]463
	[bookmark: _Toc433620363]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620364]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620365]23
	[bookmark: _Toc433620366]500
	[bookmark: _Toc433620367]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620368]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620369]50
	[bookmark: _Toc433620370]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433620371]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620372]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620373]510
	[bookmark: _Toc433620374]3,830
	[bookmark: _Toc433620375]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620376]Table 20 – Severe Housing Problems 80 - 100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620377]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620378]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620379]*The four severe housing problems are: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620380]1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per room, 4. Cost Burden over 50% 
[bookmark: _Toc433620381][bookmark: _Toc433620382]Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc433620383]Idaho's Hispanic(or Latino) population has a disproportionately higher percentage of households with housing problems than other race/ethnicity income categories in all AMI groups 0%-30%(11%), 30-50% AMI(Hispanic 11%) and the 50-80% AMI(Hispanic 15%) and 80%-100% AMI(it is noted that the HOME program cannot serve this households with income ≥80% AMI). NA-25 Disproportionately


[bookmark: _Toc433723337][bookmark: _Toc433620384]Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens – 91.305 (b)(2)
[bookmark: _Toc433620385]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.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620386]Introduction
Cost-burdened is defined as a household whose mortgage or rent is 30% or more of the household income. In 2013, the US Census indicates 28% of homeowners and 49% of renters in Idaho are defined as Cost-burdened. This translates to 111,360 homeowners, and 77,552 renters.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620387]Housing Cost Burden
	[bookmark: _Toc433620388]Housing Cost Burden
	[bookmark: _Toc433620389]<=30%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620390]30-50%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620391]>50%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620392]No / negative income (not computed)

	[bookmark: _Toc433620393]Jurisdiction as a whole
	[bookmark: _Toc433620394]387,273
	[bookmark: _Toc433620395]96,797
	[bookmark: _Toc433620396]64,406
	[bookmark: _Toc433620397]4,296

	[bookmark: _Toc433620398]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620399]349,613
	[bookmark: _Toc433620400]85,887
	[bookmark: _Toc433620401]55,372
	[bookmark: _Toc433620402]3,318

	[bookmark: _Toc433620403]Black / African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620404]1,108
	[bookmark: _Toc433620405]358
	[bookmark: _Toc433620406]537
	[bookmark: _Toc433620407]75

	[bookmark: _Toc433620408]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620409]3,205
	[bookmark: _Toc433620410]962
	[bookmark: _Toc433620411]757
	[bookmark: _Toc433620412]127

	[bookmark: _Toc433620413]American Indian, Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620414]3,163
	[bookmark: _Toc433620415]718
	[bookmark: _Toc433620416]964
	[bookmark: _Toc433620417]84

	[bookmark: _Toc433620418]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620419]416
	[bookmark: _Toc433620420]42
	[bookmark: _Toc433620421]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433620422]4

	[bookmark: _Toc433620423]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620424]25,355
	[bookmark: _Toc433620425]7,575
	[bookmark: _Toc433620426]5,225
	[bookmark: _Toc433620427]617


[bookmark: _Toc433620428]Table 21 – Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433620429]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620430]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433620431]
Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc433620432]Based on the HUD definition of "disproportionately greater need", no non-white race/ethnic categories meet the definition of disproportionately greater need in these income categories. "Hispanic" was the closest, with percentages of 8%, 7%, and 8%.


[bookmark: _Toc433620433][bookmark: _Toc433723338]NA-30 Disproportionately Greater Need: Discussion – 91.305 (b)(2)
[bookmark: _Toc433620434][bookmark: _Toc433620435]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?
[bookmark: _Toc433620436]This section describes the population categories with disproportionate needs, based on the tables above. Disproportionate need occurs when a population category has a rate of housing problems that is at least 10 percentage points higher than the jurisdiction overall or predominant population category. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620437]Disproportionate need in housing problems occurs for:
· [bookmark: _Toc433620438]African Americans at all income categories less than 80 percent of AMI
· [bookmark: _Toc433620439]Asians and Pacific Islanders at 50-80 percent and 80-100 percent of AMI. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620440]Disproportionate need in severe housing problems occurs for:
· [bookmark: _Toc433620441]Asians earning less than 30 percent AMI, 
· [bookmark: _Toc433620442]African Americans and American Indians earning 30 to 50 percent AMI, 
· [bookmark: _Toc433620443]African Americans and Pacific Islanders earning 50 to 80 percent AMI, and
· [bookmark: _Toc433620444]Pacific Islanders at 80-100 percent of AMI. 
· [bookmark: _Toc433620445]Disproportionate need in cost burden occurs for:
· [bookmark: _Toc433620446]Pacific Islanders earning less than 30 percent AMI, and
· African Americans earning more than 50 percent AMI. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620447]If they have needs not identified above, what are those needs?
[bookmark: _Toc433620448]Persons of Hispanic descent—who tend to have larger families and have lower incomes than Non-Hispanic residents—need larger rental units and homes that are also affordable. These can be very difficult to find in markets where housing supply is limited and housing is expensive. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620449]Are any of those racial or ethnic groups located in specific areas or neighborhoods in your community?
[bookmark: _Toc433620450]Not applicable to a state jurisdiction.

[bookmark: _Toc309810478]
[bookmark: _Toc433620451][bookmark: _Toc433723339]NA-35 Public Housing – (Optional)
[bookmark: _Toc433620452]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433620453]The Totals in Use numbers provided below by HUD below illustrate the Vouchers and Public Housing administered by IHFA. According to HUD reports on Public Housing Authorities (PHAs), there are 825 Public Housing units administered by PHAs statewide. Idaho currently has 6,493 households that receive a Section 8 Tenant Based Rental Assistance Voucher(Housing Choice).
[bookmark: _Toc433620454]Idaho Housing and Finance Association administers the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program in 34 of 44 counties and encourages public housing programs statewide. IHFA is only one in a statewide network of public housing providers. IHFA does not oversee any citywide or countywide Participating Jurisdictions (PJs) for public housing. These jurisdictions have local official governing boards responsible to appoint the board of a Public Housing Authority (PHA) and direct PHA activities. The State of Idaho does not own any public housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433620455] Totals in Use
	[bookmark: _Toc433620456]Program Type

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620457]Certificate
	[bookmark: _Toc433620458]Mod-Rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433620459]Public Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620460]Vouchers

	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620461]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620462]Project -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620463]Tenant -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620464]Special Purpose Voucher

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620465]Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620466]Family Unification Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433620467]Disabled
[bookmark: _Toc433620468]*

	[bookmark: _Toc433620469]# of units vouchers in use
	[bookmark: _Toc433620470]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620471]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620472]75
	[bookmark: _Toc433620473]3,241
	[bookmark: _Toc433620474]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620475]2,984
	[bookmark: _Toc433620476]19
	[bookmark: _Toc433620477]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433620478]196


[bookmark: _Toc433620479][bookmark: _Toc433620480]Table 22 - Public Housing by Program Type*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
	[bookmark: _Toc433620481]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620482]PIC (PIH Information Center)





[bookmark: _Toc433620483] Characteristics of Residents	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620484]Program Type

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620485]Certificate
	[bookmark: _Toc433620486]Mod-Rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433620487]Public Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620488]Vouchers

	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620489]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620490]Project -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620491]Tenant -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620492]Special Purpose Voucher

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620493]Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620494]Family Unification Program

	[bookmark: _Toc433620495]# Homeless at admission
	[bookmark: _Toc433620496]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620497]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620498]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620499]31
	[bookmark: _Toc433620500]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620501]31
	[bookmark: _Toc433620502]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620503]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620504]# of Elderly Program Participants (>62)
	[bookmark: _Toc433620505]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620506]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620507]16
	[bookmark: _Toc433620508]563
	[bookmark: _Toc433620509]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620510]546
	[bookmark: _Toc433620511]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433620512]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620513]# of Disabled Families
	[bookmark: _Toc433620514]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620515]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620516]36
	[bookmark: _Toc433620517]1,540
	[bookmark: _Toc433620518]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620519]1,324
	[bookmark: _Toc433620520]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433620521]4

	[bookmark: _Toc433620522]# of Families requesting accessibility features
	[bookmark: _Toc433620523]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620524]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620525]75
	[bookmark: _Toc433620526]3,241
	[bookmark: _Toc433620527]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620528]2,984
	[bookmark: _Toc433620529]19
	[bookmark: _Toc433620530]9

	[bookmark: _Toc433620531]# of HIV/AIDS program participants
	[bookmark: _Toc433620532]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620533]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620534]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620535]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620536]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620537]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620538]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620539]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620540]# of DV victims
	[bookmark: _Toc433620541]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620542]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620543]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620544]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620545]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620546]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620547]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620548]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620549]Table 23 – Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433620550]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620551]PIC (PIH Information Center)





[bookmark: _Toc433620552]Race of Residents
	[bookmark: _Toc433620553]Program Type

	[bookmark: _Toc433620554]Race
	[bookmark: _Toc433620555]Certificate
	[bookmark: _Toc433620556]Mod-Rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433620557]Public Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620558]Vouchers

	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620559]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620560]Project -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620561]Tenant -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620562]Special Purpose Voucher

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620563]Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620564]Family Unification Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433620565]Disabled
[bookmark: _Toc433620566]*

	[bookmark: _Toc433620567]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620568]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620569]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620570]73
	[bookmark: _Toc433620571]3,129
	[bookmark: _Toc433620572]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620573]2,876
	[bookmark: _Toc433620574]19
	[bookmark: _Toc433620575]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433620576]192

	[bookmark: _Toc433620577]Black/African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620578]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620579]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620580]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433620581]28
	[bookmark: _Toc433620582]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620583]27
	[bookmark: _Toc433620584]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620585]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620586]1

	[bookmark: _Toc433620587]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620588]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620589]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620590]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433620591]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433620592]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620593]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433620594]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620595]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620596]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620597]American Indian/Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620598]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620599]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620600]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620601]74
	[bookmark: _Toc433620602]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620603]72
	[bookmark: _Toc433620604]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620605]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620606]2

	[bookmark: _Toc433620607]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620608]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620609]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620610]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620611]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433620612]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620613]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433620614]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620615]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620616]1

	[bookmark: _Toc433620617]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433620618]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620619]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620620]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620621]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620622]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620623]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620624]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620625]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620626]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620627]*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition


[bookmark: _Toc433620628]Table 24 – Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433620629]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620630]PIC (PIH Information Center)



[bookmark: _Toc433620631]Ethnicity of Residents
	[bookmark: _Toc433620632]Program Type

	[bookmark: _Toc433620633]Ethnicity
	[bookmark: _Toc433620634]Certificate
	[bookmark: _Toc433620635]Mod-Rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433620636]Public Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620637]Vouchers

	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620638]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620639]Project -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620640]Tenant -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433620641]Special Purpose Voucher

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620642]Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433620643]Family Unification Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433620644]Disabled
[bookmark: _Toc433620645]*

	[bookmark: _Toc433620646]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620647]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620648]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620649]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433620650]214
	[bookmark: _Toc433620651]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620652]197
	[bookmark: _Toc433620653]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433620654]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433620655]12

	[bookmark: _Toc433620656]Not Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620657]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620658]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620659]69
	[bookmark: _Toc433620660]3,027
	[bookmark: _Toc433620661]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620662]2,787
	[bookmark: _Toc433620663]18
	[bookmark: _Toc433620664]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433620665]184

	[bookmark: _Toc433620666]*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition


[bookmark: _Toc433620667]Table 25 – Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433620668]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620669]PIC (PIH Information Center)


[bookmark: _Toc433620670]
Section 504 Needs Assessment: Describe the needs of public housing tenants and applicants on the waiting list for accessible units:
[bookmark: _Toc433620671]The State of Idaho does not own or manage any public housing units
[bookmark: _Toc433620672]What are the number and type of families on the waiting lists for public housing and section 8 tenant-based rental assistance? Based on the information above, and any other information available to the jurisdiction, what are the most immediate needs of residents of public housing and Housing Choice voucher holders?
[bookmark: _Toc433620673]IHFA branch offices maintain data on waitlists by family type, race, ethnicity and disability.  The table located in the Unique Appendices shows the numbers and types of families on the waitlists for tenant based rental assistance.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620674]See Unique Appendices
[bookmark: _Toc433620675]PHA Plans for local units of government with their own PHAs were consulted for additional waitlist information.  These Plans were dedicated in large part to capital improvement needs and did not contain data on wait lists.
[bookmark: _Toc433620676]How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large
[bookmark: _Toc433620677]People with disabilities are over-represented in the waitlists for Housing Choice Vouchers. These individuals are often single seniors living on very low fixed incomes who cannot afford market rate housing, particularly in Idaho’s smaller communities and rural areas, where housing is limited. 

[bookmark: _Toc433620680][bookmark: _Toc433723340]NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessment – 91.305(c)
[bookmark: _Toc433620681]Introduction:
[bookmark: _Toc433620682]The following tables contain information derived from Idaho’s annual Point In Time count and Homeless Management Information System (HMIS).  Idaho’s homelessness issues are exacerbated by the rural make up of the state and the severe funding limitations experienced by any low population state.   
[bookmark: _Toc433620683]Homeless Needs Assessment 
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433620684]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433620685]Estimate the # of persons experiencing homelessness on a given night
	[bookmark: _Toc433620686]Estimate the # experiencing homelessness each year
	[bookmark: _Toc433620687]Estimate the # becoming homeless each year
	[bookmark: _Toc433620688]Estimate the # exiting homelessness each year
	[bookmark: _Toc433620689]Estimate the # of days persons experience homelessness

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620690]Sheltered
	[bookmark: _Toc433620691]Unsheltered
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433620692]Persons in Households with Adult(s) and Child(ren)
	[bookmark: _Toc433620693]247
	[bookmark: _Toc433620694]446
	[bookmark: _Toc433620695]1,251
	[bookmark: _Toc433620696]453
	[bookmark: _Toc433620697]578
	[bookmark: _Toc433620698]107

	[bookmark: _Toc433620699]Persons in Households with Only Children
	[bookmark: _Toc433620700]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620701]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433620702]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620703]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620704]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620705]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620706]Persons in Households with Only Adults
	[bookmark: _Toc433620707]343
	[bookmark: _Toc433620708]314
	[bookmark: _Toc433620709]1,664
	[bookmark: _Toc433620710]535
	[bookmark: _Toc433620711]855
	[bookmark: _Toc433620712]54

	[bookmark: _Toc433620713]Chronically Homeless Individuals
	[bookmark: _Toc433620714]79
	[bookmark: _Toc433620715]30
	[bookmark: _Toc433620716]300
	[bookmark: _Toc433620717]68
	[bookmark: _Toc433620718]156
	[bookmark: _Toc433620719]53

	[bookmark: _Toc433620720]Chronically Homeless Families
	[bookmark: _Toc433620721]49
	[bookmark: _Toc433620722]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433620723]263
	[bookmark: _Toc433620724]48
	[bookmark: _Toc433620725]125
	[bookmark: _Toc433620726]99

	[bookmark: _Toc433620727]Veterans
	[bookmark: _Toc433620728]73
	[bookmark: _Toc433620729]51
	[bookmark: _Toc433620730]271
	[bookmark: _Toc433620731]84
	[bookmark: _Toc433620732]117
	[bookmark: _Toc433620733]108

	[bookmark: _Toc433620734]Unaccompanied Child
	[bookmark: _Toc433620735]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620736]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620737]200
	[bookmark: _Toc433620738]187
	[bookmark: _Toc433620739]237
	[bookmark: _Toc433620740]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620741]Persons with HIV
	[bookmark: _Toc433620742]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620743]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620744]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620745]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620746]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620747]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620748]Table 26 - Homeless Needs Assessment 
	[bookmark: _Toc433620749]Data Source Comments: 
	[bookmark: _Toc433620750] The data contained in the Homeless Needs Table is limited to the information collected and stored within Idaho's HMIS. This data includes both emergency shelter and transitional housing projects, but excludes permanent housing, including rapid re-housing and victim service providers.

	[bookmark: _Toc433620751]Indicate if the homeless population is:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620752]Partially Rural Homeless


[bookmark: _Toc433620753]
Rural Homeless Needs Assessment
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433620754]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433620755]Estimate the # of persons experiencing homelessness on a given night
	[bookmark: _Toc433620756]Estimate the # experiencing homelessness each year
	[bookmark: _Toc433620757]Estimate the # becoming homeless each year
	[bookmark: _Toc433620758]Estimate the # exiting homelessness each year
	[bookmark: _Toc433620759]Estimate the # of days persons experience homelessness

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620760]Sheltered
	[bookmark: _Toc433620761]Unsheltered
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433620762]Persons in Households with Adult(s) and Child(ren)
	[bookmark: _Toc433620763]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620764]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620765]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620766]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620767]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620768]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620769]Persons in Households with Only Children
	[bookmark: _Toc433620770]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620771]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620772]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620773]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620774]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620775]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620776]Persons in Households with Only Adults
	[bookmark: _Toc433620777]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620778]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620779]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620780]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620781]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620782]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620783]Chronically Homeless Individuals
	[bookmark: _Toc433620784]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620785]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620786]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620787]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620788]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620789]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620790]Chronically Homeless Families
	[bookmark: _Toc433620791]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620792]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620793]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620794]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620795]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620796]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620797]Veterans
	[bookmark: _Toc433620798]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620799]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620800]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620801]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620802]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620803]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620804]Unaccompanied Youth
	[bookmark: _Toc433620805]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620806]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620807]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620808]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620809]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620810]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433620811]Persons with HIV
	[bookmark: _Toc433620812]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620813]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620814]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620815]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620816]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620817]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620818]Table 27 - Homeless Needs Assessment  
	[bookmark: _Toc433620819]Data Source Comments: 
	[bookmark: _Toc433620820] The data contained in the Homeless Needs Table is limited to the information collected and stored within Idaho's HMIS. This data includes both emergency shelter and transitional housing projects, but excludes permanent housing, including rapid re-housing and victim service providers.


[bookmark: _Toc433620821]






Domestic Violence by Race and Ethnicity
[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc433620822]For persons in rural areas who are homeless or at risk of homelessness, describe the nature and extent of unsheltered and sheltered homelessness with the jurisdiction: 
	[bookmark: _Toc433620823]One measure of homelessness comes from Idaho’s annual Point In Time count, which is conducted on the last Wednesday of January each year.  The count is executed during a time when all individuals and families who are facing homelessness are utilizing any and all resources that may be available to them.  Thus, the statewide effort provides a minimum count of those that are homeless who are presumed to have exhausted resources previously available through support networks.  Of those counted, approximately thirty percent (30%) are unsheltered.  However, the average shelter bed-nights provided- of those agencies contributing data to HMIS- experienced an average bed utilization rate of fifty eight percent (58%) for the previous ESG reporting year.  This may demonstrate either a lack of awareness of, or access to, resources, or a desire to not utilize mainstream resources.     


[bookmark: _Toc433620824]
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):
[bookmark: _Toc433620825]A large majority of Idaho consists of rural communities with small metropolitan areas widely spread throughout the state.  While the Homeless Needs Table consists of a statewide portrayal of homelessness, including both urban and rural statistics, the data is more reflective of rural homelessness than not.  Individual adults represent the largest group within the categories of becoming homeless and exiting homelessness, with households with adult and children coming in as a close second.  Both chronically homeless individuals and chronically homeless families are far behind the leading categories but comprise of similar representation in the becoming homeless and exiting homelessness categories.  Households with only youths are not represented in either category.
[bookmark: _Toc433620826]Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)
	[bookmark: _Toc433620827]Race:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620828]Sheltered:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620829]Unsheltered (optional)

	[bookmark: _Toc433620830]White
	[bookmark: _Toc433620831]1,162
	[bookmark: _Toc433620832]759

	[bookmark: _Toc433620833]Black or African American
	[bookmark: _Toc433620834]72
	[bookmark: _Toc433620835]50

	[bookmark: _Toc433620836]Asian
	[bookmark: _Toc433620837]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433620838]6

	[bookmark: _Toc433620839]American Indian or Alaska Native
	[bookmark: _Toc433620840]75
	[bookmark: _Toc433620841]12

	[bookmark: _Toc433620842]Pacific Islander
	[bookmark: _Toc433620843]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433620844]5

	[bookmark: _Toc433620845]Ethnicity:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620846]Sheltered:
	[bookmark: _Toc433620847]Unsheltered (optional)

	[bookmark: _Toc433620848]Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620849]114
	[bookmark: _Toc433620850]71

	[bookmark: _Toc433620851]Not Hispanic
	[bookmark: _Toc433620852]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433620853]0


[bookmark: _Toc433620855]
Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance for families with children and the families of veterans.
[bookmark: _Toc433620856]The data suggests that chronically homeless families are much more likely to be unsheltered than sheltered.  While non-chronically homeless families are more likely to be sheltered than not, Idaho still sees a proportionally high number of unsheltered families.  Of those veterans which are confirmed as being homeless, the majority are unsheltered, some of which may have children.    
[bookmark: _Toc433620857]Describe the Nature and Extent of Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.
[bookmark: _Toc433620858]The vast majority of homeless individuals, both sheltered and unsheltered, domestic violence victims and non-victims, are white/Caucasian.  Both American Indian or Alaskan Native and Black or African American have similar representation to each other; however, experienced counts far below the most predominant race.  While a minimum number of individuals declaring their ethnicity as being Hispanic is collected, Non-Hispanic is not a required response.  Due to unanswered responses, IHFA is unable to determine the exact ratio of Non-Hispanic to Hispanic that are either sheltered or unsheltered.  Furthermore, domestic violence information is collected separately and cannot report on the comparison of sheltered versus unsheltered or Hispanic versus Non-Hispanic.  The data reported are a minimum number of self-reporting individuals.
[bookmark: _Toc433620859]Describe the Nature and Extent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness.
[bookmark: _Toc433620860]All races and ethnicities report more sheltered individuals than unsheltered except in one race classification- Black or African American.  Yet, the difference in this one category is not heavily weighted on either side.  In most cases the number of sheltered individuals is at least one third higher than those that are unsheltered.  Overall, there are 37% more individuals sheltered than the alternative option of being unsheltered.
[bookmark: _Toc433620861]Discussion:
[bookmark: _Toc433620862]Some reporting limitations are present, which result from the elements of data collected and reported by homeless service providers.  Blacked out cells in the Nature and Extent of Homeless Table are an indication that the information has not been collected or cannot be verified as accurate, or if collected, carries severe limitations in its use or completeness.    


[bookmark: _Toc433620863][bookmark: _Toc433723341]NA-45 Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment – 91.305 (b,d)
[bookmark: _Toc433620864]Describe the characteristics of special needs populations in your community:
[bookmark: _Toc433620865]The housing and supportive service needs of residents in Idaho with special needs are estimated based on demographic information from the Census, including poverty rates, and national studies on housing and service needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620866]As discussed in NA-10, an estimated 3,000 residents in Idaho are developmentally disabled, 18 years and older, and live in poverty. Approximately 21,000 Idahoans are physically disabled, older than 18 and live in poverty. As many as 43,000 have ambulatory, self-care and/or independent living needs and live in poverty. The 2012 Census’ American Community Survey estimates that 10,700 persons age 65 to 74 in Idaho lived below the poverty level in 2012. Idaho 2011 Profile of State OAA Programs indicates it has 19,736 registered clients, 22% live below the poverty line. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620867]Based on data maintained by the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA), an estimated 5,400 residents in Idaho have severe and persistent mental illnesses and are unemployed. 17,000 residents with mental illness live below the poverty line. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620868]An estimated 25,000 Idahoans have substance abuse challenges and are unemployed; these individuals may need housing assistance. The supportive service needs of this population are large: More than 108,000 have substance abuse challenges and are not being treated.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620869]An estimated 500 Idahoans could need housing and supportive services, based on data on the statewide prevalence of HIV/AIDS and the proportion of residents with HIV/AIDS needing housing assistance. Based on program participation, at least 215 households experiencing HIV/AIDS or mental illnesses require access to permanent supportive housing.  
[bookmark: _Toc433620870]What are the housing and supportive service needs of these populations and how are these needs determined?   
[bookmark: _Toc433620871]Approximately 21,000 Idahoans are physically disabled, older than 18 and live in poverty. As many as 43,000 have ambulatory, self-care and/or independent living needs and live in poverty, suggesting that they have both housing and supportive service needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620872]The 2012 Census’ American Community Survey estimates that 10,700 seniors aged 65 to 74 in Idaho lived below the poverty level in 2012. These seniors may need housing assistance, ranging from repairs on homes they own to subsidized rental assistance. Another 9,300 seniors aged 75 and older lived in poverty and likely have both housing and supportive service needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620873]Based on data maintained by the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA), an estimated 5,400 residents in Idaho have severe and persistent mental illnesses and are unemployed. 17,000 residents with mental illness live below the poverty line. These residents may have limited access to health care to address their needs and are very likely to need both housing and social service supports. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620874]An estimated 25,000 Idahoans have substance abuse challenges and are unemployed; these individuals may need housing assistance. The supportive service needs of this population are large: More than 108,000 have substance abuse challenges and are not being treated.  

[bookmark: _Toc433620875][bookmark: _Toc433620876] Discuss the size and characteristics of the population with HIV/AIDS and their families within the Eligible Metropolitan Statistical Area: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620877]HOPWA program statistical data is the most accessible to the Idaho Housing and Finance Association, and therefore, for program administration purposes, the fairest representation of the population of those living with HIV/AIDS in Idaho.  In the most recently completely program year, there were over 200 participating households.  Of those, the age of the HOPWA eligible individual was:
[bookmark: _Toc433620878]1% were younger than 18
[bookmark: _Toc433620879]14% were 18-30
[bookmark: _Toc433620880]59% were 31-50
[bookmark: _Toc433620881]26% were 51 or older
[bookmark: _Toc433620882]The gender declared by the HOPWA eligible individual was: 
[bookmark: _Toc433620883]77% identified as male,
[bookmark: _Toc433620884]23% as female,
[bookmark: _Toc433620885]0% as transgender. 
An overwhelming majority (84%) of HOPWA eligible individuals identified their race as white/Caucasian, and 90% as non-Hispanic/non-Latino HOPWA program, whether dispensed in the form of rental assistance, STMRU, or supportive services, exists in each region of the state.  Currently, the rental assistance waiting list holds approximately 65 applicant households.  The program also currently serves approximately 65 participating households.  Both the waiting list and program participant list contains an overwhelming majority of single individuals.  Of the current 65 participating households, only 4 are families.
[bookmark: _Toc433620886] IHFA has recently engaged in efforts designed to expand HOPWA service area coverage to ensure that services are accessible in all regions within the state, which has not been the case historically.
[bookmark: _Toc433620889][bookmark: _Toc433723342]NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs - 91.315 (f)
[bookmark: _Toc433620890]Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Facilities:
[bookmark: _Toc433620891]Based on the local government needs survey, sequence 1, the top three public facility needs are parks and recreation facilities, community centers and youth centers.
[bookmark: _Toc433620892][bookmark: _Toc433620893]How were these needs determined?
The needs of the state CDBGs’ jurisdictions (cities and counties) for public facilities, public improvements (infrastructure), services, and economic development activities is based on a number of variables. These variables include geographic locations, economic variables, population, governance philosophies, and the existing services provided by the city or county. In an attempt to understand Idaho cities and counties non-housing community development needs, IDC conducted a local government needs survey. The survey was sent out to 193 cities and 44 counties in August 2014. Of the 237 surveys sent out a total of 98 responded.
[bookmark: _Toc433620894]See below the survey results for the CDBG eligible activity groups.  Sequence No. 1.
[bookmark: _Toc433620895]Public participation was another method to determine need. A number of pre-draft written and hearing comments, appendix, identified that housing of homeless families and individuals was a very important need as well as ensuring the development of affordable housing. A high majority of comments received, favor the implementation of a “housing first” type program to assist the homeless population.

[bookmark: _Toc433620896][image: ]
Public Facilities

[bookmark: _Toc433620897]Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Improvements:
[bookmark: _Toc433620898]Based on the local government needs survey, See Sequence 2, the top three needs are street, water and sewer systems.
[bookmark: _Toc433620899]How were these needs determined?
[bookmark: _Toc433620900]IDC conducted a local government needs survey. The survey was sent out to 193 cities and 44 counties in August 2014. Of the 237 surveys sent out a total of 98 responded.
[bookmark: _Toc433620901]As side from the local government needs survey, another source, the American Society of Civil Engineers, 2012 Report Card for Idaho’s infrastructure was used to further assess non-housing community development needs. Specific to public infrastructure the following systems were graded as such.
[bookmark: _Toc433620902]Drinking water systems – grade = (C+) - repair and replacement of distribution lines is well below ideal rates.
[bookmark: _Toc433620903]Transit – grade = (D) – Transit in Idaho is safe and relatively efficient, but lacks the accessibility and funding to meet the needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433620904]Wastewater – grade = (B-) - Replacement and repair of collection pipelines is not keeping pace with the ageing infrastructure. Many wastewater system have not been video inspected in the last 10 years.
[bookmark: _Toc433620905]See below survey results for the CDBG eligible activity groups.  Sequence 2 through 6.
[image: ]
Public Infrastructure
[bookmark: _Toc433620906][image: ]
Blighted Properties
[bookmark: _Toc433620907][image: ]
Housing Related
[bookmark: _Toc433620908][image: ]
Economic Development
[bookmark: _Toc433620909][image: ]
Planning Studies
[bookmark: _Toc433620910]Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Services:
[bookmark: _Toc433620911]Based on the local government needs survey the top three public services, sequence 7, are for youth services, senior services and transportation services. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620912]How were these needs determined?
[bookmark: _Toc433620913]IDC conducted a local government needs survey.  The survey was sent out to 193 cities and 44 counties in August 2014.  Of the 237 surveys sent out a total of 98 were received.

[bookmark: _Toc433620914][image: ]
Public Services

[bookmark: _Toc433620915][bookmark: _Toc433723343]Housing Market Analysis
[bookmark: _Toc433620916][bookmark: _Toc433723344]MA-05 Overview
[bookmark: _Toc433620917]Housing Market Analysis Overview:
[bookmark: _Toc433620918]This section summarizes key aspects of the State of Idaho’s housing market. The tables below are based on data provided by HUD for this eCon Plan; some are updated with newer Census data. Supplemental information on the state’s housing market by county is located in the Grantee Unique Appendices attached to this eCon Plan. This appendix shows key demographic and housing market characteristics for every county in the State of Idaho. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620919]Overall, about three-quarters of the state’s housing units are single-family detached. Ten percent are mobile homes and the remainder are apartments, condos and duplexes. Counties with the lowest proportions of single family detached housing are generally those with expensive housing (e.g., Blaine County) or rural areas with high proportions of mobile homes (e.g., Power County, Lincoln County).
[bookmark: _Toc433620920]The Census estimates that 111,000 owners, or 28 percent of all homeowners in Idaho, pay more than 30 percent of their household income in housing costs and, as such, are “cost burdened.”  Nearly 78,000 renters, or 49 percent of all renters, are cost burdened. 
[bookmark: _Toc433620921]Cost burdened owners and renters may need to cut back on other household goods to afford to pay their mortgage or rent. This can mean that they aren’t investing in the local economy (e.g., buying consumer goods, going to restaurants), investing in quality education (preschool, job training) and, for renters, saving for a home. Owner cost burden is highest in Blaine County (46%) and lowest in Clark County (just 4%). Renter cost burden is highest in Madison County (65%) and lowest in Clark County (4%).    
[bookmark: _Toc433620922]A comparison between the average wage earned by workers in the state and new hires with median home prices and rental costs found that, in the state overall, the average worker would need to stretch to afford the median-priced home. The average worker—making about $3,100 per month—could afford a home priced at $164,000, a bit lower than the statewide median price of $167,000. This worker could afford to rent the median priced rental unit ($720/month). 
[bookmark: _Toc433620923]The average new hire, however, could not afford to buy the median-priced home. With monthly earnings of just $2,000 per month, the average new hire would need a home priced at $105,000 or less.  This worker would even find renting the median-priced rental unit difficult on their wages: the median rent in the state is $720 per month compared to an affordable rent of $603 for the average new hire. It is likely that in most parts of the state, this worker would be rent burdened. 

[bookmark: _Toc433620924][image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc433620925][bookmark: _Toc433723345]MA-10 Number of Housing Units – 91.310(a)
[bookmark: _Toc433620926]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433620927]Single unit detached structures make up the majority of housing in Idaho's market. Larger multi-family rental units can be found in Idaho's relatively urban economic centers around the state, with fewer rental housing available in Idaho's more rural areas. Manufactured housing is the second largest type of housing in Idaho, especially in the rural areas. Unfortunately, these units depreciate in several areas fairly quickly, and are situated on leased/rented ground.   
[bookmark: _Toc433620928]All residential properties by number of units
	[bookmark: _Toc433620929]Property Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433620930]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433620931]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620932]1-unit detached structure
	[bookmark: _Toc433620933]328,573
	[bookmark: _Toc433620934]75%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620935]1-unit, attached structure
	[bookmark: _Toc433620936]9,842
	[bookmark: _Toc433620937]2%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620938]2-4 units
	[bookmark: _Toc433620939]24,990
	[bookmark: _Toc433620940]6%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620941]5-19 units
	[bookmark: _Toc433620942]18,065
	[bookmark: _Toc433620943]4%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620944]20 or more units
	[bookmark: _Toc433620945]7,631
	[bookmark: _Toc433620946]2%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620947]Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc
	[bookmark: _Toc433620948]50,028
	[bookmark: _Toc433620949]11%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620950]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620951]439,129
	[bookmark: _Toc433620952]100%


[bookmark: _Toc433620953]Table 28 – Residential Properties by Unit Number


[bookmark: _Toc433620957]Unit Size by Tenure
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620958]Owners
	[bookmark: _Toc433620959]Renters

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433620960]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433620961]%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620962]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433620963]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620964]No bedroom
	[bookmark: _Toc433620965]2,038
	[bookmark: _Toc433620966]0%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620967]7,320
	[bookmark: _Toc433620968]5%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620969]1 bedroom
	[bookmark: _Toc433620970]15,569
	[bookmark: _Toc433620971]4%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620972]42,905
	[bookmark: _Toc433620973]29%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620974]2 bedrooms
	[bookmark: _Toc433620975]114,296
	[bookmark: _Toc433620976]34%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620977]105,188
	[bookmark: _Toc433620978]70%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620979]3 or more bedrooms
	[bookmark: _Toc433620980]540,200
	[bookmark: _Toc433620981]161%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620982]113,651
	[bookmark: _Toc433620983]96%

	[bookmark: _Toc433620984]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433620985]672,103
	[bookmark: _Toc433620986]199%
	[bookmark: _Toc433620987]269,064
	[bookmark: _Toc433620988]200%


[bookmark: _Toc433620989]Table 29 – Unit Size by Tenure

[bookmark: _Toc433620993][image: ]
Idaho Counties Homeowner Vacancy Rate
[bookmark: _Toc433620994][image: ]
Idaho Counties Rental Vacancy Rate
[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc433620995]Units by Federal/State/Local- assisted Units
[bookmark: _Toc433620996]Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted with federal, state, and local programs.
[bookmark: _Toc433620997]See uploaded image  as a JPEG for number of units by program and target population
The HUD Multifamily Assistance and Section 8 Contracts Database shows the number of subsidized rental units in Section 8 project-based developments. The database was developed by HUD to provide a way of measuring the potential impact of expiring project-based subsidy contracts in cities and states (see below). According to HUD, the database represents one the most comprehensive picture of project-based subsidies available.
[bookmark: _Toc433620998]Forty-five percent of the units rent for more than 120 percent of the HUD Fair Market Rent (FMR). Another 30 percent rent between 100 and 120 percent. Twenty-three percent rent for less than 100 percent of the FMR.
[bookmark: _Toc433620999]Twenty-three percent of the units provide housing to low-income elderly, less than 3 percent are targeted to persons with disabilities. About 9 percent of the units are part of affordable rentals in rural areas.
[bookmark: _Toc433621000]Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Program- IHFA is only one of a statewide network of public housing providers, and as such, does not oversee any city or countywide jurisdiction for public housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433621001]Most Low-Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) rental units in Idaho are still in their LIHTC Period of Affordability or the LIHTC Extended Use Period. All units are ≤ 60% AMI. Approximately 50% of these units have a deeper skew, serving 30-50% AMI households.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621002]USDA-RD- See table
[bookmark: _Toc433621003]The State of Idaho does not provide state fund for any type of housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433621004]Provide an assessment of units expected to be lost from the affordable housing inventory for any reason, such as expiration of Section 8 contracts.
[bookmark: _Toc433621005]The Multifamily Assistance and Section 8 Contracts Database identifies 1,297 units that have contracts expiring between 2014 and 2018. Of these units, 386 are affordable senior rentals and 103 provide affordable rentals to persons with disabilities. About one-quarter provide deep affordability, at less than 80 percent of the HUD defined FMR.   IHFA  does not anticipate losing any Section 8 HAP contract units over the next 5 years.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621006]LIHTC does not anticipate the loss of any LIHTC units over the next 5 years.
[bookmark: _Toc433621007]IHFA's HOME program anticipates it could lose approximately 50 HOME-assisted units in the next 5 years because they have satisfied the HOME Period of Affordability requirements.
[bookmark: _Toc433621008]Does the availability of housing units meet the needs of the population?
[bookmark: _Toc433621009]Homeowner Vacancy- According to the 2010 U.S. Census 42 of Idaho's 44 counties had homeowner vacancy rates that ranged between 1.6 to 10.1%; two counties in southeast Idaho had homeowner vacancy rates that ranged from 0.0-1.5%.  Idaho's most northern counties had a higher homeowner vacancy rate, ranging from 2.9-10.1%. See attached Idaho Counties Homeowner Vacancy Rate.
[bookmark: _Toc433621010]Rental Vacancy rate- The 2010 U.S. Census indicates there is a wide range of vacancy rates in Idaho's 44 counties.  At the lowest end of the vacancy rate, nine counties have a 0-7.4% rental vacancy rate, at the highest, 8 counties have a vacancy rate % range of 12.3-52.7%. See attached Idaho Counties Rental Vacancy Rate.
[bookmark: _Toc433621011]Overall in the state, there is a shortage of affordable rental units or subsidies for renters earning less than $20,000 per year. The rental gaps are largest in the state’s most urban counties, where the numbers of low-income renters are the largest and housing costs are generally higher. Yet there are also very high proportions of low income renters in some rural counties. For example, 50 percent of renters in Butte County earn less than $20,000 per year; 69 percent earn less than $25,000. Similarly, 56 percent of renters in Oneida County (59% earn less than $25,000) and 50 percent of renters in Washington County earn less than $20,000 (56% earn less than $25,000). 
[bookmark: _Toc433621012][bookmark: _Toc433621013]Describe the need for specific types of housing:
[bookmark: _Toc433621014]The 2014 Idaho Statewide Housing Needs Survey indicates Idaho's highest unmet housing need affordable rental housing for households with incomes ≤30% AMI.  The survey also indicates there is an unmet housing need for affordable homeownership opportunities for low-income households ≤80% AMI, affordable rental housing for households ≤80% AMI, emergency shelter for the homeless, including homeless families with children.
[bookmark: _Toc433621015]The 2014 Idaho County-by-County Demographic, Housing, and Transportation Report indicates 28% of Idaho's homeowners are defined as Cost-burdened, with 49% of Idaho's renters (a household that spends 30% of household income on a mortgage or rent). HUD's data indicates households ≤30% AMI are severely Cost-burdened (a household that spends 50% of household income on a mortgage or rent). 
[bookmark: _Toc433621016]The 2014 County-by County Housing, Demographic, and Transportation Report indicates that when transportation costs are added to monthly rent or a mortgage, Idaho's low-income households are expending >100% of their monthly household income. On average, Idaho's low-income homeowners expend 20% more of their household income on housing and transportation costs than low-income renters.
In 2013, the average home value an Idaho worker could afford, based on their average monthly earnings, was $164,230, however, the average home value an Idaho's "new hire" could afford was $104,676; Idaho's median home value in 2013 was $167,100.   
[bookmark: _Toc433621017]Based on a  overall net positive growth of 2% in the number of households in Idaho each year, the current low vacancy rates for both rental and homebuyer housing,  it can be estimated the need for affordable rental housing and homebuyer housing will also increase by 2% each year.
[bookmark: _Toc433621018]Discussion
[bookmark: _Toc433621019]Idaho's overall rural character, with varied geographic areas, and small and sometimes isolated communities, creates the backdrop to Idaho's cost-burdened homeowners and renters in all 44 counties. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621020]Stakeholders were asked their opinions about the top needs of specific housing types (and for specific population types) in the survey conducted for this Consolidated Plan. The top housing needs by type, according to stakeholders is included in the 2014 State of Idaho Housing Needs Assessment


[bookmark: _Toc433621021][bookmark: _Toc433723346]MA-15 Cost of Housing – 91.310(a)
[bookmark: _Toc433621022]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433621023]According to the 2014 Idaho County-by County Housing, Demographic, and Transportation Report, Idaho has a total of 676,192 housing units:  73% of these units are defined as single-family detached, 3% single-family attached, 15% multifamily attached, and 9% mobile homes/other. The median value of a owner-occupied unit in 2013 was $159,000, which is a 4% increase from 2012.  The median gross rent in 2013 was $720, which is a 2% increase from the previous year.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621024]HUD's self populated table below uses the term "Contract Rent". This term is defined as Section 8 Project-Based Rents and Section 8 Tenant-Based 8 Rents. In a discussion about Idaho's Cost of Housing, "Contract Rents" should be included in that discussion, but should be recognized as only one component.    
[bookmark: _Toc433621025]Cost of Housing
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621026]Base Year:  2000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621027]Most Recent Year:  2012
	[bookmark: _Toc433621028]% Change

	[bookmark: _Toc433621029]Median Home Value
	[bookmark: _Toc433621030]106,300
	[bookmark: _Toc433621031]154,500
	[bookmark: _Toc433621032]45%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621033]Median Contract Rent
	[bookmark: _Toc433621034]413
	[bookmark: _Toc433621035]602
	[bookmark: _Toc433621036]46%


[bookmark: _Toc433621037]Table 30 – Cost of Housing

	[bookmark: _Toc433621041]Rent Paid
	[bookmark: _Toc433621042]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621043]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621044]Less than $500
	[bookmark: _Toc433621045]63,968
	[bookmark: _Toc433621046]37.9%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621047]$500-999
	[bookmark: _Toc433621048]91,797
	[bookmark: _Toc433621049]54.3%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621050]$1,000-1,499
	[bookmark: _Toc433621051]10,097
	[bookmark: _Toc433621052]6.0%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621053]$1,500-1,999
	[bookmark: _Toc433621054]1,719
	[bookmark: _Toc433621055]1.0%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621056]$2,000 or more
	[bookmark: _Toc433621057]1,403
	[bookmark: _Toc433621058]0.8%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621059]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621060]168,984
	[bookmark: _Toc433621061]100.0%


[bookmark: _Toc433621062]Table 31 - Rent Paid
[bookmark: _Toc433621065]Housing Affordability
	[bookmark: _Toc433621066]% Units affordable to Households earning 
	[bookmark: _Toc433621067]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433621068]Owner

	[bookmark: _Toc433621069]30% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433621070]9,635
	[bookmark: _Toc433621071]No Data

	[bookmark: _Toc433621072]50% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433621073]39,530
	[bookmark: _Toc433621074]19,245

	[bookmark: _Toc433621075]80% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433621076]105,710
	[bookmark: _Toc433621077]68,615

	[bookmark: _Toc433621078]100% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433621079]No Data
	[bookmark: _Toc433621080]116,465

	[bookmark: _Toc433621081]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621082]154,875
	[bookmark: _Toc433621083]204,325


[bookmark: _Toc433621084]Table 32 – Housing Affordability
	[bookmark: _Toc433621085]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621086]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433621087]Monthly Rent 
	[bookmark: _Toc433621088]Monthly Rent ($)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621089]Efficiency (no bedroom)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621090]1 Bedroom
	[bookmark: _Toc433621091]2 Bedroom
	[bookmark: _Toc433621092]3 Bedroom
	[bookmark: _Toc433621093]4 Bedroom

	[bookmark: _Toc433621094]Fair Market Rent
	[bookmark: _Toc433621095]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621096]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621097]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621098]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621099]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621100]High HOME Rent
	[bookmark: _Toc433621101]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621102]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621103]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621104]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621105]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621106]Low HOME Rent
	[bookmark: _Toc433621107]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621108]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621109]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621110]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621111]0


[bookmark: _Toc433621112]Table 33 – Monthly Rent
[bookmark: _Toc433621114][image: ]
Is there sufficient housing for households at all income levels?
[bookmark: _Toc433621115]To determine the sufficient provision of housing across income levels, the state conducted a “gaps analysis,” which compares the supply of rental and ownership housing with demand. For the gaps analysis, housing demand is defined as what renters at various income levels can afford to rent or buy. Supply is the actual distribution of rental and ownership housing. The source of data for the gaps analysis was the 2008-2012 Census American Community Survey (ACS), which was available for every county in the state. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621116]For the State of Idaho overall, 34 percent of renters, or 59,000 renters, earned less than $20,000 per year. To avoid being cost burdened, these renters needed units that rented for less than $500 per month, including utilities costs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621117]Approximately 34,000 rental units were affordable for these renters, leaving a gap of about 25,000 rental units. This gap is similar to the number of renters who are severely cost burden and who are below the poverty level. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621118]Renters earning more than $20,000 per year have an adequate supply of affordable rentals. However, many of the units affordable to these renters are being occupied by lower income renters who cannot find affordable units. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621119]Gaps analyses were also conducted for every county in the state. The counties with the largest rental gaps for households earning less than $20,000 per year included:
[bookmark: _Toc433621120]Ada (gap of 9,700 units priced less than $500 per month, including utilities),
[bookmark: _Toc433621121]Canyon (3,200 unit rental gap), and
[bookmark: _Toc433621122]Kootenai (3,000 unit rental gap).
[bookmark: _Toc433621123]Other counties with relatively large rental gaps included:
[bookmark: _Toc433621124]Bannock, with a rental gap of 1,500 units affordable to renters earning less than $15,000 per year (units priced less than $375 per month, including utilities),
[bookmark: _Toc433621125]Bonneville (also 1,500 for renter earning less than $15,000 per year), and
[bookmark: _Toc433621126]Madison (1,500 units for renters earning less than $25,000 per year).
[bookmark: _Toc433621127]In addition to the rental gaps analysis, the proportion of affordable homes to buy was examined for the state overall and for each county. Home value data from the Census was used as a proxy for the price distribution of homes for sale. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621128]This analysis found approximately 40 percent of homes to be affordable to renters earning $35,000. Yet 60 percent of renters earn less than $35,000.
[bookmark: _Toc433621129] Renters earning $50,000 will have an easier time finding an affordable home to buy: of these 76 percent of renters, 67 percent of units are affordable to them.
[bookmark: _Toc433621130]How is affordability of housing likely to change considering changes to home values and/or rents?
[bookmark: _Toc433621131]Since 2000, median homes values in the State of Idaho overall have risen 45 percent—from $106,300 in 2000 to $154,500 as of the 2012 ACS. On average, home prices in Idaho’s counties rose by 65 percent, according to the 2008-2012 ACS, which provides the latest data for small counties. The counties in the state that experienced the smallest home value increases were also those with some of the highest poverty and unemployment rates. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621132]Counties experiencing the strongest price increases were rural, and some, rural resort counties. Shoshone County experienced a 111 percent increase in home prices; Lemhi, 100 percent; Bonner, 97 percent; and Bear Lake, 94 percent. The highest priced counties in the state contain resort areas and include Blaine, Valley, Bonner, Teton and Kootenai. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621133]Rental price increases in the state overall paralleled home price growth, rising by 46 percent. At the county level, rents grew the most in Madison (112%), Lewis (68%) and Bear Lake (66%) Counties. Rent growth was lowest for Oneida and Custer Counties.
[bookmark: _Toc433621134]No counties experienced declines in median home values or median gross rent between 2000 and 2008-2012, according to the Census.
[bookmark: _Toc433621135]It is difficult to tell how housing prices will change during the next five to 10 years, given the unpredictable trends in housing prices during the past 10 years. It is likely that price increases will continue and be strongest in the state’s resort areas. If aging residents in the state’s rural areas migrant to larger cities to be close to family, housing prices in these areas may flatten. It is most likely that price changes will be more modest than in the past decade except in areas with strong economic growth. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621136]How do HOME rents / Fair Market Rent compare to Area Median Rent? How might this impact your strategy to produce or preserve affordable housing?
[bookmark: _Toc433621137]IHFA has included a county by county table that compares High HOME rents for a 2 bedroom rental unit to the 2 bedroom FMR to the county median gross rent. The comparison indicates High HOME rent for a 2 bedroom rental unit is equal the county FMR. However, the median gross rents are higher than the FMR/High HOME rent in 13 counties: Ada, Bonner, Bonneville, Boundary, Camas, Gem, Jefferson, Jerome, Kootenai, Lincoln, Teton, and Twin Falls, while 31 counties have lower median gross rents.  Owyhee County is noted as having the greatest difference with a median gross rent that is $201 less than High HOME and FMR rent levels.
[bookmark: _Toc433621138]The comparison data is somewhat useful from a general statewide perspective, however, it will not be used to develop a statewide housing strategy. IHFA will continue rely on current professional local information and data for each proposed rental activity. The professionally prepared market study includes an extensive evaluation of the market conditions, including the area's market and affordable housing, current economic conditions and long-term forecast, and demographic (including total population vs. low-income population) information and need.  In addition, the proposed project is reviewed for overall feasibility, cost reasonableness, and long-term viability. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621139]As IHFA explores the possibility of a tenant-based rental assistance program for extremely low-income households and individuals, the data may be more useful as one component of the research.  


[bookmark: _Toc433621142][bookmark: _Toc433723347]MA-20 Condition of Housing – 91.310(a)
[bookmark: _Toc433621143]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433621144]Many of Idaho's counties and smaller local jurisdictions do not have a local housing code or local property/housing quality standards. The State of Idaho has adopted a building, residential, other applicable codes. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621145][bookmark: _Toc433723348]Definitions
[bookmark: _Toc433621146][bookmark: _Toc433723349]Standard Condition- 
[bookmark: _Toc433621147]A property that meets all of the following: Local housing code, local property standard, local ordinances, Idaho building code as applicable to the type of housing, and the HOME program's property standard.
[bookmark: _Toc433621148][bookmark: _Toc433723350]Substandard Condition- 
[bookmark: _Toc433621149]A property that does not meet one or more of the following: Local housing code, local property standard, local ordinance(s), Idaho building code as applicable to the type of housing, or the HOME program's property standard.
[bookmark: _Toc433621150]Substandard Condition but Suitable for Rehabilitation-
[bookmark: _Toc433621151]A property that can be brought up to local housing code, local property standard and ordinances, Idaho building code as applicable to the type of housing, and the HOME program's property standard, with total rehabilitation costs that are less than 75% of the property's total cost of replacement after the rehabilitation.
[bookmark: _Toc433621152]Condition of Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621153]Condition of Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621154]Owner-Occupied
	[bookmark: _Toc433621155]Renter-Occupied

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621156]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621157]%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621158]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621159]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621160]With one selected Condition
	[bookmark: _Toc433621161]108,204
	[bookmark: _Toc433621162]27%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621163]71,723
	[bookmark: _Toc433621164]42%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621165]With two selected Conditions
	[bookmark: _Toc433621166]3,361
	[bookmark: _Toc433621167]1%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621168]5,060
	[bookmark: _Toc433621169]3%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621170]With three selected Conditions
	[bookmark: _Toc433621171]455
	[bookmark: _Toc433621172]0%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621173]497
	[bookmark: _Toc433621174]0%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621175]With four selected Conditions
	[bookmark: _Toc433621176]35
	[bookmark: _Toc433621177]0%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621178]11
	[bookmark: _Toc433621179]0%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621180]No selected Conditions
	[bookmark: _Toc433621181]294,458
	[bookmark: _Toc433621182]72%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621183]91,693
	[bookmark: _Toc433621184]54%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621185]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621186]406,513
	[bookmark: _Toc433621187]100%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621188]168,984
	[bookmark: _Toc433621189]99%


[bookmark: _Toc433621190]Table 34 - Condition of Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621191]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621192]2007-2011 ACS


[bookmark: _Toc433621193]Year Unit Built
	[bookmark: _Toc433621194]Year Unit Built
	[bookmark: _Toc433621195]Owner-Occupied
	[bookmark: _Toc433621196]Renter-Occupied

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621197]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621198]%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621199]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621200]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621201]2000 or later
	[bookmark: _Toc433621202]88,992
	[bookmark: _Toc433621203]22%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621204]32,804
	[bookmark: _Toc433621205]19%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621206]1980-1999
	[bookmark: _Toc433621207]125,591
	[bookmark: _Toc433621208]31%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621209]48,166
	[bookmark: _Toc433621210]29%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621211]1950-1979
	[bookmark: _Toc433621212]138,991
	[bookmark: _Toc433621213]34%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621214]63,818
	[bookmark: _Toc433621215]38%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621216]Before 1950
	[bookmark: _Toc433621217]52,939
	[bookmark: _Toc433621218]13%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621219]24,196
	[bookmark: _Toc433621220]14%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621221]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621222]406,513
	[bookmark: _Toc433621223]100%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621224]168,984
	[bookmark: _Toc433621225]100%


[bookmark: _Toc433621226]Table 35 – Year Unit Built
	[bookmark: _Toc433621227]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621228]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433621229]Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard
	[bookmark: _Toc433621230]Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard
	[bookmark: _Toc433621231]Owner-Occupied
	[bookmark: _Toc433621232]Renter-Occupied

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621233]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621234]%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621235]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621236]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621237]Total Number of Units Built Before 1980
	[bookmark: _Toc433621238]191,930
	[bookmark: _Toc433621239]47%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621240]88,014
	[bookmark: _Toc433621241]52%

	
	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433621242]Housing Units build before 1980 with children present
	[bookmark: _Toc433621243]42,985
	[bookmark: _Toc433621244]11%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621245]22,100
	[bookmark: _Toc433621246]13%


[bookmark: _Toc433621247]Table 36 – Risk of Lead-Based Paint
	[bookmark: _Toc433621248]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621249]2007-2011 ACS (Total Units) 2007-2011 CHAS (Units with Children present)


[bookmark: _Toc433621250]
[bookmark: _Toc433621251]Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazards in housing constructed prior to January 1, 1978
While HUD's pre-populated table indicates all housing built prior 1980 has the risk of lead-based paint, the 2012 HUD Lead Safe Housing Rule Update indicates this number is most likely much lower, i.e. 11% of the housing built between 1966 and 1977 is estimated to have "significant" lead-based paint hazards as compared to 39% for housing built in the period 1940-1959 and 67 % for units built before 1940. Federally-assisted housing in Idaho is required to have an EPA Risk Assessment/Paint Testing to determine the presence of Lead-based Paint prior to rehabilitation activities.  

[bookmark: _Toc433621252]Vacant Units
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621253]Suitable for Rehabilitation
	[bookmark: _Toc433621254]Not Suitable for Rehabilitation
	[bookmark: _Toc433621255]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433621256]Vacant Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621257]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621258]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621259]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621260]Abandoned Vacant Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621261]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621262]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621263]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621264]REO Properties
	[bookmark: _Toc433621265]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621266]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621267]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621268]Abandoned REO Properties
	[bookmark: _Toc433621269]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621270]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621271]0


[bookmark: _Toc433621272]Table 37 - Vacant Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621273]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621274]2005-2009 CHAS



[bookmark: _Toc433621275]Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation
[bookmark: _Toc433621276]Selected Conditions- (1) lacks complete plumbing facilities, (2) lacks kitchen facilities, (3) more than one person per room, (4) cost burden greater than 30%.
[bookmark: _Toc433621277]46% of owner-occupied housing in Idaho was built before 1979. The largest percentage of this housing was actually built  1950-1979. However, 72% of owner-occupied housing has been identified by HUD as having "No Selected Conditions", and 25% having "One Selected Condition", which is most likely Cost-burdened because 29% of Idaho homeowners are defined as Cost-burdened. Homeowner rehabilitation was not identified as a priority housing need in Idaho. IHFA does not use HOME funds to rehabilitate owner-occupied housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433621278]52% of Idaho's rental housing stock was built prior to 1979, with 38% being built 1950-1979. 54% of this housing stock has been identified by HUD as having no "Selected Conditions" and 42% having one "Selected Condition". Although this specific Condition is not defined, it is noted that 50% of Idaho's renters are identified as being Cost-burdened.
[bookmark: _Toc433621279]Data on the extent of the state’s housing units that need rehabilitation are scarce. As shown in Table 34 above,  the majority of the state’s owner occupied and rental units were built before 2000, with 50 percent of owner-occupied and 55 percent of rentals built before 1980. Thus, a significant portion of the state’s housing units are older and likely in need of some rehabilitation.
[bookmark: _Toc433621280]Twenty-four percent of stakeholders responding to the survey conducted for this eCon Plan identified a need for owner rehabilitation, particularly units targeted to low income homeowners (earning less than $38,000 per year). However, local stakeholders and other survey participants indicate there is a much higher need for the creation of affordable units vs. the rehabilitation of existing units.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621281]Estimated Number of Housing Units Occupied by Low or Moderate Income Families with LBP Hazards
[bookmark: _Toc433621282]The U.S. Census estimates 47% of Idaho's housing stock was built prior to 1980. Based on the age of this housing,  one could make the assumption that some of these units will have Lead-based paint (LBP).  While not all pre-78 housing has Lead-based paint, housing constructed prior to 1959 (77,207 units) has a higher risk for having LBP. While it is unknown how many units in Idaho have undergone LBP remediation activity, including abatement, it is realistic to assume a lower income family would not be able to afford this type of activity. 12% of Idaho residents live at or below the poverty line, with an additional 4% of Idaho families with children at or below the poverty line.  Based on a total of Idaho families with children living in poverty(257,941 persons) one could assume that 16% of Idaho families live in housing that was built pre-78 (279,944 units).  Based on this information, it could also be extrapolated that 44,791 persons who live in poverty, also live in housing built prior to January 1, 1978, with 13%  or approximately 5, 823 persons live in housing built before 1950, which has an even higher incidence of LBP. 







[bookmark: _Toc433621284][bookmark: _Toc433723351]MA-25 Public and Assisted Housing – (Optional)
[bookmark: _Toc433621285]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433621286]IHFA administers the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program in 34 of 44 counties in Idaho and encourages public housing programs statewide. IHFA is only one in a statewide network of public housing providers.  IHFA does not oversee any citywide or countywide Participating Jurisdictions (PJs) for public housing. These jurisdictions have a local official governing board responsible to appoint the board of a Public Housing Authority (PHA) and direct PHA activities. With this consideration, a description of efforts to foster public housing resident initiatives during the 2014 program year are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc433621287]IHFA will continue to make available a Housing Choice Voucher Homeownership program, currently available only to disabled households and those voucher households currently participating in the voucher Family Self Sufficiency program. Presently, 41 participants have been successful in purchasing homes using Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers to provide mortgage payment subsidy on a long-term basis. IHFA will hold regional PHA Plan hearings and perform outreach in each area that IHFA has a branch office administering Section 8 vouchers and Low Rent Public Housing to encourage participation in a Resident Advisory Board.
[bookmark: _Toc433621288]IHFA implemented a Homeownership program for the 29 scattered-site Low Rent Public Housing units in Idaho Falls offering the homes first to public housing residents.  To date five homes have been purchased, and numerous public housing and family self-sufficiency clients are working toward homeownership.  IHFA submitted an application for the HUD Rental Assistance Demonstration program for its 47-unit complex in Kellogg.  Once approved this would provide for long-term affordability by converting the property to the Section 8 project-based program.  Until such time as these efforts are finalized the remaining residents will be asked to serve on Resident Advisory Boards.
[bookmark: _Toc433621289]No Public Housing Program within IHFA's jurisdiction is designated as "troubled.


[bookmark: _Toc433621290]Totals Number of Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433621291]Program Type

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621292]Certificate
	[bookmark: _Toc433621293]Mod-Rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433621294]Public Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433621295]Vouchers

	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621296]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621297]Project -based
	[bookmark: _Toc433621298]Tenant -based

	[bookmark: _Toc433621299]Special Purpose Voucher

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621300]Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433621301]Family Unification Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433621302]Disabled
[bookmark: _Toc433621303]*

	[bookmark: _Toc433621304]# of units vouchers available
	 
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433621305]76
	[bookmark: _Toc433621306]3,419
	 
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433621307]34
	[bookmark: _Toc433621308]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621309]945

	[bookmark: _Toc433621310]# of accessible units
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433621311]*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition


[bookmark: _Toc433621312]Table 38 – Total Number of Units by Program Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433621313]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621314]PIC (PIH Information Center)



[bookmark: _Toc433621316]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:
[bookmark: _Toc433621317]State response not required
[bookmark: _Toc433621318]Describe the Restoration and Revitalization Needs of public housing units in the jurisdiction:
[bookmark: _Toc433621319]State response not required
[bookmark: _Toc433621320]Describe the public housing agency's strategy for improving the living environment of low- and moderate-income families residing in public housing:
[bookmark: _Toc433621321]State response not required
[bookmark: _Toc433621322]Discussion: 
[bookmark: _Toc433621323]State response not required
[bookmark: _Toc309810479]
[bookmark: _Toc433621324][bookmark: _Toc433723352]MA-30 Homeless Facilities – 91.310(b)
[bookmark: _Toc433621325]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433621326]See Unique Appendices- Exceeds number of allowable characters.
[bookmark: _Toc433621327]Facilities Targeted to Homeless Persons
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621328]Emergency Shelter Beds
	[bookmark: _Toc433621329]Transitional Housing Beds
	[bookmark: _Toc433621330]Permanent Supportive Housing Beds

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621331]Year Round Beds (Current & New)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621332]Voucher / Seasonal / Overflow Beds
	[bookmark: _Toc433621333]Current & New
	[bookmark: _Toc433621334]Current & New
	[bookmark: _Toc433621335]Under Development

	[bookmark: _Toc433621336]Households with Adult(s) and Child(ren)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621337]182
	[bookmark: _Toc433621338]11
	[bookmark: _Toc433621339]470
	[bookmark: _Toc433621340]415
	[bookmark: _Toc433621341]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621342]Households with Only Adults
	[bookmark: _Toc433621343]436
	[bookmark: _Toc433621344]42
	[bookmark: _Toc433621345]395
	[bookmark: _Toc433621346]411
	[bookmark: _Toc433621347]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621348]Chronically Homeless Households
	[bookmark: _Toc433621349]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621350]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621351]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621352]305
	[bookmark: _Toc433621353]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621354]Veterans
	[bookmark: _Toc433621355]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433621356]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621357]136
	[bookmark: _Toc433621358]297
	[bookmark: _Toc433621359]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621360]Unaccompanied Youth
	[bookmark: _Toc433621361]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433621362]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621363]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433621364]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621365]0


[bookmark: _Toc433621366]Table 39 - Facilities Targeted to Homeless Persons

[bookmark: _Toc433621368][image: ]Facilities targeting DV only
[image: ]

[bookmark: _Toc433621370]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
[bookmark: _Toc433621371]In addition to receiving housing assistance, homeless individuals and families have the opportunity to receive services, whether via the COC, ESG, or HOPWA programs, or partnering agencies.  Services may include case management, child care assistance, education and career counseling, employment assistance, job training, health care, mental health services, substance or alcohol abuse treatment, transportation, and utility assistance, among other supportive services.  The level of services and length of care or participation varies greatly.  To the extent that program regulations allow, service providers attempt to offer as much support as possible for as long as is needed.  Apart from projects and agencies operating COC, ESG, and HOPWA programs, the Department of Health and Welfare’s Behavioral Health Division, the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, and faith-based welfare programs, along with other federal and/or state agencies, are the primary agencies offering services which target homeless individuals and families.   
[bookmark: _Toc433621372][bookmark: _Toc433621373]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.
[bookmark: _Toc433621374]According to homeless individual declarations from past Point In Time count surveys and the expertise of highly involved service providers, the most commonly reported causes homelessness are identified as: 1) unemployment; 2) inability to find affordable housing; 3) divorce/family separation; 4) eviction; 5) substance abuse; and 6) lack of education or job skills.  One prevalent commonality among those experiencing homelessness is the existence of a disabling condition.  With this understanding, the BOS COC and staff administering COC, ESG and HOPWA programs attempt to seek out services and resources linked to the causes of homelessness listed above, as these most certainly become barriers to later locating and securing housing.  To that end, services must also include resources that aid those experiencing homelessness in extinguishing barriers that may have arisen as a result of become homeless, such as poor credit, criminal history, poor finances, etc.
[bookmark: _Toc433621375]Additional efforts will be made to link healthcare and housing providers and promote affordable housing projects which encourage access to supportive services for homeless families and individuals.  IHFA’s efforts in researching homelessness solutions, the receipt of HUD technical assistance to form partnerships between housing and healthcare providers, and proactively seeking systems that successfully pair vulnerable populations to appropriate services will all generate a positive impact on Idaho’s homeless population.  See attached JPEG Housing and Services for Homeless

[bookmark: _Toc433621376][bookmark: _Toc433723353]MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services – 91.310(c)
[bookmark: _Toc433621377]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433621379]  Supportive housing is made available in two forms; scattered- or single-site.  Services associated with supportive housing projects are case management, transportation, life skills training, counseling, and educational and career building, among others.  Access to public assistance through programs such as SSI/SSDI Outreach, Access, and Recovery (SOAR) greatly improve one’s ability to experience a stable living environment.  These housing and service options assist not only those coming directly into housing from the streets, but those exiting institutions as well.  The housing provided offers stability, and safe, decent, and sanitary environments.  The services offered aid individuals in working towards being employable, gainfully employed, receiving linkages to resources, and removing barriers to attaining stable housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433621380] See Unique Appendices  for Idaho's Facilities and Services for Special Needs Populations" 
[bookmark: _Toc433621381]Describe programs for ensuring that persons returning from mental and physical health institutions receive appropriate supportive housing
[bookmark: _Toc433621382]One definition of homelessness includes those individuals that are exiting a facility or institution who were homeless prior to entry, and when exiting, do so without services made available through their placement into society.  Resources to house these individuals, and potentially their families, are used to house them rapidly to minimize their potential to become, or time experiencing, homelessness.  Services necessary to eliminate barriers to permanent housing and gainful employment are made available.  Encouraging housing providers to adopt low-barrier eligibility screening, and promoting this system-wide within the COC, will help to avoid homelessness or minimize the length of time individuals and families spend in homelessness.  The Facilities and Services For Non-Homeless Persons table includes resources that those exiting mental or physical health institutions can access supportive housing or appropriate services.    
[bookmark: _Toc433621383]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)
[bookmark: _Toc433621384]The special needs housing programs administered by IHFA predominately serve homeless persons.  In many cases, these HUD program requirements do not allow funds to be used for non-homeless individuals.  However, ESG funds can be used for homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing activities.  Although an applicant must meet one of several HUD homeless definitions, one of those is being imminently at risk of homelessness (Category 2 of HUD’s homeless definition) which means they would still be housed when assistance is provided.  Those accessing ESG homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing assistance may receive short to medium term tenant-based rental assistance and/or housing relocation and stabilization services, including financial counseling, housing locator assistance, and housing stability case management.  IHFA also provides housing and/or supportive services to households participating in the Housing Opportunities For Persons With HIV/AIDS (HOPWA) program.  Homelessness is not a required program admittance requirement.  HOPWA participants may receive permanent rental subsidies, along with individualized case management.  While the COC, ESG, and HOPWA programs may serve vulnerable populations (elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities, etc.), the only specifically targeted subpopulations are HIV/AIDS and disabled.    
[bookmark: _Toc433621385]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))
[bookmark: _Toc433621386]Not applicable to State Grantees.
[bookmark: _Toc433621387][bookmark: _Toc433723354]MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing – 91.310(d)
[bookmark: _Toc433621388]Negative Effects of Public Policies on Affordable Housing and Residential Investment
[bookmark: _Toc433621389]Response exceeds maximum allowable characters- See Unique Appendices. 

[bookmark: _Toc433621390][bookmark: _Toc433723355]MA-45 Non-Housing Community Development Assets -91.315(f) 
[bookmark: _Toc433621391]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433621392]Economic Development Market Analysis
[bookmark: _Toc433621393]Business Activity
	[bookmark: _Toc433621394]Business by Sector
	[bookmark: _Toc433621395]Number of Workers
	[bookmark: _Toc433621396]Number of Jobs
	[bookmark: _Toc433621397]Share of Workers
[bookmark: _Toc433621398]%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621399]Share of Jobs
[bookmark: _Toc433621400]%
	[bookmark: _Toc433621401]Jobs less workers
[bookmark: _Toc433621402]%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621403]Agriculture, Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction
	[bookmark: _Toc433621404]19,371
	[bookmark: _Toc433621405]21,167
	[bookmark: _Toc433621406]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433621407]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433621408]3

	[bookmark: _Toc433621409]Arts, Entertainment, Accommodations
	[bookmark: _Toc433621410]35,817
	[bookmark: _Toc433621411]25,841
	[bookmark: _Toc433621412]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433621413]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433621414]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621415]Construction
	[bookmark: _Toc433621416]19,275
	[bookmark: _Toc433621417]17,147
	[bookmark: _Toc433621418]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433621419]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433621420]1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621421]Education and Health Care Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433621422]50,384
	[bookmark: _Toc433621423]30,682
	[bookmark: _Toc433621424]17
	[bookmark: _Toc433621425]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433621426]-3

	[bookmark: _Toc433621427]Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate
	[bookmark: _Toc433621428]15,651
	[bookmark: _Toc433621429]9,258
	[bookmark: _Toc433621430]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433621431]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433621432]-1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621433]Information
	[bookmark: _Toc433621434]5,473
	[bookmark: _Toc433621435]3,042
	[bookmark: _Toc433621436]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433621437]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433621438]-1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621439]Manufacturing
	[bookmark: _Toc433621440]38,571
	[bookmark: _Toc433621441]29,987
	[bookmark: _Toc433621442]13
	[bookmark: _Toc433621443]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433621444]1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621445]Other Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433621446]9,759
	[bookmark: _Toc433621447]7,550
	[bookmark: _Toc433621448]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433621449]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433621450]1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621451]Professional, Scientific, Management Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433621452]21,761
	[bookmark: _Toc433621453]12,231
	[bookmark: _Toc433621454]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433621455]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433621456]-1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621457]Public Administration
	[bookmark: _Toc433621458]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621459]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621460]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621461]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621462]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621463]Retail Trade
	[bookmark: _Toc433621464]49,087
	[bookmark: _Toc433621465]35,279
	[bookmark: _Toc433621466]17
	[bookmark: _Toc433621467]16
	[bookmark: _Toc433621468]-1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621469]Transportation and Warehousing
	[bookmark: _Toc433621470]11,999
	[bookmark: _Toc433621471]10,269
	[bookmark: _Toc433621472]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433621473]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433621474]1

	[bookmark: _Toc433621475]Wholesale Trade
	[bookmark: _Toc433621476]17,313
	[bookmark: _Toc433621477]13,080
	[bookmark: _Toc433621478]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433621479]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433621480]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621481]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621482]294,461
	[bookmark: _Toc433621483]215,533
	[bookmark: _Toc433621484]--
	[bookmark: _Toc433621485]--
	[bookmark: _Toc433621486]--


[bookmark: _Toc433621487]Table 40- Business Activity
	[bookmark: _Toc433621488]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621489]2007-2011 ACS (Workers), 2011 Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (Jobs)



[bookmark: _Toc433621490]Labor Force
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433621491]Total Population in the Civilian Labor Force
	[bookmark: _Toc433621492]474,998

	[bookmark: _Toc433621493]Civilian Employed Population 16 years and over
	[bookmark: _Toc433621494]437,991

	[bookmark: _Toc433621495]Unemployment Rate
	[bookmark: _Toc433621496]7.79

	[bookmark: _Toc433621497]Unemployment Rate for Ages 16-24
	[bookmark: _Toc433621498]20.39

	[bookmark: _Toc433621499]Unemployment Rate for Ages 25-65
	[bookmark: _Toc433621500]4.61


[bookmark: _Toc433621501]Table 41 - Labor Force
	[bookmark: _Toc433621502]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621503]2007-2011 ACS



	[bookmark: _Toc433621504]Occupations by Sector
	[bookmark: _Toc433621505]Number of People

	[bookmark: _Toc433621506]Management, business and financial
	[bookmark: _Toc433621507]90,993

	[bookmark: _Toc433621508]Farming, fisheries and forestry occupations
	[bookmark: _Toc433621509]16,281

	[bookmark: _Toc433621510]Service
	[bookmark: _Toc433621511]45,804

	[bookmark: _Toc433621512]Sales and office
	[bookmark: _Toc433621513]104,779

	[bookmark: _Toc433621514]Construction, extraction, maintenance and repair
	[bookmark: _Toc433621515]64,064

	[bookmark: _Toc433621516]Production, transportation and material moving
	[bookmark: _Toc433621517]30,445


[bookmark: _Toc433621518]Table 42 – Occupations by Sector
	[bookmark: _Toc433621519]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621520]2007-2011 ACS



[bookmark: _Toc433621521]Travel Time
	[bookmark: _Toc433621522]Travel Time
	[bookmark: _Toc433621523]Number
	[bookmark: _Toc433621524]Percentage

	[bookmark: _Toc433621525]< 30 Minutes
	[bookmark: _Toc433621526]300,073
	[bookmark: _Toc433621527]74%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621528]30-59 Minutes
	[bookmark: _Toc433621529]81,832
	[bookmark: _Toc433621530]20%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621531]60 or More Minutes
	[bookmark: _Toc433621532]22,107
	[bookmark: _Toc433621533]5%

	[bookmark: _Toc433621534]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433621535]404,012
	[bookmark: _Toc433621536]100%


[bookmark: _Toc433621537]Table 43 - Travel Time
	[bookmark: _Toc433621538]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621539]2007-2011 ACS





[bookmark: _Toc433621540]Education:
[bookmark: _Toc433621541]Educational Attainment by Employment Status (Population 16 and Older)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621542]Educational Attainment
	[bookmark: _Toc433621543]In Labor Force
	

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621544]Civilian Employed
	[bookmark: _Toc433621545]Unemployed
	[bookmark: _Toc433621546]Not in Labor Force

	[bookmark: _Toc433621547]Less than high school graduate
	[bookmark: _Toc433621548]35,329
	[bookmark: _Toc433621549]3,952
	[bookmark: _Toc433621550]19,572

	[bookmark: _Toc433621551]High school graduate (includes equivalency)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621552]98,893
	[bookmark: _Toc433621553]8,287
	[bookmark: _Toc433621554]36,832

	[bookmark: _Toc433621555]Some college or Associate's degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621556]132,993
	[bookmark: _Toc433621557]8,005
	[bookmark: _Toc433621558]42,204

	[bookmark: _Toc433621559]Bachelor's degree or higher
	[bookmark: _Toc433621560]88,513
	[bookmark: _Toc433621561]2,812
	[bookmark: _Toc433621562]20,054


[bookmark: _Toc433621563]Table 44 - Educational Attainment by Employment Status
	[bookmark: _Toc433621564]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621565]2007-2011 ACS



[bookmark: _Toc433621566]Educational Attainment by Age
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621567]Age

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621568]18–24 yrs
	[bookmark: _Toc433621569]25–34 yrs
	[bookmark: _Toc433621570]35–44 yrs
	[bookmark: _Toc433621571]45–65 yrs
	[bookmark: _Toc433621572]65+ yrs

	[bookmark: _Toc433621573]Less than 9th grade
	[bookmark: _Toc433621574]2,015
	[bookmark: _Toc433621575]5,887
	[bookmark: _Toc433621576]6,902
	[bookmark: _Toc433621577]11,075
	[bookmark: _Toc433621578]9,045

	[bookmark: _Toc433621579]9th to 12th grade, no diploma
	[bookmark: _Toc433621580]14,734
	[bookmark: _Toc433621581]9,684
	[bookmark: _Toc433621582]8,577
	[bookmark: _Toc433621583]16,728
	[bookmark: _Toc433621584]14,522

	[bookmark: _Toc433621585]High school graduate, GED, or alternative
	[bookmark: _Toc433621586]32,126
	[bookmark: _Toc433621587]36,638
	[bookmark: _Toc433621588]32,907
	[bookmark: _Toc433621589]74,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433621590]43,876

	[bookmark: _Toc433621591]Some college, no degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621592]38,446
	[bookmark: _Toc433621593]34,240
	[bookmark: _Toc433621594]31,070
	[bookmark: _Toc433621595]70,971
	[bookmark: _Toc433621596]31,305

	[bookmark: _Toc433621597]Associate's degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621598]4,731
	[bookmark: _Toc433621599]11,859
	[bookmark: _Toc433621600]12,667
	[bookmark: _Toc433621601]23,803
	[bookmark: _Toc433621602]6,007

	[bookmark: _Toc433621603]Bachelor's degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621604]4,367
	[bookmark: _Toc433621605]19,648
	[bookmark: _Toc433621606]20,806
	[bookmark: _Toc433621607]39,094
	[bookmark: _Toc433621608]14,970

	[bookmark: _Toc433621609]Graduate or professional degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621610]184
	[bookmark: _Toc433621611]4,859
	[bookmark: _Toc433621612]8,497
	[bookmark: _Toc433621613]19,035
	[bookmark: _Toc433621614]8,815


[bookmark: _Toc433621615]Table 45 - Educational Attainment by Age
	[bookmark: _Toc433621616]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621617]2007-2011 ACS



[bookmark: _Toc433621618]Educational Attainment – Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
	[bookmark: _Toc433621619]Educational Attainment
	[bookmark: _Toc433621620]Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

	[bookmark: _Toc433621621]Less than high school graduate
	[bookmark: _Toc433621622]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621623]High school graduate (includes equivalency)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621624]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621625]Some college or Associate's degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621626]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621627]Bachelor's degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621628]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433621629]Graduate or professional degree
	[bookmark: _Toc433621630]0


[bookmark: _Toc433621631]Table 46 – Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
	[bookmark: _Toc433621632]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433621633]2007-2011 ACS




[bookmark: _Toc433621634]Based on the Business Activity table above, what are the major employment sectors within the state?
[bookmark: _Toc433621635]1.  Education and Health Care Service
[bookmark: _Toc433621636] 2.  Retail Trade 
[bookmark: _Toc433621637]3.  Manufacturing
[bookmark: _Toc433621638]4. Construction
[bookmark: _Toc433621639]Describe the workforce and infrastructure needs of business in the state.
[bookmark: _Toc433621640]See Unique Appendices.
[bookmark: _Toc433621641]Describe any major changes that may have an economic impact, such as planned 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.
[bookmark: _Toc433621642]See Unique Appendices
[bookmark: _Toc433621643]How do the skills and education of the current workforce correspond to employment opportunities in the state?
[bookmark: _Toc433621644]Idaho is large geographically but sparsely populated.  It is experiencing net in-migration, but stakeholders and policy makers must remember the significant rural population when developing strategies.
[bookmark: _Toc433621645]Idaho’s population continues to grow and age, yet connecting youth to employment and long-term workforce retention must be emphasized.
[bookmark: _Toc433621646]Idaho private sector, nonfarm employment is 82 percent in the service sector, not typically offering sustainable wages or career opportunities.  But there are opportunities for growth in a variety of other professional/ business service subsectors.
[bookmark: _Toc433621647]Technical skills required of today’s workers are evolving as technology rapidly progresses, making collaboration among education, workforce and economic development systems critical to address skill needs of growth industries.
[bookmark: _Toc433621648]While strong technical skills are necessary for job function, the demand for interpersonal, or soft, skills remain a concern for employers
[bookmark: _Toc433621649]Describe current workforce training initiatives supported by the state. Describe how these efforts will support the state's Consolidated Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433621650]Workforce Development Training Fund Program – This program administered by the Idaho Department of Labor can reimburse employee training costs to eligible companies that are bringing jobs to Idaho, adding jobs through expansion or upgrading skills of current workers who are at risk of being permanently laid off.  The fund is financed by employers through an offset to the unemployment insurance tax.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621651]Business Solutions Initiative – 
[bookmark: _Toc433621652]This effort includes training One-Stop management staff and selected workforce consultants to reach out and consult with businesses in targeted industries to better understand their workforce needs and help provide solutions by coordinating education and workforce resources.  The initiatives will better serve both employer and workers by meeting the skill, recruitment and retention needs of employers and the training, employment and career advancement needs of workers. Sector initiatives:
[bookmark: _Toc433621653]The business solutions approach will:
[bookmark: _Toc433621654]Focus intensively on the workforce needs to a specific industry sector over a sustained period, often concentrating on a specific occupation or set of critical occupations;
[bookmark: _Toc433621655]  Create formal career paths to good jobs, reducing barriers to employment and sustaining or increasing middle-class jobs; Bolster economic competitiveness by creatively engaging economic development experts in workforce issues and align education and workforce development planning; Engage a broader array of key stakeholders through partnerships; and Promote systemic flexibility and change that achieve ongoing benefits for the industry and workers. On-the Job Training Program. This program administered by the Idaho Department of Labor can will allow qualifying businesses to receive a reimbursement for partial training cost when they agree to hire and train an eligible worker. These efforts support the Consolidated Plan in that they are providing job training to individuals for skilled and semi-skilled positions in growing industries. This will improve an individual’s ability to qualify for and retain a good paying job. Having a good job skill set should reduce the number of low income and poverty level families in the state.
[bookmark: _Toc433621656]Describe any other state efforts to support economic growth.
[bookmark: _Toc433621657]Idaho Tax Reimbursement Incentive (TRI) - TRI is a performance based incentive that provides tax credit up to 30% for up to 15 years on new corporate income tax, sales tax, and payroll taxes paid as a result of a new qualifying project.  To qualify, a new project must meet certain requirements for creating high-paying jobs in Idaho.  The credit is refundable and is available to both existing and new companies.  The tax credit percentage and project term is negotiated based upon the quality of jobs created, regional economic impact and return on investment for Idaho.
[bookmark: _Toc433621658]Business Advantage Program – If your business invests at least $500,000 in new facilities and creates 10 or more jobs with salaries averaging $40,000 a year with benefits, you may qualify for an incentive package which could include a variety of tax credits, sales tax rebates, and property tax exemptions.
[bookmark: _Toc433621659]3% Investment Tax Credit – If a business makes qualifying new investments in personal property, they may earn a 3% income tax credit to offset up to 50% of their tax liability.
[bookmark: _Toc433621660]Property Tax Exemption – If a business invests $3 million in a new manufacturing facility, they may receive a full or partial property tax exemption on the building facilities and personal property for up to five years. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621661]Idaho Opportunity Fund – Grants can be awarded to local governments to support the expansion or extension of infrastructure to support a qualifying businesses.  A qualifying business must be creating jobs.
[bookmark: _Toc433621662]Idaho Collateral Loan program - The Program is a collaborative partnership between the U.S. Department of Treasury, Idaho Department of Commerce, Idaho Housing and Finance Association, and the Idaho Bankers Association that launched in November 2011. In summary, the Program places pledged cash deposits with lending institutions to enhance the collateral of qualified small business borrowers who would not otherwise be able to obtain financing. The deposits are available to cover loan losses, in the event of a default, or are returned to be recycled for the benefit of another qualified borrower.
[bookmark: _Toc433621663]Comprehensive Economic Development Strategies (CEDS) - The State of Idaho participated in helping Idaho’s six Economic Development Districts develop their CEDS goals and objectives. The state is committed, where it can, to help the districts implement action items as identified in their CEDS.


[bookmark: _Toc433621664][bookmark: _Toc433723356]MA-50 Needs and Market Analysis Discussion 
[bookmark: _Toc433621665]Are there areas where households with multiple housing problems are concentrated? (include a definition of "concentration")
[bookmark: _Toc433621666]The State of Idaho’s last Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AI) examined concentrations of households by protected class. At the time the study was conducted, “concentration” was defined using HUD’s disproportionate need (10 percentage points) definition. This is a broader definition of concentration than more recent definitions used by HUD, including a 50 percent minority threshold and a 20 percentage points threshold. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621667] The state has only a handful of Census Tracts where the proportion of non-White residents is 10 percentage points greater than the state proportion overall. Two tracts are located in northern Idaho along the state’s western border, one in is southeast Idaho and one in southwest Idaho. Two of these Census Tracts have high concentrations, 58 and 73 percent, of non-White populations. Overall, the minorities in these Census tracts represent less than 3 percent of the state’s total non-White populations.  There are fewer than 25 Census Tracts where the proportion of Hispanic residents exceeds 21 percent(the threshold for “Hispanic concentration”). Three Census Tracts in the entire state have Hispanic proportions exceeding 50 percent. However, in these Census Tracts where the Hispanic population is proportionately the highest, the Census Tract represents less than 2 percent of the state’s entire Hispanic population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621668][bookmark: _Toc433621669]A comparison of Hispanic residents to all residents by county found that Canyon County is the only county that has disproportionately more persons of Hispanic descent than its overall share of the state’s population.  Only one Census Tract in the state showed a concentration of persons with disabilities
[bookmark: _Toc433621670]Are there any areas in the jurisdiction where racial or ethnic minorities or low-income families are concentrated? (include a definition of "concentration")
[bookmark: _Toc433621672][bookmark: _Toc433621673][bookmark: _Toc433621674][bookmark: _Toc433621675][bookmark: _Toc433621676] There are fewer than 25 Census Tracts where the proportion of Hispanic residents exceeds 21 percent (the threshold for “Hispanic concentration”). Three Census Tracts in the entire state have Hispanic proportions exceeding 50 percent. However, in these Census Tracts where the Hispanic population is proportionately the highest, the Census Tract represents less than 2 percent of the state’s entire Hispanic population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621677][bookmark: _Toc433621678][bookmark: _Toc433621679] A comparison of Hispanic residents to all residents by county found that Canyon County is the only county that has disproportionately more persons of Hispanic descent than its overall share of the state’s population. Only one Census Tract in the state showed a concentration of persons with disabilities.
[bookmark: _Toc433621680]What are the characteristics of the market in these areas/neighborhoods?
[bookmark: _Toc433621681]All Census tracts high non-White concentrations are adjacent to Native American reservations. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621682]Many census tracts with Hispanic concentration are located in Canyon County or counties with similar agricultural influences. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621683]Are there any community assets in these areas/neighborhoods?
[bookmark: _Toc433621684]State Grantees response not required
[bookmark: _Toc433621685]Are there other strategic opportunities in any of these areas?
[bookmark: _Toc433621686]State Grantee response not required

[bookmark: _Toc433621687][bookmark: _Toc433723357]STRATEGIC PLAN
[bookmark: _Toc433621688][bookmark: _Toc433723358]SP-05 Overview
[bookmark: _Toc433621689]Strategic Plan Overview
[bookmark: _Toc433621690]The Strategic Plan identifies Idaho's affordable housing goals and community development needs, as well as the strategies and resources used to help address the priority needs as identified herein. IHFA and IDC conducted a statewide affordable housing and community development survey, commissioned a 2014 Housing, Demographic, and Transportation Report, solicited input from the public and other entities prior to drafting the 2015-2019 Five-Year Consolidated Plan and the 2015 Action Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433621691]The State of Idaho consists of small towns and cities with six Metropolitan Statistical areas: Boise City-Nampa, Idaho Falls, Coeur d'Alene, Pocatello, Lewiston, ID-WA, Logan UT-ID. The geographical makeup within Idaho's borders, including two major mountain ranges, five major river systems, and 44 individual counties, create a unique set of barriers that can create barriers to the delivery of services.  This creates a challenge when prioritizing affordable housing and homeless needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621692] CDBG Program
[bookmark: _Toc433621693]Commerce will not target CDBG funds geographically, but will ensure at least 70 % of the CDBG funds will benefit low-to-moderate income persons in whatever eligible geographic area they reside.   
[bookmark: _Toc433621694]The needs for the CDBG program were established by a local government survey, public hearing, and review of prior demand.   The top needs indicated are broad.   They range from streets to public parks to housing for homeless to public infrastructure support for job growth.   Based on these needs, Commerce has increased the CDBG funding percentage objective under the public facilities / infrastructure goal from the 2010 consolidated plan.        
[bookmark: _Toc433621695]The CDBG delivery structure consisting of threshold factors; application format, submission dates, scoring criteria, and the five funding set-asides may have some slight changes made to them but they will not be significant.   This constant, keeps the process familiar and recognizable for local governments.   This is helpful since almost all local governments do not regularly submit for CDBG funds and may not have the resources to learn of a new process or procedures.  Consistency of delivery structure has kept the CDBG funds accessible. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621696]Commerce does recognize a need to make some changes to the CDBG state agency rules (administrative code).  Changes that Commerce will look to incorporate include:
[bookmark: _Toc433621697]slightly decreasing match points available,
[bookmark: _Toc433621698]increasing points for project readiness and preparedness,
[bookmark: _Toc433621699]Combining the health and safety, housing, and social services categories and their separate pointing into one category instead of the three separate.   
[bookmark: _Toc433621700]Adding public parks to the senior / community center set-aside. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621701]These change should level the playing field for all applications under the public facilities set-aside.  Whereas, Idaho local governments lack the tools necessary to generate revenue (such as a local option tax,  limits on tax increases, and debt limitations)  for improvements to public infrastructure and facilities they do look to CDBG to help fill the financial gap in meeting the needs of their citizens.  


[bookmark: _Toc433621702][bookmark: _Toc433723359]SP-10 Geographic Priorities – 91.315(a)(1)
[bookmark: _Toc433621703]General Allocation Priorities
[bookmark: _Toc433621704]Describe the basis for allocating investments geographically within the jurisdiction (or within the EMSA for HOPWA)
[bookmark: _Toc433621705]HOME- Idaho's HOME program does not award funds based on a geographic distribution method.  IHFA uses its very limited resources to help fund housing activities that serve low, very-low and extremely-low income households throughout Idaho. Each proposed activity must meet HOME’s regulatory requirements and IHFA’s policies and procedures. This method provides the flexibility for a community to address its own individual housing needs. The HOME Program supports the creation of special community-based non-profit housing development organizations around the state.  These “CHDOs” are responsible to their community to identify and help address its affordable housing needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433621706]CDBG-Idaho CDBG program does not award funds based on geographic distribution.  The State CDBG program benefits low to moderate income areas throughout the State of Idaho as required to meet HUD's national objective.
[bookmark: _Toc433621707][bookmark: _Toc433621708]SG fund allocation is not determined by geographic distribution.  Each year IHFA solicits requests for proposals throughout the state of Idaho.  Agencies from all regions of the state are eligible to participate in a competitive application and selection process.  Therefore, communities and regions are given the ability to lobby for the level of funding they deem appropriate as opposed to limiting the impact the ESG program may have on any particular region of the state.
Idaho by Region[image: ]


[bookmark: _Toc433723360]SP-25 Priority Needs – 91.315(a)(2)
[bookmark: _Toc433621709]Priority Needs
	[bookmark: _Toc433621711]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433621712]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621713]Create and Preserve Affordable Rental Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621714]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621715]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621716]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621717]Extremely Low
Low
Elderly
Persons with Mental Disabilities
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Persons with Developmental Disabilities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621718]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621719]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621720]Provide Decent Affordable Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621721]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621722]The HOME program includes the Program Funds Rule as well as a Project Rule, which places constraints on the income levels of tenants occupying HOME-assisted units at initial occupancy and throughout the HOME Period of Affordability. These constraints require 90% of occupants in HOME-assisted rental and TBRA units have incomes ≤60% AMI, and 20% be rented to households with incomes at or below 50% AMI.
[bookmark: _Toc433621723]When HTF funds are used to construct or rehabilitation housing units, requirement indicate the units must target households ≤30% AMI. Because HTF will be able to provide operation support for HTF units, IHFA anticipates it may be able to provide an additional 16 HTF units of rental housing.  It is anticipated the HTF funds will be an additional funding source in some HOME/LIHTC housing activities, throughout the state.
[bookmark: _Toc433621724]New Construction
[bookmark: _Toc433621725]Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Substandard Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433621726]Acquisition of Standard Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433621727]Rehabilitation of Substandard Housing


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621728]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621729]The 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Assessment, 2014 Idaho County-by-County Demographic, Housing, and Transportation Report and the public input helped inform and identify Idaho's priority housing needs. 

	[bookmark: _Toc433621730]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433621731]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621732]Create Decent Affordable Homeownership

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621733]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621734]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621735]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621736]Low

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621737]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621738]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621739]Provide Decent Affordable Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621740]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621741]Down-Payment/Closing Cost Assistance
[bookmark: _Toc433621742]Homebuyer Properties Activities
[bookmark: _Toc433621743]Acquisition and Rehabilitation/ New Construction
[bookmark: _Toc433621744]The HOME program serves households with income not to exceed 80% AMI.  Homeownership opportunities are often available to low-income households because HOME provides the gap financing for households not able to qualify for the entire amount needed to purchase a home through a primary mortgage of the sales price. The HOME Down Payment/ Closing Cost assistance program provides the gap between the sales price and the primary loan up to a maximum amount established on an annual basis depending on funds available and market conditions. IHFA's HOME program requires the household to qualify and accept the maximum primary loan available before the amount of HOME funds is determined.  Other conditions apply. Acceptable primary loan products are Conventional, VA, USDA-RD and FHA.   
  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621745]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621746]The 2014 Housing Needs Survey, input from the public (including units of local government, local regional and state level stakeholders), American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates(2008-2012 & 2013, and the 2014 Idaho County-by-County Housing, Demographic, and Transportation Report.

	[bookmark: _Toc433621747]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433621748]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621749]Tenant-Based Rental Assistance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621750]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621751]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621752]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621753]Extremely Low

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621754]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621755]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621756]Provide Decent Affordable Housing
Provide Suitable Living Environment

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621757]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621758]The 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Survey, the 2014 Idaho County by County Demographic, Housing and Transportation report, and public input identified permanent rental housing for extremely low-income(1st) and homeless individuals and families (4th) as unmet housing needs in Idaho. This income categories would certainly include the non-homeless in need of supportive services, such as persons with mental, physical, and cognitive disabilities. IHFA believes in some areas of Idaho, a HOME TBRA program may be beneficial if there is rental housing available. IHFA will explore the possibility of a HOME TBRA program in PY2015.
[bookmark: _Toc433621759]The 2015-2019 Five-Year Consolidated Plan submitted to HUD on or before April 1, 2015 will not contain a HOME TBRA program except to identify it as a priority housing need. IHFA will develop the TBRA program during PY2015. Once developed, IHFA will follow its Public Participation Plan and amend the Consolidated Plan. Once the amendment has been approved by HUD-CPD, IHFA will implement a HUD approved HOME TBRA program.  The most recent Public Participation Plan for Idaho's Federal Affordable Housing and Community Development Programs can be found at   http://www.idahohousing.com/Portals/0/Media/grant%20programs/2014%20Adopted%20Citizen%20Participation%20Plan-021715.pdf


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621760]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621761]The 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Survey, and public comments identified housing for extremely-low income includes homeless families as two priority unmet housing needs.  


	[bookmark: _Toc433621762]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433621763]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621764]Public Facilities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621765]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621766]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621767]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621768]Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Large Families
Families with Children
Elderly
Rural
Chronic Homelessness
Individuals
Families with Children
Victims of Domestic Violence
Elderly
Frail Elderly
Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Victims of Domestic Violence
Non-housing Community Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621769]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621770]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621771]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621772]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621773]Public Facilities - health facilities, fire and EMT stations, fire trucks, senior centers, community centers, homeless shelters, child care centers, parks, youth centers, domestic shelters and non-residential historic.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621774]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621775]The basis has been determined by four sources:
[bookmark: _Toc433621776]The local government needs survey that was conducted by IDC August 2014
[bookmark: _Toc433621777]The American Society of Civil Engineers, 2012 Report Card for Idaho’s infrastructure was used to further assess non-housing community development needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621778]Public participation was another method to determine need.   A number of pre-draft written and hearing comments, see attached, identified that housing of homeless families and individuals was a very important need as well as ensuring the development of affordable housing.  A high majority of comments received, favor the implementation of a “housing first” type program to assist the homeless population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621779]Prior five years of CDBG application submissions

	[bookmark: _Toc433621780]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433621781]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621782]Public Infrastructure

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621783]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621784]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621785]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621786]Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Middle
Non-housing Community Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621787]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621788]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621789]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621790]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621791]Public Infrastructure - water systems, sewer systems, streets, sidewalks, solid waste disposal, surface and storm water drainage, public parking facilities.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621792]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621793]The basis has been determined by four sources:
[bookmark: _Toc433621794]The local government needs survey that was conducted by IDC August 2014
[bookmark: _Toc433621795]The American Society of Civil Engineers, 2012 Report Card for Idaho’s infrastructure was used to further assess non-housing community development needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621796]Public participation was another method to determine need.   A number of pre-draft written and hearing comments, see attached, identified that housing of homeless families and individuals was a very important need as well as ensuring the development of affordable housing.  A high majority of comments received, favor the implementation of a “housing first” type program to assist the homeless population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621797]Prior five years of CDBG application submissions


	[bookmark: _Toc433621798]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433621799]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621800]Housing related activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621801]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621802]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621803]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621804]Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Middle
Large Families
Families with Children
Elderly
Rural
Chronic Homelessness

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621805]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621806]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621807]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction
Provide Suitable Living Environment

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621808]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621809]Housing related activities - water/sewer hookups to low to moderate income persons, public infrastructure expansion to affordable housing, acquisition of property to construct affordable housing, acquisition or rehabilitation of existing affordable housing, subordinated loans for homeownership.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621810]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621811]The basis has been determined by four sources:  
[bookmark: _Toc433621812]The local government needs survey that was conducted by IDC in August 2014.
[bookmark: _Toc433621813]The American Society of Civil Engineers, 2012 Report Card for Idaho’s infrastructure was used to further assess non-housing community development needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621814]Public participation was another method to determine need.   A number of pre-draft written and hearing comments, see appendix, identified that housing of homeless families and individuals was a very important need as well as ensuring the development of affordable housing.  A high majority of comments received, favor the implementation of a “housing first” type program to assist the homeless population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621815]Prior five years of CDBG application submissions



	[bookmark: _Toc433621816]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433621817]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621818]Economic Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621819]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621820]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621821]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621822]Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Rural
Non-housing Community Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621823]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621824]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621825]Economic Development-Job Creation
Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621826]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621827]Economic Development - job creation and downtown revitalization (expansion or extension of public infrastructure that serves a business that will create new jobs).  Providing business loans.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621828]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621829]The basis has been determined by four sources:  
[bookmark: _Toc433621830]The local government needs survey that was conducted by IDC in August 2014.
[bookmark: _Toc433621831]The American Society of Civil Engineers, 2012 Report Card for Idaho’s infrastructure was used to further assess non-housing community development needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621832]Public participation was another method to determine need.   A number of pre-draft written and hearing comments, see appendix, identified that housing of homeless families and individuals was a very important need as well as ensuring the development of affordable housing.  A high majority of comments received, favor the implementation of a “housing first” type program to assist the homeless population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621833]Prior five years of CDBG application submissions


	[bookmark: _Toc433621834]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433621835]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621836]Cleanup of blighted properties

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621837]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621838]Low

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621839]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621840]Non-housing Community Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621841]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621842]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621843]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621844]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621845]Clean-up of contaminated public property and sites; and clearance and demolition of blighted properties

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621846]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621847]The basis has been determined by four sources:  
[bookmark: _Toc433621848]The local government needs survey that was conducted by IDC in August 2014.
[bookmark: _Toc433621849]The American Society of Civil Engineers, 2012 Report Card for Idaho’s infrastructure was used to further assess non-housing community development needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621850]Public participation was another method to determine need.   A number of pre-draft written and hearing comments, see appendix, identified that housing of homeless families and individuals was a very important need as well as ensuring the development of affordable housing.  A high majority of comments received, favor the implementation of a “housing first” type program to assist the homeless population.
[bookmark: _Toc433621851]Prior five years of CDBG application submissions


	[bookmark: _Toc433621852]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433621853]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621854]Planning Studies

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621855]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621856]Low

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621857]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621858]Non-housing Community Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621859]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621860]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621861]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction
Economic Development-Job Creation
Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621862]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621863]Comprehensive plan, facility plan or preliminary engineering, environmental studies, economic development and energy conservation.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621864]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621865]The basis has been determined by the local government needs survey that was conducted by IDC in August 2014.  


	[bookmark: _Toc433621866]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433621867]Priority Need Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433621868]Homeless Shelter Operations & Prevention

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621869]Priority Level
	[bookmark: _Toc433621870]High

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621871]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433621872]Extremely Low
Rural
Chronic Homelessness
Individuals
Families with Children
Mentally Ill
Chronic Substance Abuse
veterans
Persons with HIV/AIDS
Victims of Domestic Violence
Unaccompanied Youth

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621873]Geographic Areas Affected
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621874]Associated Goals
	[bookmark: _Toc433621875]Provide Suitable Living Environment

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621876]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433621877]Shelter operations and supportive services offered through shelters in all seven regions in Idaho. Rapid Re-housing and Homelessness Prevention made available through homeless services providers in all seven regions in Idaho.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621878]Basis for Relative Priority
	[bookmark: _Toc433621879]2014 Statewide Housing Needs Homeless Needs Assessment demonstrates a need to direct resources towards efforts which offer opportunities that assist homeless individuals and families in avoiding homelessness, reducing time spent homeless, and reprieve from living in environments not meant for human habitation.



[bookmark: _Toc433621880]Narrative (Optional)
[bookmark: _Toc433621881]According to the 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Assessment, the most urgent housing needs are(highest to lowest):
[bookmark: _Toc433621882]Rental housing for households at 30 percent AMI or less;
[bookmark: _Toc433621883]Homeownership opportunities for low income residents;
[bookmark: _Toc433621884]Rental housing for households at 80 percent AMI or less;
[bookmark: _Toc433621885]Emergency shelter for homeless/homeless shelter; and
[bookmark: _Toc433621886]Housing for homeless families.
[bookmark: _Toc433621887]IHFA is a non-profit housing corporation created by the State of Idaho to receive and administer federal programs and resources. The State of Idaho does not own or provide housing or housing resources.
[bookmark: _Toc433621888]IHFA HOME program provides funds only for permanent rental and homebuyer housing activities, see Priority Needs #1 and #2.  HOME funds cannot be used for any type of services, including supportive services. However, in an attempt to address the supportive services needs of HOME and LIHTC rental housing tenants, an applicant (owner/developer) receive additional points if the project application includes the provision of supportive services to their tenant population though the HOME period of affordability. The HOME program also has the flexibility to partner with many other types of supportive housing and special needs housing programs by providing the funds for the creation of the affordable housing units.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621889]The special needs housing programs administered by IHFA predominately serve homeless persons.  In many cases, these HUD program requirements do not allow funds to be used for non-homeless individuals.  However, ESG funds can be used for homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing activities.  Although an applicant must meet one of several HUD homeless definitions, one of those is being imminently at risk of homelessness (Category 2 of HUD’s homeless definition) which means they would still be housed when assistance is provided.  Those accessing ESG homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing assistance may receive short to medium term tenant-based rental assistance and/or housing relocation and stabilization services, including financial counseling, housing locator assistance, and housing stability case management.  IHFA also provides housing and/or supportive services to households participating in the Housing Opportunities For Persons With HIV/AIDS (HOPWA) program.  Homelessness is not a required program admittance requirement.  HOPWA participants may receive permanent rental subsidies, along with individualized case management.  While the COC, ESG, and HOPWA programs may serve vulnerable populations (elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities, etc.), the only specifically targeted subpopulations are HIV/AIDS and disabled.  Limited resources and service providers, the lack of local financial support, and the rural make-up of Idaho make providing services and housing to non-homeless persons an extreme challenge.  Further, the limited federal resources awarded to Idaho are to be targeted towards special needs and specific populations, such as the chronically homeless and veterans, which can make meeting the needs of non-homeless persons with COC and ESG programs difficult.
[bookmark: _Toc433621890][bookmark: _Toc433723361]SP-30 Influence of Market Conditions – 91.315(b)
[bookmark: _Toc433621891][bookmark: _Toc433723362]Influence of Market Conditions
	[bookmark: _Toc433621892]Affordable Housing Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433621893]Market Characteristics that will influence 
the use of funds available for housing type

	[bookmark: _Toc433621894]Tenant Based Rental Assistance (TBRA)
	[bookmark: _Toc433621895]IHFA will explore the need for a TBRA program in certain areas in Idaho.  When IHFA determines the parameters of a proposed TBRA program, it will prepare to substantially amend the Con Plan to include the program, including any target populations and areas.


	[bookmark: _Toc433621896]TBRA for Non-Homeless Special Needs
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433621897]New Unit Production
	[bookmark: _Toc433621898]Individual market studies that are submitted with proposed rental activities, the 2014 Idaho Housing, Demographics, and Transportation Report, and the 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Survey indicates adding new affordable rental housing remains a unmet housing need in many areas of Idaho. Data indicates Idaho's aging population, net in-migration, and the percentage of Cost-burdened renters and owners (49% of all wage earners in Idaho who live in rental housing are defined as Cost-burdened(rent alone is 30% or more of the total household income), combine together to create the need for additional affordable rental and homebuyer units.  

	[bookmark: _Toc433621899]Rehabilitation
	[bookmark: _Toc433621900]Fifty-seven percent (57%) of Idaho's housing stock was built prior to 1990, with 47% being built prior to 1979.  Older rental housing may require rehabilitation to meet or continue to meet HOME and LIHTC property standards, This includes existing Section 8 and USDA-RD properties in many of Idaho's smaller towns. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621901]There are several areas in Idaho that have a steady market of modest single-family homes for sale. When purchased and rehabilitated, they provide safe decent housing these community's low-income households that want to own their own home and not live in rental housing. In these communities, rehabilitating existing single-family units to be sold to low-income households helps to create a continuum of housing choices in these communities. 


	[bookmark: _Toc433621902]Acquisition including preservation
	[bookmark: _Toc433621903]There is a continued demand for HOME down payment/closing cost assistance to help qualified low-income homebuyers acquire a standard condition single-family property in Idaho. The HOME DP/CC program requires a single-family property to meet IHFA-HOME program definition of Standard Condition housing, i.e. meets state and local housing quality/property standards and code, at acquisition; if no such standards exist then property must meet the HOME program's current property standard.  
[bookmark: _Toc433621904]As Idaho's affordable housing rental properties age, there is a demand for HOME-assistance to help acquire the property. Under this program, when a rental property meet IHFA-HOME's definition of Standard Condition, which is defined as meeting Idaho's building code, local code/property standards/zoning /ordinances and the HOME Program's property standards prior to acquisition, HOME funds are used to help acquire the property. 
[bookmark: _Toc433621905]If a homebuyer or a rental property does not meet the definition of Standard Condition at acquisition, it must be rehabilitated prior to completion. 


[bookmark: _Toc433621906]Table 47 – Influence of Market Conditions


[bookmark: _Toc433621907]       Projected Rental and Homeowner Occupied Units[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc433621908][bookmark: _Toc433723363]SP-35 Anticipated Resources - 91.315(a)(4), 91.320(c)(1,2)
[bookmark: _Toc433621909]Introduction 
Idaho Housing and Finance Association is the Allocating Agency for Idaho's Low-Income Housing Tax Credit program(LIHTC), the designated Administrator for Idaho's HOME Investment Partnership Program, HERA Housing Trust Fund, the Neighborhood Stabilization Program, and the Emergency Solutions Grant Program. The Idaho Department of Commerce is the designated Administrator of Idaho's CDBG Program.

[bookmark: _Toc433621910]Anticipated Resources
	[bookmark: _Toc433621911]Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433621912]Source of Funds
	[bookmark: _Toc433621913]Uses of Funds
	[bookmark: _Toc433621914]Expected Amount Available Year 1
	[bookmark: _Toc433621915]Expected Amount Available Reminder of ConPlan $
	[bookmark: _Toc433621916]Narrative Description

	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433621917]Annual Allocation: $
	[bookmark: _Toc433621918]Program Income: $
	[bookmark: _Toc433621919]Prior Year Resources: $
	[bookmark: _Toc433621920]Total $
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433621921]CDBG
	[bookmark: _Toc433621922]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433621923]Acquisition
Admin and Planning
Economic Development
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433621924]7,822,995
	[bookmark: _Toc433621925]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621926]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621927]7,822,995
	[bookmark: _Toc433621928]30,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621929]Over the next year it is expected CDBG funding will be used to construct or improve eligible public facilities, public infrastructure, housing related activities, and economic development activities specific to job creation or downtown improvements.  These high priority activities will typically benefit populations including low-to-moderate income, families, rural, special needs, and non-housing community development

	[bookmark: _Toc433621930]HOME
	[bookmark: _Toc433621931]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433621932]Acquisition
Homebuyer assistance
Homeowner rehab
Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
New construction for ownership
TBRA
	[bookmark: _Toc433621933]3,252,306
	[bookmark: _Toc433621934]5,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621935]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621936]8,252,306
	[bookmark: _Toc433621937]12,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621938]Homeowner rehabilitation not an approved program under IHFA HOME Program

	[bookmark: _Toc433621939]ESG
	[bookmark: _Toc433621940]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433621941]Conversion and rehab for transitional housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing (rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433621942]1,013,565
	[bookmark: _Toc433621943]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621944]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621945]1,013,565
	[bookmark: _Toc433621946]4,052,260
	[bookmark: _Toc433621947]Shelter Operations and services, homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing. Conversion and rehab of transitional housing is not an approved activity under IHFA's ESG Program.

	[bookmark: _Toc433621948]Continuum of Care
	[bookmark: _Toc433621949]public federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433621950]Admin and Planning
Housing
Rental Assistance
Services
Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433621951]3,111,636
	[bookmark: _Toc433621952]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621953]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621954]3,111,636
	[bookmark: _Toc433621955]12,446,544
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433621956]Federal
[bookmark: _Toc433621957]Housing Trust Fund
	[bookmark: _Toc433621958]public federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433621959]Acquisition
Admin and Planning
Conversion and rehab for transitional housing
Financial Assistance
Homebuyer assistance
Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
New construction for ownership
Rental Assistance
TBRA
	[bookmark: _Toc433621960]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621961]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621962]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621963]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621964]12,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621965]This is added only as a potential resource.

	[bookmark: _Toc433621966]LIHTC
	[bookmark: _Toc433621967]private
	[bookmark: _Toc433621968]Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433621969]3,700,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621970]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621971]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621972]3,700,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621973]14,800,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621974]Low-Income Housing Tax Credits

	[bookmark: _Toc433621975]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433621976]private
	[bookmark: _Toc433621977]Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing (rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433621978]813,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621979]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621980]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621981]813,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621982]3,252,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433621983]Match may be Federal and State, but is primarily private funding

	[bookmark: _Toc433621984]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433621985]public federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433621986]Admin and Planning
Services
TBRA
Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433621987]463,423
	[bookmark: _Toc433621988]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621989]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433621990]463,423
	[bookmark: _Toc433621991]1,853,692
	[bookmark: _Toc433621992]Match is not currently a HOPWA program requirement; therefore, all contributions are considered leverage.  Sources of HOPWA donations of time, expertise, and funds include public, private, grants, and Ryan White programs.  Contributions to the HOPWA program offer HIV/AIDS prevention, medical care, HIV/AIDS treatment, HIV/AIDS medication assistance, case management, utility assistance, transportation, food assistance, among other activities.


[bookmark: _Toc433621993]Table 48 - Anticipated Resources


[bookmark: _Toc433621994]Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how matching requirements will be satisfied
[bookmark: _Toc433621995]The CDBG program does not require match except for administration at the State level, but CDBG does award points to projects based partially on the percentage of match they provide to the project. The local, State, and Federal match categories leverage the CDBG funds by completing the funding package necessary to construct public facilities and infrastructure and housing related projects. The private match leverage is from businesses expanding or building new facilities as a result of the CDBG infrastructure improvements.
[bookmark: _Toc433621996]With the projected $37.5 million over 5 year period the Idaho Department of Commerce expects to receive in CDBG funding it is estimated a total of $30 million annually from other local, State, Federal, and private sources will be partnered with the CDBG funded project.
[bookmark: _Toc433621997]Idaho's HOME program provides the gap financing to IHFA-approved rental and homebuyer activities. The HOME funds are leveraged with private loans and other Federal housing program funds.  IHFA incurs a 25% match liability for every HOME entitlement expended on housing activities.  IHFA meets this match liability by identifying eligible forms match as defined at HOME CPD Notice 97-03.
[bookmark: _Toc433621998]The HUD table above appears to indicate  HOME funds identified appear to be the total amount available for HOME-assisted activities. However, what the table does not identify is the estimated amounts that will be used for administrative and planning costs and CHDO Operating Assistance(and not HOME housing activities). Each annual HOME allocation and program income receipted is subject to a maximum 10% Administrative/planning fee (to help cover the costs of administering the program) and up to 5% for Community Housing Development Organizations(CHDOs) operating assistance grants.
[bookmark: _Toc433621999] ESG contribution sources include other non-ESG HUD funds, other federal funds, state government, local government, private funds, and other.  ESG imposes a 100% match requirement which may be fulfilled by cash or in-kind services.  Donations to the ESG encouraged and supported numerous activities, including encouraging homeownership, increasing access to facilities and services, case management, life skills guidance, counseling, among other support and service efforts.
[bookmark: _Toc433622000]If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the state that may be used to address the needs identified in the plan
[bookmark: _Toc433622001]The State of Idaho does not designate publically-owned land or property to address the needs identified in this plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433622002][bookmark: _Toc433723364]SP-40 Institutional Delivery Structure – 91.315(k)
[bookmark: _Toc433622003]Explain the institutional structure through which the jurisdiction will carry out its consolidated plan including private industry, non-profit organizations, and public institutions.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622004]Responsible Entity
	[bookmark: _Toc433622005]Responsible Entity Type
	[bookmark: _Toc433622006]Role
	[bookmark: _Toc433622007]Geographic Area Served

	[bookmark: _Toc433622008]IDAHO HOUSING AND FINANCE ASSOCIATION
	[bookmark: _Toc433622009]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433622010]Homelessness
Non-homeless special needs
Ownership
Rental
	[bookmark: _Toc433622011]Jurisdiction

	[bookmark: _Toc433622012]State of Idaho Dept of Commerce
	[bookmark: _Toc433622013]Government
	[bookmark: _Toc433622014]Economic Development
neighborhood improvements
public facilities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622015]State


[bookmark: _Toc433622016]Table 49 - Institutional Delivery Structure
[bookmark: _Toc433622017]
Assess of Strengths and Gaps in the Institutional Delivery System
[bookmark: _Toc433622018] See Grantees Unique Appendices for individual program responses 
[bookmark: _Toc433622019]Availability of services targeted to homeless persons and persons with HIV and mainstream services
	[bookmark: _Toc433622020]Homelessness Prevention Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433622021]Available in the Community
	[bookmark: _Toc433622022]Targeted to Homeless
	[bookmark: _Toc433622023]Targeted to People with HIV

	[bookmark: _Toc433622024]Homelessness Prevention Services

	
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433622025]Counseling/Advocacy
	[bookmark: _Toc433622026]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622027]X
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433622028]Legal Assistance
	[bookmark: _Toc433622029]X
	 
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433622030]Mortgage Assistance
	[bookmark: _Toc433622031]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622032]X
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433622033]Rental Assistance
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622034]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622035]X

	[bookmark: _Toc433622036]Utilities Assistance
	[bookmark: _Toc433622037]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622038]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622039]X

	[bookmark: _Toc433622040]Street Outreach Services

	[bookmark: _Toc433622041]Law Enforcement
	[bookmark: _Toc433622042]X
	 
	   

	[bookmark: _Toc433622043]Mobile Clinics
	[bookmark: _Toc433622044]X
	 
	   

	[bookmark: _Toc433622045]Other Street Outreach Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433622046]X
	 
	   





	[bookmark: _Toc433622047]Supportive Services

	[bookmark: _Toc433622048]Alcohol & Drug Abuse
	[bookmark: _Toc433622049]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622050]X
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622051]Child Care
	[bookmark: _Toc433622052]X
	  
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622053]Education
	[bookmark: _Toc433622054]X
	  
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622055]Employment and Employment Training
	[bookmark: _Toc433622056]X
	  
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622057]Healthcare
	[bookmark: _Toc433622058]X
	  
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622059]HIV/AIDS
	[bookmark: _Toc433622060]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622061]X
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622062]Life Skills
	[bookmark: _Toc433622063]X
	  
	[bookmark: _Toc433622064]X

	[bookmark: _Toc433622065]Mental Health Counseling
	[bookmark: _Toc433622066]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622067]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622068]X

	[bookmark: _Toc433622069]Transportation
	[bookmark: _Toc433622070]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622071]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622072]X

	[bookmark: _Toc433622073]Other

	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622074]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622075]X
	[bookmark: _Toc433622076]X


[bookmark: _Toc433622077]Table 50 - Homeless Prevention Services Summary
[bookmark: _Toc433622078]Describe the extent to which services targeted to homeless person and persons with HIV and mainstream services, such as health, mental health and employment services are made available to and used by homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families and unaccompanied youth) and persons with HIV within the jurisdiction
[bookmark: _Toc433622079]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
[bookmark: _Toc433622080]Due to the lack of a high concentration of individuals living with HIV/AIDS, funding, support, and awareness can limit the services and resources dedicated to this population.  This is further exacerbated by Idaho’s rural character.  Small towns are not well equipped, if at all, to appropriately serve HIV/AIDS patients.  This is evident in Table 49's demonstration of a lack of services targeting individuals with HIV/AIDS.
[bookmark: _Toc433622081]The second largest gap in service delivery is the absence of services which promote education and career growth.  These services include child care, education, employment services, and legal assistance.  While these services may be available in Idaho communities or regions, they oftentimes do not offer preference to homeless individuals or families.
[bookmark: _Toc433622082]When it comes to housing services, acceptance to rental assistance programs may be possible; however, landlord screening and backgrounds checks may restrict homeless households from attaining housing.  Poor credit/rental history or a criminal record can prohibit someone from being selected from a pool of prospective tenants.  This issue is currently exacerbated in some regions within Idaho due to very low vacancy rates.
[bookmark: _Toc433622083]The Continuum of Care network and structure which has been established is a huge contributor to Idaho's success in addressing homelessness issues.  Although the BOS COC covers a large geographical area, activities, efforts, service delivery, and fund allocation have been regionalized.  This ensures that issues are addressed locally by those with hands on experience and exposure.  This promotes local support, awareness, and advocacy.  As each region experiences issues and setbacks, or is exposed to new situations, updates are presented to the BOS COC governing body.  The BOS COC, in turn, distributes suggestions, guidance, and feedback to all regions across the state.  As guidance from HUD is received regarding any particular situation, direction is offered to all.  This improves the program knowledge and administrative competency of all agencies participating in the BOS COC.  Due to the scarce resources which may sometimes plaque certain regions or cities, most service providers are intimately aware of the resources available, how to access them, and what the eligibility criteria and process is which can, at times, make services more accessible than they may originally seem to an inquiring individual or family.      
[bookmark: _Toc433622084]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
[bookmark: _Toc433622085]IHFA has sought several types of technical assistance from HUD in an effort to promote homelessness awareness, cross-agency collaboration, and mission support.  Approval of the technical assistance requests have been granted and will provide IHFA and the BOS COC with guidance on initiating the next steps towards an improved and more involved coordinated assessment system.  This effort will educate State Departments on the need to better target homeless individuals and families, as well as improve IHFA’s ability to prioritize limited program funds.  A robust coordinated entry system, with a thorough and documented assessment process, will also increase the BOS COC understanding and usefulness of homelessness data collection.  The additional statistics will benefit developers and organizations seeking to add affordable housing to Idaho communities by providing accurate and irrefutable data on which areas are in the most need of homelessness preferences and the level and extent of supportive housing needed.  IHFA, as representatives of the BOS COC governing body, will increase participation in regional housing coalitions with a focus on educating participating agencies on the importance of cultivating local effort to address the homeless issue in each region.  The BOS COC plans to develop an agenda to successfully seek out state and local support in combating and preventing homelessness, and increasing service-area coverage for individuals with HIV/AIDS.
[bookmark: _Toc433622086]IHFA is committing resources towards investigating successful Housing First models and projects currently operating in the western United States.  This endeavor will consist of a planning and development team of IHFA department managers with knowledge and understanding of resources that have been found to be associated with Housing First implementations.  IHFA will visit three to four agencies and multiple projects to study project development, access to and delivery of services, successful partnerships, reducing housing access barriers, financial structure, and the prioritization of homeless households.  These visits, and potentially future visits, will also focus on effective coordinated entry systems and vulnerability assessments intended to identify those who will receive first priority.
[bookmark: _Toc433622087]IHFA will also take the above opportunity to further investigate incentivizing developers to address the need for affordable housing for the homeless, or households with incomes at or below 30% of the area median income.  Initiatives, such as instituting bonus points for permanent supportive housing projects or communities that offer housing for the homeless will be located and reviewed.  Additional efforts to promote development of housing that meets the needs of Idaho’s homeless will be actively sought after.


[bookmark: _Toc433622088][bookmark: _Toc433723365]SP-45 Goals Summary – 91.315(a)(4)
[bookmark: _Toc433622089]Goals Summary Information 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622090]Sort Order
	[bookmark: _Toc433622091]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622092]Start Year
	[bookmark: _Toc433622093]End Year
	[bookmark: _Toc433622094]Category
	[bookmark: _Toc433622095]Geographic Area
	[bookmark: _Toc433622096]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622097]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622098]Goal Outcome Indicator

	[bookmark: _Toc433622099]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622100]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
	[bookmark: _Toc433622101]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622102]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622103]Affordable Housing
Homeless
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622104]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Housing related activities
Planning Studies
	[bookmark: _Toc433622105]CDBG: $9,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622106]Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit:
108000 Persons Assisted
 
Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit:
100 Households Assisted
 
Homeless Person Overnight Shelter:
40 Persons Assisted
 
Overnight/Emergency Shelter/Transitional Housing Beds added:
40 Beds

	[bookmark: _Toc433622107]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433622108]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
	[bookmark: _Toc433622109]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622110]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622111]Affordable Housing
Homeless
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622112]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Cleanup of blighted properties
Planning Studies
	[bookmark: _Toc433622113]CDBG: $10,800,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622114]Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit:
108000 Persons Assisted
 
Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit:
120 Households Assisted
 
Rental units rehabilitated:
25 Household Housing Unit
 
Homeless Person Overnight Shelter:
40 Persons Assisted
 
Overnight/Emergency Shelter/Transitional Housing Beds added:
40 Beds

	[bookmark: _Toc433622115]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433622116]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction
	[bookmark: _Toc433622117]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622118]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622119]Affordable Housing
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622120]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Housing related activities
Planning Studies
	[bookmark: _Toc433622121]CDBG: $9,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622122]Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit:
108000 Persons Assisted
 
Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit:
100 Households Assisted

	[bookmark: _Toc433622123]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433622124]Economic Development-Job Creation
	[bookmark: _Toc433622125]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622126]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622127]Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622128]Economic Development
Planning Studies
	[bookmark: _Toc433622129]CDBG: $3,600,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622130]Jobs created/retained:
300 Jobs
 
Other:
8 Other

	[bookmark: _Toc433622131]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433622132]Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization
	[bookmark: _Toc433622133]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622134]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622135]Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622136]Economic Development
Cleanup of blighted properties
Planning Studies
	[bookmark: _Toc433622137]CDBG: $3,600,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622138]Other:
8 Other

	[bookmark: _Toc433622139]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433622140]Provide Suitable Living Environment
	[bookmark: _Toc433622141]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622142]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622143]Homeless
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622144]Tenant-Based Rental Assistance
Housing related activities
Homeless Shelter Operations & Prevention
	[bookmark: _Toc433622145]ESG: $5,065,825
Continuum of Care: $15,558,180
ESG Match: $4,065,000
HOPWA Competitive Grant: $2,317,115
	[bookmark: _Toc433622146]Tenant-based rental assistance / Rapid Rehousing:
375 Households Assisted
 
Homeless Person Overnight Shelter:
3113 Persons Assisted
 
Homelessness Prevention:
223 Persons Assisted
 
Other:
335 Other

	[bookmark: _Toc433622147]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433622148]Provide Decent Affordable Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433622149]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622150]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622151]Affordable Housing
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622152]Create and Preserve Affordable Rental Housing
Create Decent Affordable Homeownership
Tenant-Based Rental Assistance
	[bookmark: _Toc433622153]HOME: $20,252,306
Housing Trust Fund: $12,000,000
LIHTC: $18,500,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622154]Rental units constructed:
1042 Household Housing Unit
 
Rental units rehabilitated:
400 Household Housing Unit
 
Homeowner Housing Added:
225 Household Housing Unit
 
Direct Financial Assistance to Homebuyers:
175 Households Assisted
 
Tenant-based rental assistance / Rapid Rehousing:
80 Households Assisted


[bookmark: _Toc433622155]Table 51 – Goals Summary


[bookmark: _Toc433622223][bookmark: _Toc433723366]Goal Descriptions
	[bookmark: _Toc433622157][bookmark: _Toc433622168]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622158]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
[bookmark: _Toc433622159]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622160]Activities include bringing public facilities systems (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities) into compliance with environmental laws, federal and state standards, industry standards or best management practices. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622161]25%
[bookmark: _Toc433622162]Why 25%?
[bookmark: _Toc433622163]First, for the state CDBG program, the Public Facilities/ Infrastructure- Compliance goal consists of a large diverse number of activities, therefore, by going with 25% it gives local governments a fair amount of flexibility to submit an application based on their Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance needs.  The original intent of the CDBG program was meant to not be a top down driven model.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622164]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on public facilities/infrastructure-compliance was 19%.  This continues to meet the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 15% to 20% on the public facilities / infrastructure – compliance.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622165]Backed by Idaho Department of Commerce's local government needs survey, 87% of responders were satisfied with the existing allocation percentages.       
[bookmark: _Toc433622166]Further rationale for 25%, includes an increasing interest to assist with housing for the homeless population, see attached public comment section.  Homeless and domestic violence shelters could fall within this goal.   A housing first approach to mitigating homelessness type projects will be considered a public facility, but could also be identified under homelessness prevention or public facilities housing benefit, depending on lease agreement.  Another reason for the 25% is that the survey indicated a higher than average need for park and recreational facilities, which could fall within the public facilities/infrastructure compliance goal.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622167] Third, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement. 



	2
[bookmark: _Toc433622169]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622170]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
[bookmark: _Toc433622171]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622172]Activities include rehabilitation, replacement or remodeling of a public facilities (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities and affordable housing) systems. 

[bookmark: _Toc433622173]30% - Public Facility / Infrastructure – Rehab
[bookmark: _Toc433622174]Why 30? 
[bookmark: _Toc433622175]First, for the state CDBG program, the Public Facilities/Infrastructure- Rehab. Consists of a large diverse number of activities, therefore, by going with 30% it gives local governments a fair amount of flexibility to submit an application based on their Public Facility/Infrastructure- Rehab needs.  The original intent of the CDBG program, was not meant to be a top down driven model.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622176]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehab was 17%.  This meets the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 15% to 20% on the Public Facilities /Infrastructure – Rehab.
[bookmark: _Toc433622177]Backed by Idaho Department of Commerce’s local government needs survey 87% of responders were satisfied with the existing allocation percentages.       
[bookmark: _Toc433622178]Further rationale for 30%, includes an increasing interest to assist with housing for the homeless population, see attached public comment section.  Homeless and domestic violence shelters could fall within this goal.  A housing first approach to mitigating homelessness type project will at this time be considered a public facility, but could also be identified under homelessness prevention or public facilities housing benefit, depending on lease agreement.  Another reason for the 30% is that the survey indicated a higher than average need for park and recreational facilities, which could fall within the Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehab goal. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622179] Third, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement. 
  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622180]3
[bookmark: _Toc433622181]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622182]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction
[bookmark: _Toc433622183]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622184]Activities include installing new public facilities systems (infrastructure, community facilities, and public utilities) or extending a system to an eligible service area.  This includes new infrastructure to support housing related activities and affordable housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433622185]25% - Public Facility / Infrastructure – New Construction
[bookmark: _Toc433622186]Why 25%? 
[bookmark: _Toc433622187]First, for the state CDBG program, the Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction goal consists of a large diverse number of activities, therefore, by going with 25% it gives local governments a fair amount of flexibility to submit an application based on their Public Facility/Infrastructure-New Construction needs.  The original intent of the CDBG program was not meant to be a top down driven model.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622188]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction goal was 14%.  This is slightly under the five year goal the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 15% to 20% on the Public Facilities /Infrastructure – New Construction.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622189]Backed by Idaho Department of Commerce's local government needs survey 87% of responders were satisfied with the existing allocation percentages.    
[bookmark: _Toc433622190]Third, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement.     




[bookmark: _Toc433622191]
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[bookmark: _Toc433622192]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622193]Economic Development-Job Creation
[bookmark: _Toc433622194]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622195]Public infrastructure improvements for business expansion and subsequent job creation for low to moderate income persons.
[bookmark: _Toc433622196]10% - Job Creation
[bookmark: _Toc433622197]Why 10%?
[bookmark: _Toc433622198]No question job creation, especially higher paying jobs, is a need in Idaho.  However, utilizing CDBG for job creation is not always user friendly for local governments and their partnering business due to environment review timelines, property acquisition standards, and job creation/retention requirements.  Therefore, only a limited number of eligible job creation projects that are not in a fast tracking mode nor obligating a large percentage of private funds to the public infrastructure expansion, are an effective and efficient use of CDBG.   
[bookmark: _Toc433622199]Second, over the last five years the CDBG percentage expended on job creation was 16.6%.  This met the 2010-14 five year goal of expending 10% to 20% on the job creation priority. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622200]Third, the local government survey indicated job creation as the 2nd highest priority with the “public infrastructure to business” as the highest need activity.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622201]Fourth, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure IDC meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement.  







	[bookmark: _Toc433622202]5
[bookmark: _Toc433622203]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622204]Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization
[bookmark: _Toc433622205]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622206]Public improvements to downtown blighted areas.
[bookmark: _Toc433622207]10% - Downtown Revitalization
[bookmark: _Toc433622208]Why 10%?
[bookmark: _Toc433622209]Many smaller cities that are served by the CDBG program have seen retail box type businesses establish outside their downtown area which have pulled business and jobs out of their downtown core or have experienced a general lack of sustainable investment in the existing private buildings.   In an effort to mitigate these elements some cities are looking to reinvest back into their downtowns.  In part because it’s a significant part of their sense of place, but also the infrastructure is in-place.  Therefore, a demand exists to improve their downtown infrastructure, which typically includes ADA improvements.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622210]Over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on downtown revitalization was 9%   This did not met the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 10% to 20% on the downtown revitalization priority, however, Idaho Department of Commerce is expecting to see a renewed interest in some cities pursuing CDBG funding for downtown revitalization.
[bookmark: _Toc433622211]Third, Idaho Department of Commerce's local government needs survey indicated the existing downtown revitalization goal as the 3rd highest need priority. 








	[bookmark: _Toc433622212][bookmark: _Toc433622217]6
[bookmark: _Toc433622213]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622214]Provide Suitable Living Environment
[bookmark: _Toc433622215]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622216]ESG program funds will be used for the following eligible activities: shelter, homelessness prevention, and rapid re-housing.  IHFA’s goal will be to, through collaboration with and participation in the Balance of State and Boise City/Ada County COC’s, continually impress a positive impact upon the homeless families and individuals in Idaho.  As data collection evolves through HMIS and COC innovations, ESG funds will be used in a manner that best fits the needs of those seeking the refuge it can offer.

	7
[bookmark: _Toc433622218]Goal Name
[bookmark: _Toc433622219]Provide Decent Affordable Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433622220]Goal Description
[bookmark: _Toc433622221]The total number of units constructed and rehabilitated shown in the Goal Outcome Indicator below includes 5 years of rental units constructed and rehabilitated using HOME funds. However, the same Goal Outcome Indicator reflects 4 years of rental units using Federal Housing Trust funds because the funds are not expected to be expended during the 2015 Program Year. The number of beneficiaries (units) shown in the Goal Outcome Indicator "TBRA/rapid rehousing" includes only 4 years of and anticipated TBRA program because the program most likely will not be  adopted during PY2015. Accordingly, the 2015 Action Plan Goal Outcome Indicators for these same categories will be adjusted accordingly.
[bookmark: _Toc433622222]The Goal Outcome Indicators include rental housing units produced in partnership with Idaho's Low-Income Housing Tax Credit program.  These rental housing activities may include rental housing for non-homeless special needs populations





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)
[bookmark: _Toc433622224]Beginning PY2015-2019 estimates are based on recent HOME allocation amounts and the number of HOME-assisted units produced, IHFA estimates it should be able to provide the following HOME-assisted units: Extremely-Low Income households(0-30% AMI)-12, Very-Low Income households(31-60% AMI)-235, and Low-Income(61-80%)-270.  However, it should be noted that the actual number of total rental units provided because of HOME's gap financing will be a larger.  This is because HOME funds will help Idaho's Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program create an additional 376 LIHTC units and all LIHTC units are restricted to households with incomes ≤60% AMI. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622225]Special needs program estimates are based on recent program allocation amounts and may fluctuate based on the number of special needs assisted units and future program funding.  IHFA estimates providing ESG assistance to over 3,200 individuals per PY, COC assistance to over 1,100 individuals per PY, and HOPWA assistance to over 200 individuals per PY.  All participants of COC, HOPWA, and ESG shelter and rapid re-housing (approximately 3,700 individuals) have income of anywhere from 0 to 50% AMI (very-low income).  ESG homelessness prevention participants (approximately 291 individuals) have income of less than 30% AMI (extremely-low income).    



[bookmark: _Toc433622226][bookmark: _Toc433723367]SP-50 Public Housing Accessibility and Involvement – 91.315(c)
[bookmark: _Toc433622227]Need to Increase the Number of Accessible Units (if Required by a Section 504 Voluntary Compliance Agreement) 
[bookmark: _Toc433622228]IHFA administers the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program in 34 of 44 counties and encourages public housing programs statewide. IHFA is only one in a statewide network of public housing providers.  IHFA does not oversee any citywide or countywide Participating Jurisdictions (PJs) for public housing. These jurisdictions have local official governing boards responsible to appoint the board of a Public Housing Authority (PHA) and direct PHA activities.
[bookmark: _Toc433622229]Activities to Increase Resident Involvements
[bookmark: _Toc433622230]With this consideration a description of efforts to foster public housing resident initiatives during the 2014 program year are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc433622231]IHFA will continue to make available a Housing Choice Voucher Homeownership program, currently available only to disabled households and those voucher households currently participating in the voucher Family Self Sufficiency program. Presently, 41 participants have been successful in purchasing homes using Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers to provide mortgage payment subsidy on a long-term basis. IHFA will hold regional PHA Plan hearings and perform outreach in each area that IHFA has a branch office administering Section 8 vouchers and Low Rent Public Housing to encourage participation in a Resident Advisory Board.
[bookmark: _Toc433622232]IHFA implemented a Homeownership program for the 29 scattered-site Low Rent Public Housing units in Idaho Falls offering the homes first to public housing residents.  To date five homes have been purchased, and numerous public housing and family self-sufficiency clients are working toward homeownership.  IHFA submitted an application for the HUD Rental Assistance Demonstration program for its 47-unit complex in Kellogg.  Once approved this would provide for long-term affordability by converting the property to the Section 8 project-based program.  Until such time as these efforts are finalized the remaining residents will be asked to serve on Resident Advisory Boards.
[bookmark: _Toc433622233] Is the public housing agency designated as troubled under 24 CFR part 902?	
No

[bookmark: _Toc433622234][bookmark: _Toc433723368]SP-55 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.315(h)
[bookmark: _Toc433622235]Response exceeds maximum allowable characters- See Unique Appendices. 

[bookmark: _Toc433622236]Strategy to Remove or Ameliorate the Barriers to Affordable Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433622237]Response exceeds 4000 Characters- See Unique Appendices

[bookmark: _Toc433622238][bookmark: _Toc433723369]SP-60 Homelessness Strategy – 91.315(d)
[bookmark: _Toc433622239]Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their individual needs
[bookmark: _Toc433622240]Traditionally, sixty percent (60%) of ESG funds have been directed towards emergency shelter activities.  This provides financial support for operational costs and services within the sixteen (16) facilities statewide receiving ESG shelter funds.  The remaining forty percent (40%) of ESG funds are distributed to nine (9) agencies statewide for homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing activities.  To determine homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing awards, a proportionate fund allocation is determined using a formula that incorporates five regional factors, including population, percentage of households at or below 30% of the area median income, unemployment rate, Point In Time count results, and bed utilization.  All ESG awards take competitive application scoring into consideration when making final awards to subrecipients.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622241] Additionally, Continuum of Care bodies include representation from a currently or previously homeless individual.  The inclusion of individuals with firsthand experience of the issue is extremely valuable in adding insight regarding the needs of those misfortuned with homelessness into policy decision making.  Although the BOS COC spans across 43 of Idaho’s 44 counties and ESG serves all of Idaho, the organizational structure successfully pools the knowledge, experience, and encounters of all those participating.  This collection of individuals closely connected to the issue of homelessness provides invaluable insight into the housing needs and services of the homeless individuals they serve.
[bookmark: _Toc433622242] Each shelter and homelessness provider implements their own marketing strategies to ensure that their services are known to those in need of the services offered, and are easily accessible.  All program subrecipients and sponsors are encouraged to perform outreach within their community to increase project awareness and access.  Outreach may include attending local service provider meetings, partnering with local agencies to pair resources, attending homeless stand down events, locating offices in accessible and visible locations, ensuring community provider lists include current agency information, locating and engaging with homeless individuals, among other efforts. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622243]IHFA is also researching assessment models and coordinated entry systems across the United States to determine which tools would have the highest impact on Idaho’s ability to assess the needs of homeless households.  A proper and effective assessment and coordinated entry system will aid the BOS COC in ensuring resources strategically target specific homeless sub-populations and to identify successful models and projects and any system gaps that may exist.  The BOS COC is forming a Coordinated Entry Committee to oversee the continuum’s strategic plan for coordinated entry.  Preliminary research and meetings have been coordinated with the Boise City Ada County COC.
[bookmark: _Toc433622244]Addressing the emergency and transitional housing needs of homeless persons
[bookmark: _Toc433622245]The need for emergency shelter services is high in Idaho.  For this reason, sixty percent (60%) of ESG funds are committed to shelter activities.  The distribution of these funds is determined based on the agencies that respond to the funding availability notice and the scoring of each project’s application.  This allows agencies to demonstrate their capacity to administer grant funds and experience in serving the homeless population.  The BOS COC is also addresses the needs of homeless persons by recognizing the benefit and success of rapid re-housing programs.  Although this is a form of permanent housing, it is time restricted and can be used as a more efficient alternative to transitional housing.  Higher efficiencies computes to more people being served.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622246] The BOS COC currently funds 30 COC projects specifically targeting homeless individuals and/or families, 13 of which operate transitional housing programs.  Of the BOS COC funding that is used for housing activities, 34% is reserved for transitional housing purposes.  Services are oftentimes associated with these housing projects to ensure individuals and families receive the resources needed to obtain permanent housing, if necessary, and achieve self-sufficiency, if possible.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622247]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.
[bookmark: _Toc433622248]In the absence of appropriate and effective intervention efforts and resources, many families and individuals will become homeless as life changes such as loss of employment, lack of affordable housing, loss of support networks, exit from an institution or facility, and other severe circumstances present themselves.  For those that experience these misfortunes, recovery can be extremely difficult when disability, controlled substance or alcohol dependency, or other extreme circumstances exist.  Certain individuals may require more permanent support and services, traditionally associated with permanent housing.  The BOS COC has made permanent housing a priority while serving Idaho’s homeless population.  Of the 30 BOS COC housing projects currently operating, 17 are offering permanent housing options to homeless families and individuals.  However, the emphasis on permanent housing is not so heavily weighted as to discount the benefits of transitional housing, which can be used as an effective and useful method to divert individuals into life and housing stability.   
[bookmark: _Toc433622249]IHFA and the BOS COC acknowledges and supports the commitment preventing and ending homelessness displayed by HUD through Opening Doors.  Whether a participant receives housing and service support through transitional or permanent housing, each agency strives to individualized goal-based service planning to increase the likelihood for success long-term success, including self-sufficiency; ensure access to situations that offer a permanent housing plan; and establish support networks and habits that reduce the likelihood of recidivism.  These efforts are especially crucial in transitional and rapid re-housing programs to increase the chance of individuals with an opportunity for self-sufficiency to succeed in the goals for independence.  The BOS COC placed an emphasis on rapid re-housing during the 2014 Continuum of Care Competition.  Funds from other housing projects became available for reallocation and all funds were dedicated to rapid re-housing.  This emphasis is designed to shorten the length of time homeless individuals and families experience homelessness.   
[bookmark: _Toc433622250]Help low-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
[bookmark: _Toc433622251]Of the ESG funding not associated with shelter activities, approximately 40% is used towards homelessness prevention efforts.  These funds can be leveraged with services which assist families or individuals in evaluating their primary causes for being at risk of homelessness.  Doing so increases the probability that those receiving assistance will not allow similar habits or situations to occur in the future.  Education on budget, finances, and credit can oftentimes assist a family or individual in making changes necessary to avoid a reoccurrence of the contributing factor(s).
[bookmark: _Toc433622252]The BOS COC is working with a HUD contractor to identify points of entry which may increase the Continuum’s ability to redirect individuals and families away from becoming homeless.  The effort will include a collaboration of state agencies, homeless network providers, both continuums of care in Idaho, and all others who may meet, treat, serve, or interact with the homeless on a regular basis. 


[bookmark: _Toc433622253][bookmark: _Toc433723370]SP-65 Lead based paint Hazards – 91.315(i)
[bookmark: _Toc433622254]Actions to address LBP hazards and increase access to housing without LBP hazards
[bookmark: _Toc433622255]The Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act prohibits the use of Lead-Based paint in all residential structures constructed on or after January 1, 1978(exemptions apply).  HUD estimates 11% of U.S. housing built between 1960 and 1977 has significant lead-based paint hazards, with 39% of housing built between 1940-1959, and 67% of housing built prior to 1939 (Guidelines for Evaluation of Control of LBP hazards in HUD Housing, 2012 Update: Chapter 5, pg. 12)]. Idaho has a total of 676,192 housing units; 46% of these units were built before 1970. Using HUD's estimates, a total of 93,583 housing units in Idaho could have significant LPB hazards. It is noted that these estimates do not account for the number of housing units that have had lead hazard reduction or elimination activities.  Accordingly,  the number of residential units in Idaho with significant LBP hazards is likely to be significantly lower.  Additional information available below. 

[bookmark: _Toc433622256] How are the actions listed above integrated into housing policies and procedures?
[bookmark: _Toc433622257]The State of Idaho does not have its own Lead-based paint/hazard reduction program.  Because of this, Idaho is required to adhere to the Federal EPA Lead-Based Paint Renovation, Repair, and Paint Rule (RRP).  This rule applies to all permanent residential housing built before January 1, 1978. Because there is no state level program, EPA must approve and certify all Idaho's LBP trainers, risk assessors/paint testers and renovation firms/workers in Idaho; it does not recognize other state level programs or certifications, i.e. Oregon.
[bookmark: _Toc433622258]When HOME funds are used for acquisition and/or rehabilitation activities, HUD's Lead-Safe Housing Rule(LSHR) also applies to the activity. When one Federal rule(RRP and LSHR) is more restrictive than the other, the most restrictive rule applies. In many cases this is the HUD LSHR.
[bookmark: _Toc433622259]There are certain LBP rule exemptions under EPA's RRP rule, however to be defined as an acceptable exemption under the HOME Program, the HUD LSHR must also identify it as an exemption. The most restrictive rule will apply.
[bookmark: _Toc433622260]HOME LBP policies and procedures are identified in the HOME Administrative Plan and enforced through written agreement with the owner. LBP tenant disclosure requirements and LBP hazard identification and reduction activities requirements are monitored for compliance during the HOME period of affordability. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622261]IHFA supports the position that education and training will reduce lead-based paint hazards in Idaho's residential housing. While IHFA is not a State agency, HUD defines it as such, and is therefore ineligible to apply for HUD Lead-based Paint training program funds. Local units of government are eligible to apply for these same training funds, as available.

	Housing Units in Idaho 

	Total Housing Units in Idaho
676,192
	Housing built 1960-1977
11%
	Housing built 1940-1959
39%
	Housing built prior to 1930
 67%

	HUD Estimate of Idaho Housing units significant Lead-based Paint Hazards
	19,373
	30,026
	44,184





[bookmark: _Toc433622263][bookmark: _Toc433723371]SP-70 Anti-Poverty Strategy – 91.315(j)
[bookmark: _Toc433622264]Jurisdiction Goals, Programs and Policies for reducing the number of Poverty-Level Families
[bookmark: _Toc433622265]While IHFA is not a state agency, the populations it serves in affordable housing are often the same population that the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare(IDHW) serves. Although not necessarily a coordinated effort, IDHW goals and anti-poverty strategies are consistent with some of IHFA's affordable housing strategies.
[bookmark: _Toc433622266]IDHW goals: Addressing processes and procedures that challenge clients’ ability to enroll in and retain key work supports, improve childcare eligibility policies along with Idaho Child Care Program (ICCP) business processes and technology by building on successes in SNAP, Medicaid, and cash assistance programs.
[bookmark: _Toc433622267]Better integrate Idaho’s work support programs (including SNAP, Medicaid, and ICCP) to streamline benefit renewal for eligible families and, thus, to support improved outcomes for these families.
[bookmark: _Toc433622268]Increase the productivity of the department’s eligibility workforce by further implementing a universal workforce service delivery model.
[bookmark: _Toc433622269]IHFA- Small Business Loan Program-Funding for this Program is provided by the U.S. Department of Treasury under the State Small Business Credit Initiative (SSBCI), authorized under the Small Business Jobs Act of 2010. IHFA was approved as administrator for Idaho’s $13.2 million allocation on August 15, 2011. The Program is a collaborative partnership between the U.S. Department of Treasury, Idaho Department of Commerce, Idaho Housing and Finance Association, and the Idaho Bankers Association. Idaho small businesses who are interested in this Program work through their local lending institutions to qualify. In summary, the Program places pledged cash deposits with lending institutions to enhance the collateral of qualified small business borrowers who would not otherwise be able to obtain financing. In September of 2013, Treasury granted IHFA permission to add non-federal funds into the Collateral Support Program.
[bookmark: _Toc433622270]How are the Jurisdiction poverty reducing goals, programs, and policies coordinated with this affordable housing plan
[bookmark: _Toc433622271]IHFA- Households who participate in the federal Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program are eligible to be part of Idaho Housing's Family Self-Sufficiency (FSS) Program, a voluntary program that helps families become economically independent. The goals include assisting families to become free of all forms of state and federal welfare through employment. Participants may receive an interest-bearing escrow (savings) account that accrues as their household's portion of the rent increases because of an increase in earned-income. This tax-free account is given to the family when they complete their FSS Contract of Participation and are free of welfare for 12 consecutive months. The program matches an individual's savings, up to $2,000, dollar-for-dollar towards the down payment on a home.
[bookmark: _Toc433622272]When HUD funds are used to created multifamily affordable housing, HUD' s Section 3 and Minority and Women-Owned Business Entities (MBE/WBE) requirements help target local economic development to low-income residents and business entities, as well as MBE/WBE. Section 3 outreach requirements are determined on the basis of the entire project's aggregate federal funding. Examples of local outreach can include an advertising potential employment in area the project will be located, and submitting the project information Idaho's and HUD's Section 3 Business Entity Registration.  Section 3 and MBE/WBE requirements are identified in the HOME Administrative Plan and are included in HOME written agreements, as they apply to the project.
[bookmark: _Toc433622273]CDBG
[bookmark: _Toc433622274]The Idaho Department of Commerce’s anti-poverty strategy is to assist cities and counties who construct infrastructure that aids in a businesses’ development that leads to job creation and retention.  At a minimum, 51% of these jobs must be taken by low-to-moderate income (LMI) individuals, including individuals at poverty level.  Jobs taken by LMI individuals should increase their income and help them develop more marketable skills as well as their confidence.  Commerce is creating opportunity for poverty individuals. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622275]Second, is the implementation of HUD’s Section 3 regulations, which fosters local economic development and individual self-sufficiency for low income persons in the solicitation of professional services and construction work needed to complete ICDBG projects. The purpose of these requirements is to ensure that a greater share of economic opportunities generated by ICDBG funding is targeted to low income individuals and families who live in the grantee’s jurisdiction.  ICDBG funded grantees and contractors must make a good faith effort to award contracts to Section 3 business concerns and utilize Section 3 area residents as trainees and employees.  Section 3 requirements are applicable when projects receive $200,000 or more in federal funds.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622276]Third, IDC advertizes ICDBG funded projects through Idaho’s Procurement Technical Assistance Center to ensure professional and construction services on CDBG funded projects are directly solicited to Disadvantaged and Women Business Enterprises. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622277]Fourth, IDC provides additional points to job creation projects that are located or sited in the Small Business Administration’s HUB zones.  HUB zones are historically underutilized business zones that typically have higher rates of unemployment or lower per capita income then national levels. 

[bookmark: _Toc433622278][bookmark: _Toc433723372]SP-80 Monitoring – 91.330
[bookmark: _Toc433622279]Describe the standards and procedures that the state 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
[bookmark: _Toc433622280]The standards and procedures that the state will use to monitor activities are described in the Unique Appendices. 

[bookmark: _Toc433622281][bookmark: _Toc433723373]2015 ACTION PLAN 
[bookmark: _Toc433622282][bookmark: _Toc433723374]AP-15 Expected Resources – 91.320(c)(1,2)
[bookmark: _Toc433622283]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433622284]Idaho Housing and Finance Association is the Allocating Agency for Idaho's Low-Income Housing Tax Credit program(LIHTC), the designated Administrator for Idaho's HOME Investment Partnership Program, HERA Housing Trust Fund, the Neighborhood Stabilization Program, and the Emergency Solutions Grant Program. The Idaho Department of Commerce is the designated Administrator of Idaho's CDBG Program.
[bookmark: _Toc433622285] Anticipated Resources
	[bookmark: _Toc433622286]Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433622287]Source of Funds
	[bookmark: _Toc433622288]Uses of 
[bookmark: _Toc433622289]Funds
	[bookmark: _Toc433622290]Expected Amount Available Year 1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622291]Expected Amount Available Reminder of ConPlan $
	[bookmark: _Toc433622292]Narrative Description

	
	
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622293]Annual Allocation: $
	[bookmark: _Toc433622294]Program Income: $
	[bookmark: _Toc433622295]Prior Year Resources:$
	[bookmark: _Toc433622296]Total:$
	
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433622297]CDBG
	[bookmark: _Toc433622298]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433622299]Acquisition
Admin and Planning
Economic Development
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433622300]7,822,995
	[bookmark: _Toc433622301]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622302]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622303]7,822,995
	[bookmark: _Toc433622304]30,000,00
	[bookmark: _Toc433622305]Over the next year it is expected CDBG funding will be used to construct or improve eligible public facilities, public infrastructure, housing related activities, and economic development activities specific to job creation or downtown improvements.  These high priority activities will typically benefit populations including low-to-moderate income, families, rural, special needs, and non-housing community development

	[bookmark: _Toc433622306]HOME
	[bookmark: _Toc433622307]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433622308]Acquisition
Homebuyer assistance
Homeowner rehab
Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
New construction for ownership
TBRA
	[bookmark: _Toc433622309]3,252,306
	[bookmark: _Toc433622310]5,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622311]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622312]8,252,306
	[bookmark: _Toc433622313]12,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622314]Homeowner rehabilitation is not an approved program under IHFA's HOME Program

	[bookmark: _Toc433622315]ESG
	[bookmark: _Toc433622316]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433622317]Conversion and rehab for transitional housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing (rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433622318]1,013,565
	[bookmark: _Toc433622319]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622320]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622321]1,013,565
	[bookmark: _Toc433622322]4,052,260
	[bookmark: _Toc433622323]Shelter Operations and services, homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing. Conversion and rehab of transitional housing is not an approved activity under IHFA's ESG Program.

	[bookmark: _Toc433622324]Continuum of Care
	[bookmark: _Toc433622325]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433622326]Admin and Planning
Housing
Rental Assistance
Services
Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433622327]3,111,636
	[bookmark: _Toc433622328]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622329]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622330]3,111,636
	[bookmark: _Toc433622331]12,446,544
	  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622332]Housing Trust Fund
	[bookmark: _Toc433622333]public - federal
	[bookmark: _Toc433622334]Acquisition
Admin and Planning
Conversion and rehab for transitional housing
Financial Assistance
Homebuyer assistance
Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
New construction for ownership
Rental Assistance
TBRA
	[bookmark: _Toc433622335]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622336]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622337]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622338]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622339]12,000,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622340]This is added as a potential resource.

	[bookmark: _Toc433622341]LIHTC
	[bookmark: _Toc433622342]private
	[bookmark: _Toc433622343]Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
	[bookmark: _Toc433622344]3,700,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622345]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622346]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622347]3,700,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622348]14,800,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622349]Low-Income Housing Tax Credits

	[bookmark: _Toc433622350]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433622351]private
	[bookmark: _Toc433622352]Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing (rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
	[bookmark: _Toc433622353]813,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622354]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622355]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622356]813,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622357]3,252,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622358]Match may be Federal and State, but is primarily private funding





[bookmark: _Toc433622359]Table 52 - Expected Resources – Priority Table


[bookmark: _Toc433622360]Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how matching requirements will be satisfied
[bookmark: _Toc433622361]The CDBG program does not require match except for administration at the State level, but CDBG does award points to projects based partially on the percentage of match they provide to the project. The local, State, and Federal match categories leverage the CDBG funds by completing the funding package necessary to construct public facilities and infrastructure and housing related projects. The private match leverage is from businesses expanding or building new facilities as a result of the CDBG infrastructure improvements.
[bookmark: _Toc433622362]With the projected $37.5 million over 5 year period the Idaho Department of Commerce expects to receive in CDBG funding it is estimated a total of $30 million annually from other local, State, Federal, and private sources will be partnered with the CDBG funded project.
[bookmark: _Toc433622363]Idaho's HOME program provides the gap financing to IHFA-approved rental and homebuyer activities. The HOME funds are leveraged with private loans and other Federal housing program funds.  IHFA incurs a 25% match liability for every HOME entitlement expended on housing activities.  IHFA meets this match liability by identifying eligible forms match as defined at HOME CPD Notice 97-03.
[bookmark: _Toc433622364]The HUD table above appears to indicate  HOME funds identified appear to be the total amount available for HOME-assisted activities. However, what the table does not identify is the estimated amounts that will be used for administrative and planning costs and CHDO Operating Assistance(and not HOME housing activities). Each annual HOME allocation and program income receipted is subject to a maximum 10% Administrative/planning fee (to help cover the costs of administering the program) and up to 5% for Community Housing Development Organizations(CHDOs) operating assistance grants.
[bookmark: _Toc433622365] ESG contribution sources include other non-ESG HUD funds, other federal funds, state government, local government, private funds, and other.  ESG imposes a 100% match requirement which may be fulfilled by cash or in-kind services.  Donations to the ESG encouraged and supported numerous activities, including encouraging homeownership, increasing access to facilities and services, case management, life skills guidance, counseling, among other support and service efforts.
[bookmark: _Toc433622366]If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that may be used to address the needs identified in the plan
[bookmark: _Toc433622367]The State of Idaho does not designate publically-owned land or property to address the needs identified in this plan.


[bookmark: _Toc433622368][bookmark: _Toc433723375]Annual Goals and Objectives
[bookmark: _Toc433622369]AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives – 91.320(c)(3)&(e)
[bookmark: _Toc433622370]Goals Summary Information 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622371]Sort Order
	[bookmark: _Toc433622372]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622373]Start Year
	[bookmark: _Toc433622374]End Year
	[bookmark: _Toc433622375]Category
	[bookmark: _Toc433622376]Geographic Area
	[bookmark: _Toc433622377]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622378]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622379]Goal Outcome Indicator

	[bookmark: _Toc433622380]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622381]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance
	[bookmark: _Toc433622382]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622383]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622384]Affordable Housing
Homeless
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622385]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Housing related activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622386]CDBG: $1,800,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622387]Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 21622 Persons Assisted
Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 20 Households Assisted
Homeless Person Overnight Shelter: 8 Persons Assisted
Overnight/Emergency Shelter/Transitional Housing Beds added: 8 Beds

	[bookmark: _Toc433622388]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433622389]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation
	[bookmark: _Toc433622390]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622391]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622392]Affordable Housing
Homeless
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622393]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Housing related activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622394]CDBG: $2,160,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622395]Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 21622 Persons Assisted
Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 24 Households Assisted
Homeless Person Overnight Shelter: 8 Persons Assisted
Overnight/Emergency Shelter/Transitional Housing Beds added: 8 Beds
Housing for Homeless added: 5 Household Housing Unit

	[bookmark: _Toc433622396]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433622397]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction
	[bookmark: _Toc433622398]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622399]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622400]Affordable Housing
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622401]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
	[bookmark: _Toc433622402]CDBG: $1,800,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622403]Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 21622 Persons Assisted
Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 20 Households Assisted

	[bookmark: _Toc433622404]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433622405]Economic Development-Job Creation
	[bookmark: _Toc433622406]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622407]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622408]Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622409]Economic Development
	[bookmark: _Toc433622410]CDBG: $720,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622411]Jobs created/retained: 60 Jobs

	[bookmark: _Toc433622412]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433622413]Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization
	[bookmark: _Toc433622414]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622415]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622416]Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622417]Economic Development
Cleanup of blighted properties
	[bookmark: _Toc433622418]CDBG: $720,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622419]Other: 2 Other

	[bookmark: _Toc433622420]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433622421]Provide Suitable Living Environment
	[bookmark: _Toc433622422]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622423]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622424]Homeless
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622425]Housing related activities
Homeless Shelter Operations & Prevention
	[bookmark: _Toc433622426]ESG: $1,013,565
Continuum of Care: $3,111,636
ESG Match: $813,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433622427]Tenant-based rental assistance / Rapid Rehousing: 375 Households Assisted
Homeless Person Overnight Shelter: 3113 Persons Assisted
Homelessness Prevention: 223 Persons Assisted

	[bookmark: _Toc433622428]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433622429]Provide Decent Affordable Housing
	[bookmark: _Toc433622430]2015
	[bookmark: _Toc433622431]2019
	[bookmark: _Toc433622432]Affordable Housing
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622433]Create and Preserve Affordable Rental Housing
Create Decent Affordable Homeownership
	[bookmark: _Toc433622434]HOME: $8,252,306
	[bookmark: _Toc433622435]Rental units constructed: 208 Household Housing Unit
Rental units rehabilitated: 80 Household Housing Unit
Homeowner Housing Added: 45 Household Housing Unit
Direct Financial Assistance to Homebuyers: 35 Households Assisted


[bookmark: _Toc433622436]Table 53 – Goals Summary


	[bookmark: _Toc433622437]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622438]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622439]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622440]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622441]Activities will include projects that bring public facilities systems (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities) into compliance with environmental laws, federal and state standards, industry standards or best management practices.
[bookmark: _Toc433622442]25% - Public Facility / Infrastructure – Compliance 
[bookmark: _Toc433622443]Why 25%? 
[bookmark: _Toc433622444]First, for the state CDBG program, the Public Facilities/ Infrastructure- Compliance goal consists of a large diverse number of activities, therefore, by going with 25% it gives local governments a fair amount of flexibility to submit an application based on their Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance needs.  The original intent of the CDBG program was meant to not be a top down driven model.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622445]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on public facilities/infrastructure-compliance was 19%.  This continues to meet the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 15% to 20% on the public facilities / infrastructure – compliance.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622446]Backed by Idaho Department of Commerce's local government needs survey, 87% of responders were satisfied with the existing allocation percentages.       
[bookmark: _Toc433622447]Further rationale for 25%, includes an increasing interest to assist with housing for the homeless population, see attached public comment section.  Homeless and domestic violence shelters could fall within this goal.   A housing first approach to mitigating homelessness type projects will be considered a public facility, but could also be identified under homelessness prevention or public facilities housing benefit, depending on lease agreement.  Another reason for the 25% is that the survey indicated a higher than average need for park and recreational facilities, which could fall within the public facilities/infrastructure compliance goal.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622448] Third, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement. 


[bookmark: _Toc433622449]

	2
	[bookmark: _Toc433622450]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622451]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622452]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622453]Activities will include rehabilitation, replacement, or remodeling of a public facility (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities and affordable housing) system.
[bookmark: _Toc433622454]30% - Public Facility / Infrastructure – Rehab
[bookmark: _Toc433622455]Why 30? 
[bookmark: _Toc433622456]First, for the state CDBG program, the Public Facilities/Infrastructure- Rehab. Consists of a large diverse number of activities, therefore, by going with 30% it gives local governments a fair amount of flexibility to submit an application based on their Public Facility/Infrastructure- Rehab needs.  The original intent of the CDBG program, was not meant to be a top down driven model.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622457]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehab was 17%.  This meets the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 15% to 20% on the Public Facilities /Infrastructure – Rehab.
[bookmark: _Toc433622458]Backed by Idaho Department of Commerce’s local government needs survey 87% of responders were satisfied with the existing allocation percentages.       
[bookmark: _Toc433622459]Further rationale for 30%, includes an increasing interest to assist with housing for the homeless population, see attached public comment section.  Homeless and domestic violence shelters could fall within this goal.  A housing first approach to mitigating homelessness type project will at this time be considered a public facility, but could also be identified under homelessness prevention or public facilities housing benefit, depending on lease agreement.  Another reason for the 30% is that the survey indicated a higher than average need for park and recreational facilities, which could fall within the Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehab goal. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622460] Third, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement.   


[bookmark: _Toc433622461]

	3
	[bookmark: _Toc433622462]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622463]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622464]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622465]Activities will include projects that install a new public facility (infrastructure, community facilities and public utilities) system or extend a system to a new service area.
[bookmark: _Toc433622466]25% - Public Facility / Infrastructure – New Construction
[bookmark: _Toc433622467]Why 25%? 
[bookmark: _Toc433622468]First, for the state CDBG program, the Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction goal consists of a large diverse number of activities, therefore, by going with 25% it gives local governments a fair amount of flexibility to submit an application based on their Public Facility/Infrastructure-New Construction needs.  The original intent of the CDBG program was not meant to be a top down driven model.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622469]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction goal was 14%.  This is slightly under the five year goal the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 15% to 20% on the Public Facilities /Infrastructure – New Construction.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622470]Backed by Idaho Department of Commerce's local government needs survey 87% of responders were satisfied with the existing allocation percentages.    
[bookmark: _Toc433622471]Third, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement.     



[bookmark: _Toc433622472]

	4
	[bookmark: _Toc433622473]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622474]Economic Development-Job Creation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622475]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622476]Public infrastructure improvements for business expansion and subsequent job creation for low to moderate income persons
 
 10% - Job Creation
[bookmark: _Toc433622477]Why 10%?
[bookmark: _Toc433622478]No question job creation, especially higher paying jobs, is a need in Idaho.  However, utilizing CDBG for job creation is not always user friendly for local governments and their partnering business due to environment review timelines, property acquisition standards, and job creation/retention requirements.  Therefore, only a limited number of eligible job creation projects that are not in a fast tracking mode nor obligating a large percentage of private funds to the public infrastructure expansion, are an effective and efficient use of CDBG.   
[bookmark: _Toc433622479]Second, over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on job creation was 16.6%.  This exceeded the 2010-14 five year goal of expending 10% to 20% on the job creation priority.  However four were very large job creation projects which is not typical.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622480]Third, the local government needs survey indicated job creation as the 2nd highest priority with the “public infrastructure to business” as the highest need activity.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622481]Fourth, projects funding from this allocation priority will help to ensure Idaho Department of Commerce meets its 70% of funding to benefit low-to-moderate income requirement.  


[bookmark: _Toc433622482]

	5
	[bookmark: _Toc433622483]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622484]Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622485]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622486]Public Improvements to downtown blighted areas that bring two substandard infrastructure systems into compliance or code
[bookmark: _Toc433622487]10% - Downtown Revitalization
[bookmark: _Toc433622488]Why 10%?
[bookmark: _Toc433622489]Many smaller cities that are served by the CDBG program have seen retail box type businesses establish outside their downtown area which have pulled business and jobs out of their downtown core or have experienced a general lack of sustainable investment in the existing private buildings.   In an effort to mitigate these elements some cities are looking to reinvest back into their downtowns.  In part because it’s a significant part of their sense of place, but also the infrastructure is in-place.  Therefore, a demand exists to improve their downtown infrastructure, which typically includes ADA improvements.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622490]Over the last four years the CDBG percentage expended on downtown revitalization was 9%   This did not met the 2010-14 Consolidated Plan’s five year goal of expending 10% to 20% on the downtown revitalization priority, however, Idaho Department of Commerce is expecting to see a renewed interest in some cities pursuing CDBG funding for downtown revitalization.
[bookmark: _Toc433622491]Third, Idaho Department of Commerce's local government needs survey indicated the existing downtown revitalization goal as the 3rd highest need priority.  

	[bookmark: _Toc433622492]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433622493]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622494]Provide Suitable Living Environment

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622495]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622496]The ESG program will serve a minimum of 3,000 households with shelter, homeless prevention and rapid re-housing funds.

	[bookmark: _Toc433622497]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433622498]Goal Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622499]Provide Decent Affordable Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622500]Goal Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622501]The HOME program will award funds to approved eligible affordable rental housing and homebuyer activities during the 2015 Program Year. The total number of rental units constructed and rehabilitated below indicates the number of units produced in partnership with LIHTC


[bookmark: _Toc433622502]
[bookmark: _Toc433723376]AP-25 Allocation Priorities – 91.320(d)
[bookmark: _Toc433622503]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433622504]During PY 2015 IHFA will award HOME funds to eligible applicants to construct, acquire and/or rehabilitate permanent rental housing to help meet Idaho's rental housing needs. IHFA will award HOME funds to eligible nonprofits and qualified units of local government to construct, acquire and rehabilitate single-family units to be sold to HOME-eligible and IHFA qualified low-income homebuyers, based on market need. IHFA will also award Downpayment/closing cost assistance directly to HOME-eligible and IHFA-qualified homebuyers to acquire a standard condition single-family housing unit.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622505][bookmark: _Toc433723377]Funding Allocation Priorities
	 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622506]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622507]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622508]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622509]Economic Development-Job Creation (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622510]Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622511]Provide Suitable Living Environment (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622512]Provide Decent Affordable Housing (%)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622513]Total (%)

	[bookmark: _Toc433622514]CDBG
	[bookmark: _Toc433622515]25
	[bookmark: _Toc433622516]30
	[bookmark: _Toc433622517]25
	[bookmark: _Toc433622518]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433622519]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433622520]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622521]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622522]100

	[bookmark: _Toc433622523]HOME
	[bookmark: _Toc433622524]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622525]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622526]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622527]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622528]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622529]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622530]100
	[bookmark: _Toc433622531]100

	[bookmark: _Toc433622532]ESG
	[bookmark: _Toc433622533]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622534]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622535]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622536]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622537]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622538]100
	[bookmark: _Toc433622539]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622540]100

	[bookmark: _Toc433622541]Continuum of Care
	[bookmark: _Toc433622542]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622543]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622544]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622545]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622546]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622547]100
	[bookmark: _Toc433622548]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622549]100

	[bookmark: _Toc433622550]Housing Trust Fund
	[bookmark: _Toc433622551]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622552]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622553]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622554]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622555]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622556]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622557]100
	[bookmark: _Toc433622558]100

	[bookmark: _Toc433622559]LIHTC
	[bookmark: _Toc433622560]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622561]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622562]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622563]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622564]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622565]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622566]100
	[bookmark: _Toc433622567]100

	[bookmark: _Toc433622568]Other ESG Match
	[bookmark: _Toc433622569]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622570]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622571]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622572]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622573]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622574]100
	[bookmark: _Toc433622575]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433622576]100


[bookmark: _Toc433622577]						Table 54 – Funding Allocation Priorities
[bookmark: _Toc433622578][bookmark: _Toc433723378]Reason for Allocation Priorities
[bookmark: _Toc433622579]CDBG- See AP20 Goals 2,3,4,5 and 6 goal descriptions	

HOME
[bookmark: _Toc433622580]The 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Survey, the 2014 Idaho County by County Demographic, Housing, and Transportation Report, and input received from the public clearly indicate rental housing assistance is needed for Idaho's lowest income families including the homeless, is a priority housing need.
[bookmark: _Toc433622581]During PY 2015, IHFA will develop a HOME TBRA program, then seek to amend the 2015-2019 Five-Year Consolidated Plan.  Following HUD's approval of the amended Consolidated Plan, IHFA will then be able to implement the program. IHFA anticipates implementation could take place during PY 2016. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622582]Homeownership opportunities for Idaho's low-income families and individuals has also been identified as a priority housing need. IHFA acknowledges these families/individuals will need Downpayment/closing costs assistance as well as other types of financial/assistance to make homeownership a viable option.
[bookmark: _Toc433622583]ESG
Other than funding from faith-based organizations and Federal programs, Idaho’s homeless housing and service programs receive very little financial support.  In the absence of much needed emergency shelter funding, many individuals and families are unable to receive temporary assistance and reprieve from homelessness, and access to services to assist in being rapidly re-housed.  For this reason, Idaho has directed the maximum amount of ESG funds allowed by HUD regulations (60%) towards emergency shelter activities.  The remaining forty percent (40%) is used for homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing activities, with an emphasis placed on rapid re-housing.  The additional emphasis is imposed due to IHFA’s desire, and HUD precedence within the Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing Program (HPRP) program which was born out of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, to divert individuals out of homelessness and shorten shelter stays.  
[bookmark: _Toc433622584]How will the proposed distribution of funds will address the priority needs and specific objectives described in the Consolidated Plan?
[bookmark: _Toc433622585]CDBG- See AP20 Goals 2,3,4,5 and 6 goal descriptions.
[bookmark: _Toc433622586]HOME- Following a published NOFA process, IHFA will accept applications for rental housing project activities throughout Idaho.  Each application will be reviewed for compliance with regulatory requirements and IHFA preferences. Approved HOME activities must have documented market need and long-term feasibility for the type of housing proposed and the proposed population.  IHFA estimates it will award approximately 40% of the 2015 HOME allocation and HOME program income to the creation and preservation of permanent affordable rental housing in Idaho.
[bookmark: _Toc433622587]IHFA will accept single-family homebuyer activity proposals from qualified nonprofits and units of local government, following a published RFP(Request For Proposal) process for the new construction or acquire and rehabilitation single-family units, to be sold to IHFA qualified, HOME-eligible low and very-low income homebuyers throughout Idaho. At the sale of the unit, homebuyers assume a portion of the developer's loan as Downpayment/closing cost assistance. IHFA estimates it will award approximately 36% of the 2015 HOME allocation and program income to this activity. In addition to homebuyer properties activities, IHFA estimates it will also award approximately 9% of the 2015 HOME allocation and program income directly to HOME-eligible and IHFA qualified low-income homebuyers throughout Idaho, who want to purchase a standard condition single-family unit, in the form of down payment/closing cost assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc433622588]Prior to the Hearth Act, Idaho allocated the majority of ESG funds to homeless shelter activities.  While IHFA still places on emphasis on the importance of supporting shelter activities, which currently receives sixty percent (60%) of the annual award, this decreased upon Hearth Act implementation due to limitations imposed.  The remaining forty percent (40%) has been reserved for homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing activities, with majority support directed towards rapid re-housing.  Due to the changes in program regulations and need to prioritize resources in a new manner, IHFA felt it appropriate to impose a goal of ensuring that the changes in policy and regulations does not decrease the number of homeless households served.  For that reason, IHFA would like to see at least consistent impact on Idahoans served.  If a decrease in households served occurs while no waiting lists exist in emergency shelters, this would indicate a decreased need for emergency shelter beds which could allow for funds to be redirected towards homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing.  This could be an appropriate and positive scenario of not meeting the goal set.   


[bookmark: _Toc433622589][bookmark: _Toc433723379]AP-30 Methods of Distribution – 91.320(d)&(k)
[bookmark: _Toc433622590]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433622591]Idaho Department of Commerce- Idaho CDBG Program
[bookmark: _Toc433622592]Idaho Housing and Finance- Idaho HOME Program
[bookmark: _Toc433622593]Idaho Housing and Finance- Idaho Emergency Solutions Grant 

[bookmark: _Toc433622594] Distribution Methods
[bookmark: _Toc433622595]Table 55 - Distribution Methods by State Program
	[bookmark: _Toc433622596]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622597]State Program Name:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622598]HOME Down Payment/Closing Cost Assistance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622599]Funding Sources:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622600]HOME

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622601]Describe the state program addressed by the Method of Distribution.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622602]Funding proposals are accepted from qualified units of local government and/or non-profit development organizations, following a published Request for Proposal(RFP). 
[bookmark: _Toc433622603]Eligible activities can include the acquisition and rehabilitation of substandard condition single-family units and/or new construction of single-family units to be sold to a qualified HOME-eligible, IHFA-qualified, low-income homebuyer, upon completion. The sales price to the low-income homebuyer cannot exceed the HOME Homeownership value limits for the area in which the unit is located.
[bookmark: _Toc433622604]Homebuyers under this program are evaluated in the same manner as the HOME Down Payment/Closing Cost Assistance Program(see above).  The sales price to the homebuyer cannot exceed the applicable HOME Homeownership Value Limits for the area.
[bookmark: _Toc433622605]The homebuyer must reside in the HOME-assisted unit as a principal residence, as defined in the HOME Administrative Plan during the HOME period of affordability, or repay the HOME loan in full. The HOME period of affordability is determined by the amount of direct HOME assistance the homebuyer receives.  The homebuyer is able to sell the HOME-assisted unit at any time, to any willing buyer, for whatever price the market will bear.  At transfer of title, IHFA will attempt to recapture the full amount of the HOME loan from the net proceeds of the sale as defined under the HOME Program's Recapture Option §92.254 (a)(ii)(A)(4 and 5).The maximum amount of DPCC available is determined on an annual basis and published in the HOME Administrative Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433622606]An eligible homebuyer(s) must document household income ≤80% AMI as defined by 24 CFR 5.609 (Annual Income), have US citizenship or other eligibility status, have limited liquid assets as defined in the HOME Administrative Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433622607]If the unit was constructed prior to January 1, 1978, the rehab activity must comply with EPA and HUD Lead-Based paint disclosures, inspections, assessments, and lead hazard reduction requirements. 


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622608]Describe all of the criteria that will be used to select applications and the relative importance of these criteria.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622609]At initial acquisition and final sale to the homebuyer, each transaction must include a purchase offer agreement that complies with HUD-ER requirements, URA and Voluntary Sales Disclosure requirements, as well as other applicable federal and state cross-cutting regulations.
[bookmark: _Toc433622610] HOME Match is considered eligible under this activity only when the amount of the match contribution reduces the sales price to the homebuyer, or enables the house to be sold for less than the development costs, by and amount equal to the match contribution.
[bookmark: _Toc433622611]At application the homebuyer's housing debt and overall debt is reviewed to help determine the appropriateness of HOME assistance requested. Household monthly expenses and assets are also evaluated.  The homebuyer(s) must be able to document the total household income is ≤80% AMI as defined by 24 CFR 5.609 (annual income), evidence of U.S. citizenship or other eligible status. The underwriting policies are outlined in the annual HOME Administrative Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433622612]The HOME Program requires the homebuyer who received the HOME-assistance to reside in the HOME-assisted unit as their principal residence during the HOME period-of-affordability, as defined at §92.254 (a)(4) or repay the HOME funds in full. This homebuyer may sell their HOME-assisted unit at any time, to any willing buyer, for whatever price the market will bear. At transfer of title, IHFA will attempt to recapture the full amount of the HOME loan from the net proceeds of the sale, as defined under the HOME Program's Recapture Option [§92.254 (a)(ii)(A)(4 and 5)].
[bookmark: _Toc433622613]When the homebuyer receives HOME-assistance to purchase a home, the sales price of that unit cannot exceed the HOME Program's Homeownership Value Limits for the area in which the unit is located. The unit must be modest in character and meet Idaho's residential building code and local code, local property and housing standards and ordinances, as well as the HOME Program's property standard, at the time of sale. HOME Homeownership Value Limits and property standards are identified in the annual HOME Administrative Plan.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622614][bookmark: _Toc433622615]If only summary criteria were described, how can potential applicants access application manuals or other state publications describing the application criteria? (CDBG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622616]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622617]Describe the process for awarding funds to state recipients and how the state will make its allocation available
[bookmark: _Toc433622618]to units of general local government, and non-profit organizations, including community and faith-based
[bookmark: _Toc433622619]organizations. (ESG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622620]N/A


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622621]Identify the method of selecting project sponsors (including providing full access to grassroots faith-based and other
[bookmark: _Toc433622622]community-based organizations). (HOPWA only)
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622623]Describe how resources will be allocated among funding categories.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622624]N/A 


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622625]Describe threshold factors and grant size limits.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622626]The current maximum amount of DPCC available to a HOME-eligible and IHFA qualified homebuyer is identified in the annual HOME Administrative Plan.  The HOME Administrative Plan is reviewed and revised annually. The effective dates of each year's plan is January 1st -December 31st of each year.  The HOME program's 2015 Program Year begins April 1, 2015 and ends March 31, 2016. The 2015 program year includes the threshold factors and grant size limits as identified in the 2015 HOME Administrative Plan as well as the upcoming 2016 plan. The current (2015 HOME Administrative Plan) maximum award level for HOME DPCC is 3.5% of the purchase price, not to exceed $8000.  This award level is subject to change each year based on market conditions and other factors as determined by IHFA.  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622627]What are the outcome measures expected as a result of the method of distribution?
	[bookmark: _Toc433622628]35 Homebuyers will be assisted with Downpayment/closing cost assistance

	[bookmark: _Toc433622629]

2
	[bookmark: _Toc433622630]

State Program Name:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622631]

HOME Homebuyer Properties Activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622632]Funding Sources:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622633]HOME

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622634]Describe the state program addressed by the Method of Distribution.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622635]Funding proposal are submitted by qualified units of local government and/or non-profit organizations following a published Request for Proposal(RFP). Eligible activities under this program include the acquisition and rehabilitation of substandard condition single-family units and the new construction of single-family units to be sold to a qualified HOME-eligible, IHFA-qualified, low-income homebuyer, when completed. The sales price to the low-income homebuyer cannot exceed the HOME Homeownership value limits for the area in which the unit is located.
[bookmark: _Toc433622636]The homebuyers are evaluated in the same manner as identified under the HOME Down Payment/Closing Cost Assistance Program(see above).  The sales price to the homebuyer cannot exceed the applicable HOME Homeownership Value Limits for the area.
[bookmark: _Toc433622637]The homebuyer must reside in the HOME-assisted unit as a principal residence, as defined in the HOME Administrative Plan, during the HOME period of affordability or repay the HOME loan in full. The HOME period of affordability is determined by the amount of direct assistance the homebuyer receives.  The homebuyer is able to sell the HOME-assisted unit at any time, to any willing buyer, for whatever price the market will bear. At transfer of title, IHFA will attempt to recapture the full amount of the HOME loan from the net proceeds of the sale as defined under the HOME Program's Recapture Option §92.254 (a)(ii)(A)(4 and 5).The maximum amount of DPCC available to a homebuyer will be determined on an annual basis and published in the annual HOME Administrative Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433622638]An eligible homebuyer(s) must document household income ≤80% AMI as defined by 24 CFR 5.609 (Annual Income), have US citizenship or other eligibility status, have limited liquid assets as defined in the HOME Administrative Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433622639]The single-family unit must be an eligible property type. If the unit was constructed prior to January 1, 1978, the rehab activity must comply with EPA and HUD Lead-Based paint disclosures, inspections, assessments, and lead hazard reduction requirements. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622640]The initial acquisition and the final sale to the homebuyer, both transactions must document a purchase offer agreement that complies with HUD-ER requirements, Uniform Relocation Act and Voluntary Sales Disclosure, as well as other applicable federal and state cross-cutting regulations.
[bookmark: _Toc433622641]HOME Match is only considered eligible under this activity, if the amount of the match contribution reduces the sales price to the homebuyer or enables the house to be sold for less than the development costs by and amount equal to the match contribution.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622642]Describe all of the criteria that will be used to select applications and the relative importance of these criteria.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622643]Each proposal is reviewed for developer capacity and area market need for the type and scope of the proposed activity (new construction or acquisition/rehabilitation of single-family unit. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622644]Prior to commitment of HOME funds, a budget is submitted for review, which includes cost-necessity and reasonableness, to develop a unit of modest character in the market area. This review takes into consideration the HOME Homeownership Value Limits and the 80% AMI for the area in which the activity is proposed.  When the development phase of the activity is complete, the unit is sold to a HOME-eligible and IHFA-approved low-income homebuyer within 9 months. When the unit is sold, the developer will repay a potion of the HOME loan from the proceeds of the sale, less the amount of HOME funds assumed by the homebuyer. The loan to the low-income homebuyer is a 0% interest, due-on- sale, soft second loan. If the unit's total development costs exceed the net sales proceeds, the difference may be defined  by IHFA as a "development subsidy" and granted to the developer.  However, if there are excess net sales proceeds, they are returned to the HOME program. A developer is eligible to earn a developer fee if all conditions are satisfied, as identified in the written agreement. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622645]The homebuyer assumption's of a portion of the developer's loan at sale as referenced above, is contingent upon homebuyer approval by an IHFA or USDA-RD loan product and the completion of an approved homebuyer education course. The HOME-assistance available to a homebuyer is determined by IHFA on an annual basis and published in the HOME Administrative Plan. In 2015, the maximum amount of HOME homebuyer assistance is 10% of the appraised value or purchase price, whichever is less. The underwriting policies to evaluate housing debt and overall debt of the household, the appropriateness of the amount of assistance, monthly expenses, assets available to acquire the housing, and financial resources to sustain homeownership and future refinancing, are identified in the HOME Administrative Plan. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622646]The sales price of the unit cannot exceed the applicable (newly constructed or rehabilitated) HOME Homeownership Value Limits for the market area. At sale, the unit be modest in character and meet Idaho's residential building code and applicable local code(s), local property and housing standards and ordinances. If the unit is rehabilitated, it must be rehabilitated following the HOME Rehabilitation Standards as identified in the HOME Administrative Plan.  


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622647][bookmark: _Toc433622648]If only summary criteria were described, how can potential applicants access application manuals or other state publications describing the application criteria? (CDBG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622649]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622650]Describe the process for awarding funds to state recipients and how the state will make its allocation available
[bookmark: _Toc433622651][bookmark: _Toc433622652]to units of general local government, and non-profit organizations, including community and faith-based organizations. (ESG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622653]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622654][bookmark: _Toc433622655]Identify the method of selecting project sponsors (including providing full access to grassroots faith-based and other community-based organizations). (HOPWA only)
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622656]Describe how resources will be allocated among funding categories.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622657]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622658]Describe threshold factors and grant size limits.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622659]Qualified non-profit organizations and units of local government (land to be held in trust is not an eligible activity),  may sponsor the following activities: New construction, acquisition/rehabilitation of  eligible single-family housing units to be sold to HOME-eligible low-income households. Unit must be sold (under contract) within 9 months of the completion date of the construction/rehabilitation work. Sponsor may receive up to the HOME maximum subsidy limit on a per unit basis.  When the unit is sold, a HOME-eligible, IHFA-qualified homebuyer may receive up to 10% of the appraised value or  the sales price, whichever is less, as a soft second, due-on-sale loan. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622660]HOME funds are awarded to a qualified non-profit project sponsor in the form of a loan (see Homebuyer Properties Maximum Subsidy Tables for activity type Click here: Subsidy Limits to Project Sponsor
[bookmark: _Toc433622661] Homebuyer must qualify for and accept the maximum amount of a first (1st ) lien mortgage financing before IHFA determines the amount of HOME funds to the Homebuyer (see maximum allowable homebuyer)

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622662]What are the outcome measures expected as a result of the method of distribution?
	[bookmark: _Toc433622663]It is estimated that 45 Homebuyer properties (single-family units) will be constructed or rehabilitated then sold to qualified low-income homebuyers.
 

	[bookmark: _Toc433622664]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433622665]State Program Name:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622666]HOME Rental Housing Production

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622667]Funding Sources:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622668]HOME

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622669]Describe the state program addressed by the Method of Distribution.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622670]Following a published NOFA, minimum threshold, competitive scoring application process, IHFA awards HOME funds to approved and qualified public or private, for-profit or non-profit owners in the form of a low-interest loan. Because IHFA is also the State of Idaho's Allocating Agency for the Low-Income Housing Tax Credits, HOME is able to work closely with and collaborate with Idaho's Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program to create and preserve permanent affordable rental housing throughout Idaho.  The HOME program is designed to partner with a variety other public and private funding sources to create and preserve affordable housing. Approved activities under this program are New Construction, Acquisition, and Acquisition and Rehabilitation and Rehabilitation of affordable rental housing. 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622671]Describe all of the criteria that will be used to select applications and the relative importance of these criteria.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622672]Individual project applications are reviewed for threshold criteria. During the 2015 calendar year this will include a physical/capitol needs assessment, market study, evidence of site control that meets HUD-ER requirements, and is able to demonstrate long-term feasibility. The application is scored based on published HOME scoring criteria. In the 2015 scoring criteria is based on the proposed per/unit HOME investment, proposed project reserves, proposed funding sources, the combined debt service coverage ratio, HOME loan repayment structure, ownership structure, Section 3 and MBE/WBE outreach plans, local planning and zoning approval, proposed special needs population(s), match contribution, proximity to essential services based on tenant population, green building, energy efficiency, site/unit design and amenities.  Each year's scoring criteria is based on an assessment of the affordable housing market conditions and IHFA's determination of the best use of very limited public and private affordable housing resources.
[bookmark: _Toc433622673]As the Participating Jurisdiction for Idaho's HOME program and the Allocating Agency for Idaho's Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program, IHFA awards HOME and LIHTC funds to eligible and approved rental activities following a published NOFA, minimum threshold, competitive application scoring process. Both programs use the same online application.  Because of different statutory, regulatory, and program requirements, the applications are reviewed and scored by the HOME and LIHTC programs separately. Following the review and scoring process, HOME and LIHTC programs submit individual recommendations to IHFA's Allocation Resource Committee, who then issues the awards simultaneously. The HOME and LIHTC programs then work closely together to ensure simultaneous loan closing, development progress monitoring, and construction (development) completion.  IHFA also conducting long-term compliance monitoring and physical inspections for both programs.  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622674][bookmark: _Toc433622675]If only summary criteria were described, how can potential applicants access application manuals or other state publications describing the application criteria? (CDBG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622676]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622677]Describe the process for awarding funds to state recipients and how the state will make its allocation available
[bookmark: _Toc433622678]to units of general local government, and non-profit organizations, including community and faith-based
[bookmark: _Toc433622679]organizations. (ESG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622680]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622681][bookmark: _Toc433622682]Identify the method of selecting project sponsors (including providing full access to grassroots faith-based and other community-based organizations). (HOPWA only)
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622683]Describe how resources will be allocated among funding categories.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622684]N/A
 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622685]Describe threshold factors and grant size limits.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622686]Threshold factors for rental housing activities are identified in the Annual HOME Administrative Plan. This plan is reviewed and revised each year as determined by IHFA.  The HOME maximum subsidy limit is the 221(d)(3) limits

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622687]What are the outcome measures expected as a result of the method of distribution?
	[bookmark: _Toc433622688]45 affordable rental housing units will be newly constructed during PY2015
[bookmark: _Toc433622689]157 affordable rental housing units will be rehabilitated during PY2015

	[bookmark: _Toc433622690]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433622691]State Program Name:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622692]State of Idaho CDBG

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622693]Funding Sources:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622694]CDBG

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622695]Describe the state program addressed by the Method of Distribution.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622696]When this section of the Consolidated Plan is converted to a Word document for publishing purposes, the current version of the eCon Planning Suite cuts off a portion of the CDBG response.  Accordingly, the State of Idaho CDBG Program section and all responses required below are found in the Unique Appendices.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622697]Describe all of the criteria that will be used to select applications and the relative importance of these criteria.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622698]When this section of the Consolidated Plan is converted to a Word document for publishing purposes, the current version of the eCon Planning Suite cuts off a portion of the CDBG response.  Accordingly, the State of Idaho CDBG Program section and all responses required below are found in the Unique Appendices.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622699][bookmark: _Toc433622700]If only summary criteria were described, how can potential applicants access application manuals or other state publications describing the application criteria? (CDBG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622701]When this section of the Consolidated Plan is converted to a Word document for publishing purposes, the current version of the eCon Planning Suite cuts off a portion of the CDBG response.  Accordingly, the State of Idaho CDBG Program section and all responses required below are found in the Unique Appendices.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622702][bookmark: _Toc433622703][bookmark: _Toc433622704]Describe the process for awarding funds to state recipients and how the state will make its allocation available to units of general local government, and non-profit organizations, including community and faith-based organizations. (ESG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622705]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622706][bookmark: _Toc433622707]Identify the method of selecting project sponsors (including providing full access to grassroots faith-based and other community-based organizations). (HOPWA only)
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622708]Describe how resources will be allocated among funding categories.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622709]When this section of the Consolidated Plan is converted to a Word document for publishing purposes, the current version of the eCon Planning Suite cuts off a portion of the CDBG response.  Accordingly, the State of Idaho CDBG Program section and all responses required below are found in the Unique Appendices.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622710]Describe threshold factors and grant size limits.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622711]When this section of the Consolidated Plan is converted to a Word document for publishing purposes, the current version of the eCon Planning Suite cuts off a portion of the CDBG response.  Accordingly, the State of Idaho CDBG Program section and all responses required below are found in the Unique Appendices.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622712]What are the outcome measures expected as a result of the method of distribution?
	[bookmark: _Toc433622713]When this section of the Consolidated Plan is converted to a Word document for publishing purposes, the current version of the eCon Planning Suite cuts off a portion of the CDBG response.  Accordingly, the State of Idaho CDBG Program section and all responses required below are found in the Unique Appendices.

	[bookmark: _Toc433622714]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433622715]State Program Name:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622716]State of Idaho ESG

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622717]Funding Sources:
	[bookmark: _Toc433622718]ESG

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622719]Describe the state program addressed by the Method of Distribution.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622720]IHFA’s ESG subrecipients are chosen through a competitive statewide application process.  This process includes the following elements:
[bookmark: _Toc433622721]Funding availability announced in Idaho newspapers in each region of the state soliciting project applications from interested state or local governments and non-profit organizations.
[bookmark: _Toc433622722]In 2014, 25 applications were submitted for review by the Independent Review Panel (IRP).  Persons with experience in issues related to homelessness were recruited to serve on the IRP. The reviewers are responsible for rating applications using criteria provided by IHFA. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622723]Members of the IRP score each proposal individually before meeting to reconcile and average all panelists’ scores.  The resulting averaged score reflects the Panel’s collective determination of merit.  All applications meeting a threshold score determined by a weighted average were funded. 


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622724]Describe all of the criteria that will be used to select applications and the relative importance of these criteria.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622725]The following includes a summary of the six vital areas that serve as the basis for funding approval:
[bookmark: _Toc433622726]Agency background, including history of service and population served
[bookmark: _Toc433622727]Emergency Solutions needs and/or the service deficiency the project addresses
[bookmark: _Toc433622728]Identify independent elements and/or services requiring funding
[bookmark: _Toc433622729]Goals and objectives and how they would be achieved
[bookmark: _Toc433622730]Outcome measurements and documentation of accomplishments
[bookmark: _Toc433622731]Statement describing applicant’s capacity to administer the award


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622732][bookmark: _Toc433622733]If only summary criteria were described, how can potential applicants access application manuals or other state publications describing the application criteria? (CDBG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622734]N/A

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622735]Describe the process for awarding funds to state recipients and how the state will make its allocation available
[bookmark: _Toc433622736]to units of general local government, and non-profit organizations, including community and faith-based organizations. (ESG only)
	[bookmark: _Toc433622737]IHFA’s ESG sub-grantees are chosen through a competitive statewide application process.  This process includes the following elements:
[bookmark: _Toc433622738]Funding availability announced in Idaho newspapers in each region of the state soliciting project applications from interested state or local governments and non-profit organizations.
[bookmark: _Toc433622739]In 2014, 25 applications were submitted for review by the Independent Review Panel (IRP).  Persons with experience in issues related to homelessness were recruited to serve on the IRP. The reviewers are responsible for rating applications using criteria provided by IHFA. 
[bookmark: _Toc433622740]Members of the IRP score each proposal individually before meeting to reconcile and average all panelists’ scores.  The resulting averaged score reflects the Panel’s collective determination of merit.  All applications meeting a threshold score determined by a weighted average were funded.  The following includes a summary of the six vital areas that serve as the basis for funding approval:
[bookmark: _Toc433622741]From the rating process, sixteen (16) agencies were awarded conditional funding to provide shelter services and operations, and nine (9) agencies were awarded homelessness prevention or rapid re-housing activities in their respective regions of the state.  All applicants were evaluated based on their threshold score.  For the qualifying applicants, documentation is required regarding the following functional areas in the technical submission: Homeless Participation and representation on the Board of Insurance coverage
[bookmark: _Toc433622742]From the rating process, sixteen (16) agencies were awarded conditional funding to provide shelter services and operations, and nine (9) agencies were awarded homelessness prevention or rapid re-housing activities in their respective regions of the state.  All applicants were evaluated based on their threshold score.  For the qualifying applicants, documentation is required regarding the following functional areas in the technical submission: Homeless Participation and representation on the Board of Insurance coverage
[bookmark: _Toc433622743]Matching funds
[bookmark: _Toc433622744]Local government certifications
[bookmark: _Toc433622745]Accounting certifications
[bookmark: _Toc433622746]Various assurances


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622747][bookmark: _Toc433622748]Identify the method of selecting project sponsors (including providing full access to grassroots faith-based and other community-based organizations). (HOPWA only)
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622749]Describe how resources will be allocated among funding categories.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622750]ESG threshold factors have been set based on parameters set by HUD within program regulations.  Shelter activities will comprise of no more than sixty percent (60%) of the total ESG award.  Of the remaining forty percent (40%), homelessness prevention will exceed no more than forty percent (40%), with rapid re-housing funds equaling approximately sixty percent (60%).

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622751]Describe threshold factors and grant size limits.
	[bookmark: _Toc433622752]Subrecipients must document their experience with the proposed population, organizational capacity, and demonstrated fiscal ability to administer federal funding.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622753]What are the outcome measures expected as a result of the method of distribution?
	[bookmark: _Toc433622754]Seventy five percent (75%) of participants presenting with two or more barriers to housing stability at assessment are able to obtain stable housing within 60 days.
[bookmark: _Toc433622755]Fifty percent (50%) of participants who are literally homeless upon assessment will be diverted from shelter and rapidly re-housed; or
[bookmark: _Toc433622756]Seventy five percent (75%) of clients receiving homelessness prevention will not enter a HUD-funded shelter or rapid re-housing program within twelve (12) months of receiving assistance
[bookmark: _Toc433622757]Fifty percent (50%) of participants living in shelter will exit to permanent housing within sixty (60) days of shelter entry
[bookmark: _Toc433622758]Fifty percent (50%) of participants will exit the program receiving at least on mainstream resource in addition to housing. 



[bookmark: _Toc433622759][bookmark: _Toc309810475][bookmark: _Toc433723380]AP-35 Projects – (Optional)
[bookmark: _Toc433622760]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433622761]Because of the nature of allocations and funding under the federal program system, Idaho's affordable housing and community development program have not yet determined the individual activities for the 2015 allocation at the time this report is written. Specific project activities will be added to the Annual Action Plans/Projects in IDIS when the awards are made.
[bookmark: _Toc433622762]The special needs housing programs administered by IHFA predominately serve homeless persons.  In many cases, these HUD program requirements do not allow funds to be used for non-homeless individuals.  However, ESG funds can be used for homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing activities.  Although an applicant must meet one of several HUD homeless definitions, one of those is being imminently at risk of homelessness (Category 2 of HUD’s homeless definition) which means they would still be housed when assistance is provided.  Those accessing ESG homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing assistance may receive short to medium term tenant-based rental assistance and/or housing relocation and stabilization services, including financial counseling, housing locator assistance, and housing stability case management.  IHFA also provides housing and/or supportive services to households participating in the Housing Opportunities For Persons With HIV/AIDS (HOPWA) program.  Homelessness is not a required program admittance requirement.  HOPWA participants may receive permanent rental subsidies, along with individualized case management.  While the COC, ESG, and HOPWA programs may serve vulnerable populations (elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities, etc.), the only specifically targeted subpopulations are HIV/AIDS and disabled.    
 
	[bookmark: _Toc433622763]#
	[bookmark: _Toc433622764]Project Names

	[bookmark: _Toc433622765]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622766]HOME Rental Housing- New Construction

	[bookmark: _Toc433622767]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433622768]HOME Rental Housing- Acquisition and/or Rehabilitation

	[bookmark: _Toc433622769]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433622770]HOME Homebuyer Properties Activity

	[bookmark: _Toc433622771]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433622772]HOME Downpayment/Closing Cost Assistance

	[bookmark: _Toc433622773]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433622774]State of Idaho ESG

	[bookmark: _Toc433622775]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433622776]CDBG- Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance

	[bookmark: _Toc433622777]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433622778]CDBG- Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation

	[bookmark: _Toc433622779]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433622780]CDBG- Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction

	[bookmark: _Toc433622781]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433622782]CDBG- Economic Development-Job Creation

	[bookmark: _Toc433622783]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433622784]CDBG- Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	[bookmark: _Toc433622785]11
	[bookmark: _Toc433622786]CDBG- Technical Assistance

	[bookmark: _Toc433622787]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433622788]CDBG- State Administration


[bookmark: _Toc433622789]Table 56 – Project Information


[bookmark: _Toc433622790]Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved needs
[bookmark: _Toc433622791]CDBG – Allocation priorities were establish based on local government services and activities that serve the public that are under constant challenge to meet demand and regulatory requirements; and have consistently been the highest demand for CDBG funding.   The priorities were also established on what realistically could be effectively managed and ensuring the CDBG funds benefit at least 70% low-to-moderate income persons.   The obstacles to addressing the needs include:  decreasing funding, increasing activity cost, the size and the rural nature of a high number of communities, and the local government’s ability to communicate and implement some of the complex requirements with limited staff and resources.  The state has set-up the CDBG program to assist the elderly and frail elderly special needs population by continuing to keep in-place the senior center set-aside.  Having this set-aside allows for senior center facilities to compete for CDBG funding within a limited number of applications, thereby, improving opportunities to receive funding.  Senior centers are more than a socializing location but also prepare and cook for meals on-site and the delivery of meals to seniors who are unable to commute or are home bound.
[bookmark: _Toc433622792]The State will also continue to ensure that applicants are aware that the removal of architectural barriers in existing public buildings and certain ADA improvements are eligible for CDBG funding.  Activities such as accessible bathrooms and ADA compliant sidewalks benefit all individuals including the physically disabled.

[bookmark: _Toc433622793] HOME- To address Idaho's underserved affordable housing needs, IHFA will allocate HOME funds to permanent housing activities that address the following strategies: (1)Create and preserve affordable rental housing; (2) Explore the creation of a HOME Tenant-based rental assistance program; (3) Provide assistance to HOME-eligible and IHFA qualified low-income households as gap financing to help with the purchase a modest single-family homes; and (3) Provide operating assistance grants to certified non-profit, community-based housing development organizations (CHDOs) to help with day-to-day operations and build organizational capacity to own/develop affordable rental housing and homebuyer properties.
[bookmark: _Toc433622794]ESG-Service access is limited in rural Idaho.  Funding constraints, as well as the limited number of agencies with homeless-related missions, add to this issue.  For this reason, ESG, COC, and HOPWA projects are allowed to evaluate client need and service delivery, and use their own assessments to determine program needs, while ensuring program regulations are complied with.  This open flexibility encourages projects to meet the needs to the population in each region. 


[bookmark: _Toc433622795][bookmark: _Toc433723381]AP-38 Project Summary
[bookmark: _Toc433622796]Project Summary Information
	[bookmark: _Toc433622797]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433622798]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622799]HOME Rental Housing- New Construction

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622800]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622801]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622802]Provide Decent Affordable Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622803]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622804]Create and Preserve Affordable Rental Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622805]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622806]HOME: $1,326,000
LIHTC: $3,700,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622807]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622808]Acquisition of land and/or New Construction of Rental Housing including special needs populations

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622809]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622810]3/31/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622811]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622812]It is estimated that 160 very low and extremely low-income families will benefit from the creation of new affordable rental housing in Idaho. 47 units will serve very-low income elderly tenants and 5% of all new construction units will be handicap accessible .  Supportive services will be provided by the owner according to the Supportive Services Plan as submitted and approved in the HOME application.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622813]Location Description
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622814]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622815]New Construction of Rental Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433622816]Acquisition and New Construction of Rental Housing

	[bookmark: _Toc433622817]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433622818]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622819]HOME Rental Housing- Acquisition and/or Rehabilitation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622820]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622821]Goals Supported
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622822]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622823]Create and Preserve Affordable Rental Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622824]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622825]HOME: $1,326,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622826]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622827]Acquisition and/or Rehabilitation of Rental Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622828]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622829]3/31/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622830]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622831]It is estimated 112 very-low and extremely-low income families will benefit from these proposed activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622832]Location Description
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622833]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622834]Acquisition only
[bookmark: _Toc433622835]Acquisition and Rehabilitation of substandard rental housing

	[bookmark: _Toc433622836]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433622837]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622838]HOME Homebuyer Properties Activity

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622839]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622840]Goals Supported
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622841]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622842]Create Decent Affordable Homeownership

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622843]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622844]HOME: $3,000,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622845]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622846]new construction or acquisition and rehabilitation of single-family units to be sold to low-income homebuyers

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622847]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622848]3/31/2016

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622849]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622850]45 low-income households

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622851]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622852]State of Idaho

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622853]Planned Activities
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433622854]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433622855]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622856]HOME Down Payment/Closing Cost Assistance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622857]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622858]Goals Supported
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622859]Needs Addressed
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622860]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622861]HOME: $245,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622862]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622863]Direct financial assistance to qualified low-income homebuyers to acquire standard condition single-family unit.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622864]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622865]3/31/2016

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622866]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622867]35 low income households

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622868]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622869]State of Idaho

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622870]Planned Activities
	 

	[bookmark: _Toc433622871]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433622872]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622873]State of Idaho ESG

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622874]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622875]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622876]Provide Suitable Living Environment

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622877]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622878]Create and Preserve Affordable Rental Housing
Tenant-Based Rental Assistance
Housing related activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622879]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622880]ESG: $1,013,565

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622881]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622882]Includes shelter, homelessness prevention, and rapid re-housing activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622883]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622884]9/30/2016

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622885]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622886]326  families, consisting of  421 adults and 599 children
[bookmark: _Toc433622887] 1,314  single individuals 


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622888]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622889]Statewide

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622890]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622891]Shelter, homelessness prevention, and rapid re-housing

	[bookmark: _Toc433622892]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433622893]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622894]CDBG- Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622895]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622896]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622897]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Compliance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622898]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622899]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Housing related activities
Economic Development
Cleanup of blighted properties

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622900]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622901]CDBG: $1,800,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622902]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622903]activities that brings public facilities systems (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities) into compliance with environmental laws, federal and state standards, industry standards, building codes, and best management practices

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622904]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622905]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622906]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622907]State of Idaho estimates 21622 persons will benefit from the proposed activities.  Bases on the state's census data there are 3.16 persons per household.  6842 households will benefit from the proposed activities


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622908]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622909]cities and counties throughout Idaho with the exception of seven entitlement cities: Coeur D Alene, Lewiston, Nampa, Meridian, Boise, Pocatello and Idaho Falls

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622910]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622911]Project administration costs, design services, land acquisition, public facilities/infrastructure new construction, rehabilitation and compliance.

	[bookmark: _Toc433622912]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433622913]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622914]CDBG- Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622915]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622916]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622917]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-Rehabilitation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622918]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622919]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure
Housing related activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622920]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622921]CDBG: $2,160,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622922]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622923]activities that include the rehabilitation, replacement, and/or remodeling of public facilities (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities an affordable housing) systems

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622924]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622925]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622926]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622927]State of Idaho estimates 21622 persons will benefit from the proposed activities and 6842 families based on the state's census data of 3.16 persons per household will benefit from the proposed activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622928]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622929]city and counties throughout Idaho with the exception of seven entitlement cities; Coeur D Alene, Lewiston, Nampa, Meridian, Boise, Pocatello and Idaho Falls.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622930]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622931]Project administration costs, design services, land acquisition, public facilities/infrastructure new construction, rehabilitation and compliance

	[bookmark: _Toc433622932]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433622933]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622934]CDBG- Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622935]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622936]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622937]Public Facilities/Infrastructure-New Construction

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622938]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622939]Public Facilities
Public Infrastructure

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622940]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622941]CDBG: $1,800,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622942]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622943]new construction of a public facility (infrastructure, community facilities, and public utilities) or extension of public facilities to an eligible service area.   This includes new infrastructure to support affordable housing and housing related activities.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622944]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622945]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622946]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622947]State of Idaho estimates 21622 persons will benefit from the proposed activities.  Bases on the state's census data there are 3.16 persons per household.  6842 households will benefit from the proposed activities


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622948]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622949]cities and counties throughout Idaho with the exception of seven entitlement cities: Coeur D Alene, Lewiston, Nampa, Meridian, Boise, Pocatello and Idaho Falls


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622950]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622951]Project administration costs, design services, land acquisition, public facilities/infrastructure new construction, rehabilitation and compliance


	[bookmark: _Toc433622952]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433622953]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622954]CDBG- Economic Development-Job Creation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622955]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622956]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622957]Economic Development-Job Creation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622958]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622959]Economic Development

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622960]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622961]CDBG: $720,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622962]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622963]infrastructure improvements for business expansion and subsequent job creation

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622964]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622965]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622966]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622967]State of Idaho estimates 60 new jobs will be created to benefit low to moderate income persons

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622968]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622969]cities and counties throughout Idaho with the exception of seven entitlement cities: Coeur D Alene, Lewiston, Nampa, Meridian, Boise, Pocatello and Idaho Falls


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622970]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622971]Project administration costs, design services, land acquisition, public facilities/infrastructure new construction, rehabilitation and compliance


	[bookmark: _Toc433622972]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433622973]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622974]CDBG- Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622975]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622976]Goals Supported
	[bookmark: _Toc433622977]Economic Development-Downtown Revitalization

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622978]Needs Addressed
	[bookmark: _Toc433622979]Economic Development
Cleanup of blighted properties

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622980]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622981]CDBG: $720,000

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622982]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622983]public infrastructure improvements to prevent blighted downtown areas

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622984]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433622985]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622986]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622987]State of Idaho estimates two low to moderate income cities will benefit from downtown revitalization projects.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622988]Location Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433622989]cities throughout Idaho with the exception of seven entitlement cities: Coeur D Alene, Lewiston, Nampa, Meridian, Boise, Pocatello and Idaho Falls


	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622990]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433622991]Project administration costs, design services, land acquisition, public facilities/infrastructure new construction, rehabilitation and compliance


	[bookmark: _Toc433622992]11
	[bookmark: _Toc433622993]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433622994]CDBG- Technical Assistance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622995]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622996]Goals Supported
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622997]Needs Addressed
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433622998]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433622999]CDBG: $78,229

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623000]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433623001]Fair Housing activities, training and technical assistance

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623002]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433623003]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623004]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623005]Location Description
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623006]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433623007]Fair Housing activities, training events, technical assistance

	[bookmark: _Toc433623008]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433623009]Project Name
	[bookmark: _Toc433623010]CDBG- State Administration

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623011]Target Area
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623012]Goals Supported
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623013]Needs Addressed
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623014]Funding
	[bookmark: _Toc433623015]CDBG: $256,459

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623016]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc433623017]State administrative costs associated with projects and activities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623018]Target Date
	[bookmark: _Toc433623019]3/30/2018

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623020]Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623021]Location Description
	 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623022]Planned Activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433623023]State administrative costs.








[bookmark: _Toc433623024][bookmark: _Toc433723382]AP-40 Section 108 Loan Guarantee – 91.320(k)(1)(ii)
[bookmark: _Toc433623025]Will the state help non-entitlement units of general local government to apply for Section 108 loan funds?
[bookmark: _Toc433623026]No
[bookmark: _Toc433623027]Available Grant Amounts 
[bookmark: _Toc433623028]N/A
[bookmark: _Toc433623029]Acceptance process of applications 
[bookmark: _Toc433623030]N/A

[bookmark: _Toc433623031][bookmark: _Toc309810476][bookmark: _Toc433723383]AP-45 Community Revitalization Strategies – 91.320(k)(1)(ii)
[bookmark: _Toc433623032]Will the state allow units of general local government to carry out community revitalization strategies?
[bookmark: _Toc433623033]Yes
[bookmark: _Toc433623034]State’s Process and Criteria for approving local government revitalization strategies
[bookmark: _Toc433623035]State’s Process and Criteria for approving local government revitalization strategies
[bookmark: _Toc433623036]Commerce (the State) will require the applicant to follow a similar process as outlined in the CDBG rules for Grant Application Process – IDAPA 28.02.01.

[bookmark: _Toc309810477][bookmark: _Toc433623037][bookmark: _Toc433723384]AP-50 Geographic Distribution – 91.320(f)
[bookmark: _Toc433623038]Description of the geographic areas of the state (including areas of low-income and minority concentration) where assistance will be directed 
[bookmark: _Toc433623039]CDBG- Funds are allocated on a competitive basis: annually for public facilities, housing, downtown revitalization, and senior and community center projects; quarterly for economic development, job creation projects; and throughout the year for imminent threat projects. The most competitive projects are funded without using any artificial targeting of areas or beneficiaries. Funding per region varies year to year depending on the greatest needs and project sustainability Statewide. Idaho generally spends on average over 75% of the CDBG funds on activities that benefit low-to-moderate income persons.
[bookmark: _Toc433623040]HOME- Idaho Housing and Finance does not allocate HOME funds based on geographic distribution.  HOME funds are awarded to developers from around the state, following a published NOFA, minimum threshold, competitive scoring application process.
[bookmark: _Toc433623041]ESG- For purposes of CPD program fund allocation, program administration, and BOS COC structuring, Idaho is segmented into seven (7) regions. See SP-10 "Geographic Priorities" for a map of the 7 regions, and the counties that are included in each region.  ESG funds are distributed across the seven regions through a competitive application process.  Final awards are based on application score for shelter funds and a formula which determines need based on five factors when determining homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing allocations.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623046] Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically 
[bookmark: _Toc433623047]ESG distribution of shelter funds is based on the competitive application process.  Homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing considers application scores as well as the outcome of a formula-based allocation using multiple factors, including application score, population, unemployment rate, Point In Time count results, and bed utilization.  There are two common geographical influences: 1) population concentrations, and 2) the service delivery dynamics in rural Idaho.  The absence of one or more agencies desiring, willing, or in existence to be to apply for funds can cause a lack of funding in certain regions.                    
[bookmark: _Toc433623048][bookmark: _Toc433723385]Affordable Housing 
[bookmark: _Toc433623049][bookmark: _Toc433723386]AP-55 Affordable Housing – 24 CFR 91.320(g)
[bookmark: _Toc433623050]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623051]The numbers below reflect the one year goals for the provision of affordable housing to benefit low, very low, and extremely low-income families and individuals through the State of Idaho's ESG and the HOME Programs.  
	[bookmark: _Toc433623052]One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported

	[bookmark: _Toc433623053]Homeless
	[bookmark: _Toc433623054]2,720

	[bookmark: _Toc433623055]Non-Homeless
	[bookmark: _Toc433623056]311

	[bookmark: _Toc433623057]Special-Needs
	[bookmark: _Toc433623058]1,716

	[bookmark: _Toc433623059]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623060]4,747


[bookmark: _Toc433623061]Table 57 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

	[bookmark: _Toc433623062]One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through

	[bookmark: _Toc433623063]Rental Assistance
	[bookmark: _Toc433623064]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623065]The Production of New Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433623066]208

	[bookmark: _Toc433623067]Rehab of Existing Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433623068]125

	[bookmark: _Toc433623069]Acquisition of Existing Units
	[bookmark: _Toc433623070]35

	[bookmark: _Toc433623071]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623072]368


[bookmark: _Toc433623073]Table 58 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type


[bookmark: _Toc433623074][bookmark: _Toc433723387]AP-60 Public Housing - 24 CFR 91.320(j)
[bookmark: _Toc433623075]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623076]Idaho Housing and Finance administers the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program in 34 of 44 Idaho counties and encourages public housing programs statewide. IHFA is only one in a statewide network of public housing providers.  IHFA does not oversee any citywide or countywide Participating Jurisdictions (PJs) for public housing. These jurisdictions have local official governing boards responsible to appoint the board of a Public Housing Authority (PHA) and direct PHA activities.
[bookmark: _Toc433623077]Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing
[bookmark: _Toc433623078]Taking into consideration the above description of IHFA's Section 8 programs, below is a description of efforts to foster public housing resident initiatives during the 2015 program year are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc433623079]IHFA will continue to make available a Housing Choice Voucher Homeownership program, currently available only to disabled households and those voucher households currently participating in the voucher Family Self Sufficiency program. To date, 41 participants have been successful in purchasing homes using Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers to provide mortgage payment subsidy on a long-term basis.
[bookmark: _Toc433623080]IHFA will hold regional PHA Plan hearings and perform outreach in each area that has an IHFA branch office that administers Section 8 vouchers and Low Rent Public Housing to encourage participation in a Resident Advisory Board.
[bookmark: _Toc433623081]IHFA implemented a Homeownership program for the 29 scattered-site Low Rent Public Housing units in Idaho Falls, offering these homes first to public housing residents.  To date five homes have been purchased, and numerous public housing and family self-sufficiency clients are working toward homeownership. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623082]IHFA submitted an application for the HUD Rental Assistance Demonstration Program for its 47-unit complex in Kellogg.  Once approved this will provide for long-term affordability by converting the property to the Section 8 project-based program.  Until such time as these efforts are finalized the remaining residents will be asked to serve on Resident Advisory Boards.
[bookmark: _Toc433623083]Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and participate in homeownership
[bookmark: _Toc433623084]See above
[bookmark: _Toc433623085]If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be provided or other assistance 
[bookmark: _Toc433623086]No Public Housing program within IHFA's jurisdiction is designated "troubled".


[bookmark: _Toc433623087][bookmark: _Toc433723388]AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities – 91.320(h)
[bookmark: _Toc433623088]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433623089]IHFA’s administration of the COC, ESG, and HOPWA programs; Idaho’s Homeless Management Information System; the BOS COC; HOME and Low Income Housing Tax Credit allocations; and a large portion of the total Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers available in the state, places the association in a unique position to pair resources and form partnerships with others to impose a positive impact upon the living situation of homeless persons in Idaho.   The responses to the questions below exceed the maximum allowable characters; 
[bookmark: _Toc433623090]Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness including
[bookmark: _Toc433623091]Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their individual needs
[bookmark: _Toc433623092]Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons
[bookmark: _Toc433623093]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
[bookmark: _Toc433623094]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 agencies that address housing, health, social services, employment, education, or youth needs 
Refer to the Unique Appendices. 



[bookmark: _Toc433623095][bookmark: _Toc433723389]AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.320(i)
[bookmark: _Toc433623096]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623097]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, zoning ordinances, building codes, fees and charges, growth limitations, and policies affecting the return on residential investment
[bookmark: _Toc433623098]Response exceeds 4000 characters. Refer to Unique Appendices.
[bookmark: _Toc433623099][bookmark: _Toc433623100]Analysis of Impediments to Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing and actions to be taken during the 2015 Program Year are included in the Unique Appendices as well, with the exception of the following statement:
Grantees acknowledge Idaho’s next Analysis of Impediments is due in 2016.  However, Grantees also acknowledge HUD re-opened the comment period for the proposed new rule regarding Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing on January 15, 2015, see  https://federalregister.gov/a/2015-00468 . In re-opening the comment period, HUD did so because of the concerns expressed in the first comment period regarding the inability of certain program participants (States) to use and complete an Analysis of Impediments using the new proposed AFH assessment tool. HUD indicated in the Federal Register it was “considering providing certain program participants [i.e. States] with the option of submitting their first [new] AFH at a date later than would otherwise be required ….”
[bookmark: _Toc433623101]Idaho's HUD Grantees seek clear concise guidance from HUD as soon as possible regarding the AFFH rule Idaho should follow when conducting its next Analysis of Impediments. 


[bookmark: _Toc433623102][bookmark: _Toc433723390]AP-85 Other Actions – 91.320(j)
[bookmark: _Toc433623103]Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs
[bookmark: _Toc433623104]HOME-As the State Participating Jurisdiction for Idaho's HOME program, IHFA receives an annual allocation of funds to help provide safe, decent, affordable housing for low, very-low and extremely-low income families and individuals in Idaho. During PY2015, IHFA's statewide affordable housing strategies will include the following: (1)Continue to create and preserve permanent affordable rental housing throughout Idaho; (2) Explore the creation of a HOME Tenant-based rental assistance program with a preference for very-low and extremely-low income families with children and homeless families and individuals with a disability; (3) Continue to provide gap financing assistance to HOME-eligible and IHFA qualified low-income households to help with the purchase a single-family home; and (4) Continue to provide operating assistance grants to non-profit, community-based housing development organizations (CHDOs) to help with day-to-day operations and build organizational capacity to own/develop affordable rental housing and homebuyer properties.
[bookmark: _Toc433623105]ESG- IHFA, in collaboration with the BOS COC and related networks, will place an emphasis on the following efforts: 1) implement an effective and successful Coordinated Entry System, using meaning assessments, to help prioritize funding allocations and conduct right-sizing efforts; 2) evaluate Housing First models and concepts to begin developing and promoting similar housing models in Idaho; 3) seek out Unified Funding Agency status to increase efficiencies and coordination within the Continuum of Care program; 4) take advantage of technical assistance approved by HUD to improve collaboration and partnerships among agencies serving homeless persons; and 5) maintain ESG’s current impact on the homeless population in Idaho.
[bookmark: _Toc433623106]Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing
[bookmark: _Toc433623107](1) See above actions. (2) When HOME funds are used to acquire, construct, or rehabilitate a unit of HOME-assisted housing, the housing will be required to remain affordable for a specified period of time. If this requirement is not fulfilled, the HOME funds must be repaid [§92.504 (c)(ii). These HOME affordability requirements will be enforced through deed restriction or covenant running with the land. The period of affordability will be determined on a per-unit basis as defined at §92.254(a) (c)(3)(ii) and §92.252.
[bookmark: _Toc433623108]IHFA  will conduct annual occupancy monitoring on all HOME-assisted single-family homeowner units to determine that the homebuyer continues to occupy the HOME-assisted unit as a principal residence. IHFA will conduct rental housing compliance monitoring and on-site physical inspections as required [§92.504 (d)(ii)(A-D(iii)&(2)]. On-site physical inspection will ensure the property is maintained according to HOME property standards.  IHFA will also monitor the tenant files and other documents to determine the property is in compliance with the HOME rent restrictions, tenant income restrictions, and HOME lease requirements. The property will also be monitored for adherence with applicable federal, state, and local requirements.  IHFA will conduct an annual financial risk assessment on all HOME-assisted properties with 10 or more HOME units.  IHFA will take appropriate action(s) as necessary to bring a HOME-assisted property back into compliance as described in the written agreement with the owner.  



[bookmark: _Toc433623109][bookmark: _Toc433723391]Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards
[bookmark: _Toc433623110]HOME- Whenever HOME funds are awarded to acquire and/or rehabilitate residential housing constructed on or before January 1, 1978, IHFA will require the seller and buyer to comply with the applicable requirements at 24 CFR Part 35, and as determined by the scope of the activity and the amount of federal assistance on a per-unit basis as defined at §31.915. These requirements are enforced through written agreement with the owner.
[bookmark: _Toc433623111]Because the State of Idaho does not have a Lead-based paint (LBP)hazard reduction program, the Federal EPA Lead-Based Paint Renovation, Repair, and Paint (RRP) Rule applies to all residential housing built before January 1, 1978. In addition, because HOME is a HUD program, the HUD Lead-Safe Housing Rule (LSHR) also applies to acquisition and/or rehabilitation activities involving pre-78 housing. In those cases when one Federal rule is more restrictive than the other, the most restrictive rule will apply.
[bookmark: _Toc433623112]Is the case of Lead-based Paint Exemptions as defined by EPA and by HUD, HOME will follow the most restrictive definition.
[bookmark: _Toc433623113]HOME-assisted activity owners are required to follow the EPA RRP Rule as well as the HUD LSH Rule.  Lead-based Paint policies and procedures are identified in the annual HOME Administrative Plan and enforced through written agreement with the owner.  LBP tenant disclosures, hazard identification and reduction requirements are monitored during the HOME period-of-affordability. For HOME rental activities, this includes on-site physical inspection.
[bookmark: _Toc433623114]Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families
[bookmark: _Toc433623115]Idaho State Department of Health and Welfare goals and objectives are noted in the 2015-2019 Five-Year Consolidated Plan. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623116]IHFA- Households participating in the federal Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program are eligible to be part of Idaho Housing's Family Self-Sufficiency (FSS) Program, a voluntary program that helps families become economically independent. Participants may receive an interest-bearing escrow (savings) account that accrues as the household's portion of the rent increases because of an increase in earned-income. This tax-free account is given to the family when they complete their FSS Contract of Participation and are free of welfare for 12 consecutive months. The program matches an individual's savings, up to $2,000, dollar-for-dollar towards the down payment on a home.
[bookmark: _Toc433623117]HOME/CDBG- HUD's Section 3 regulations require that development activities include, to the maximum extent feasible, work and training opportunities to target low-income persons/ business concerns, including employment and contracts when aggregate federal funding in the project meets the applicable Section 3 threshold amount. In addition to Section 3 requirements, developers will develop an outreach plan to include Minority/Women's Business Enterprises in employment and contracting, to the maximum extent feasible. The applicable requirements will be identified in the written agreement with the owner. While not required, developers are encouraged to use the Idaho's Procurement Technical Assistance Center to ensure professional and construction services are directly solicited to Disadvantaged and Women Business enterprises, HUD Zone businesses, disabled veteran-owned businesses, and SBA Section 8(a) business in Idaho.    


[bookmark: _Toc433623118]Actions planned to develop institutional structure 
[bookmark: _Toc433623119]CDBG-Commerce’s plans to develop and maintain an institutional structure include providing on-going technical assistance, application workshops, grant trainings, and presentations to potential grantees.    
[bookmark: _Toc433623120] HOME will continue to provide technical assistance as needed to help HOME project developers build organizational and development capacity for the type, scope, and complexity of the housing activity to be undertaken.
[bookmark: _Toc433623121][bookmark: _Toc433623122]Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social service agencies
[bookmark: _Toc433623123]IHFA and IDC will continue to facilitate and participate in stakeholder forums during PY2015 to enhance collaboration and coordination of public, private and faith based service providers for housing, economic development, and other services:
[bookmark: _Toc433623124]The Housing Coordination and Policy Forum (www.ihfa.org/research_hirc_forum.asp )
[bookmark: _Toc433623125]Rural Forums
[bookmark: _Toc433623126]The Idaho Community Review (www.idahocities.org  )
[bookmark: _Toc433623127]Idaho Homeless Coordinating Council
[bookmark: _Toc433623128]Idaho’s ADA Task Force
[bookmark: _Toc433623129]Coalition for Idahoans with Disabilities
[bookmark: _Toc433623130]Idaho Hispanic Profile Project
[bookmark: _Toc433623131]IHFA Funding Allocation Committee
[bookmark: _Toc433623132]Idaho Commission on Aging
[bookmark: _Toc433623133]State of Idaho HIV/STD Planning Committee
[bookmark: _Toc433623134]cities and counties
[bookmark: _Toc433623135]local planning districts
[bookmark: _Toc433623136]USDA-RD
[bookmark: _Toc433623137]Both IHFA and IDC are participating members of the Fair Housing forum, which works with members of various agencies throughout the State of Idaho to address fair housing concerns.
The Idaho Balance of State Continuum of Care was awarded a planning grant during both the 2013 and 2014 program funding competitions.  The non-renewable planning grant is intended to aid COC’s in expanding current activities and establish governing structures and systems which ensure proper oversight and coordination of HUD-funded homeless programs.  Activities associated with the 2013 award began in late 2014.  The activities identified by the BOS COC are coordination activities, project evaluation, participation in the consolidated plan, COC application activities, and developing a COC system.  Several of these activities will include efforts that will enhance coordination between public and private housing and service agencies.  The COC will make itself more visible in regional planning and advocacy bodies to ensure all agencies and individuals connected to homelessness issues is familiar with resources available.  This will promote and foster relationships between housing and service providers.
[bookmark: _Toc433623138]The 2014 grant will be used for similar activities.  ESG and HOPWA providers will be included in the COC’s efforts.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623139]The BOS COC is working with a HUD contractor to identify points of entry which may increase the Continuum’s ability to redirect individuals and families away from becoming homeless.  The effort will include a collaboration of state agencies, homeless network providers, both continuums of care in Idaho, and all others who may meet, treat, serve, or interact with the homeless on a regular basis.  The coordination will attempt to bring health, housing, social service, employment, education, and youth service providers together to discuss the important issue of homelessness, and, while making linkages between the services represented, develop a plan that addresses the need to prevent and reduce homelessness. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623141][bookmark: _Toc433723392]Certifications of Consistency
During PY2015, IHFA will provide Certifications of Consistency with the Five-Year Consolidated Plan in a fair and impartial manner for those HUD programs that IHFA indicated it would support. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623142][bookmark: _Toc433723393]Program Specific Requirements
[bookmark: _Toc433623143][bookmark: _Toc433723394]AP-90 Program Specific Requirements – 91.320(k)(1,2,3)
[bookmark: _Toc433623144]Introduction: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623145]CDBG program will spend 70% LMI activities for a three year period.  This three year period would be 2015, 2016 and 2017.
[bookmark: _Toc433623146]Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623147]Reference 24 CFR 91.320(k)(1) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623148]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. 
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433623149]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
	[bookmark: _Toc433623150]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623151]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.
	[bookmark: _Toc433623152]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623153]3. The amount of surplus funds from urban renewal settlements
	[bookmark: _Toc433623154]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623155]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
	[bookmark: _Toc433623156]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623157]5. The amount of income from float-funded activities
	[bookmark: _Toc433623158]0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623159]Total Program Income:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623160]0



[bookmark: _Toc433623161]Other CDBG Requirements 
	[bookmark: _Toc433623162]1. The amount of urgent need activities



	[bookmark: _Toc433623163]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.
	[bookmark: _Toc433623164]70.00%





[bookmark: _Toc433623165][bookmark: _Toc433623166]HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME) 24 CFR 91.320 (k)(2) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623167]A description of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is as follows: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623168]Idaho's HOME funds are not used as any other form of investment not otherwise described in 24 CFR 92.205.
[bookmark: _Toc433623169]A description 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: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623170]HOME's Recapture Provision is triggered whenever a HOME-assisted homebuyer sells their HOME-assisted Single-family unit.
[bookmark: _Toc433623171]IHFA will attempt to recapture the amount of HOME subsidy provided directly to the homebuyer to purchase the property as identified in the HOME Deed of Trust. Direct subsidy is defined as the amount of direct assistance to the homebuyer and the difference between Estimated Fair Market Value and a reduced sales price when the reduced sales price is directly attributable to qualifying the low-income homebuyer. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623172]At the time of the title transfer IHFA will attempt to recapture the HOME homebuyer direct subsidy as available from the Net Proceeds.
[bookmark: _Toc433623173]Net Proceeds is defined as the sales price minus any superior loan and closing costs.
[bookmark: _Toc433623174]A HOME-assisted homeowner may sell the HOME-assisted unit at any time to any willing buyer for whatever the market will bear.
[bookmark: _Toc433623175]IHFA will not attempt to recapture more than the HOME direct subsidy as defined in the Deed of Trust Note as available from the Net Proceeds of the sale.
[bookmark: _Toc433623176]Any/all excess Net proceeds belong to the HOME-assisted homeowner.
[bookmark: _Toc433623177]A description 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: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623178]Beginning on the completion date as entered in HUD's Integrated Disbursement Information System(IDIS), the HOME-assisted unit is required to meet a HOME period of affordability, a period of time not less than the HOME regulatory minimum nor more than the regulatory maximum as specified at §92.254(a)(4), determined by the amount of direct subsidy provided to the homebuyer. IHFA may add additional years or months to a period of affordability at its discretion within the regulatory requirements, as identified in the HOME Administrative Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433623179]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: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623180]After consideration, IHFA's HOME program has chosen not to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing.


[bookmark: _Toc433623181][bookmark: _Toc433723395]Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623182]Reference 91.320(k)(3) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623183]Include written standards for providing ESG assistance (may include as attachment) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623185]If the Continuum of Care has established centralized or coordinated assessment system that meets HUD requirements, describe that centralized or coordinated assessment system. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623186]The Balance of State Continuum of Care has implemented a Coordinated Assessment System which utilizes the Coordinated Assessment of Barriers to Housing form.  The evaluation is conducted during applicant screening at all COC, ESG, and HOPWA projects.  The assessment measures extent of homelessness, factors contributing to homelessness, and resources available to the homeless individual or family.  The final scoring will place each applicant in one of four categories, including very substantial barriers to housing, substantial barriers to housing, moderate barriers to housing, and low barriers to housing.  The individual or family in need of assistance will then be referred to a program which most appropriately matches their apparent needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433623187]In some areas of the state, housing options may be limited.  In circumstances where the most appropriate type of housing o service is not available, the homeless individual or family will be referred to the housing type that most closely resembles the preferred option.
[bookmark: _Toc433623188]Identify the process for making sub-awards and describe how the ESG allocation available to private nonprofit organizations (including community and faith-based organizations). 
[bookmark: _Toc433623189]IHFA’s ESG subrecipients are chosen through a competitive statewide application process.  This process includes the following elements:
[bookmark: _Toc433623190]Funding availability announced in Idaho newspapers in each region of the state soliciting project applications from interested state or local governments and non-profit organizations.
[bookmark: _Toc433623191]In 2014, 25 applications were submitted for review by the Independent Review Panel (IRP).  Persons with experience in issues related to homelessness or very low income households were recruited to serve on the IRP. The reviewers are responsible for rating applications using criteria provided by IHFA. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623192][bookmark: _Toc433623193]Members of the IRP score each proposal individually before meeting to reconcile and average all panelists’ scores.  The resulting averaged score reflects the Panel’s collective determination of merit.  All applications meeting a threshold score determined by a weighted average were funded.  The following includes a summary of the six vital areas that serve as the basis for funding approval:
Agency background, including history of service and population served. 
Emergency Solutions needs and/or the service deficiency the project addresses Identify independent elements and/or services requiring funding goals and objectives and how they would be achieved Outcome measurements and documentation of accomplishments Statement describing applicant’s capacity to administer the award from the rating process, sixteen (16) agencies were awarded conditional funding to provide shelter services and operations, and nine (9) agencies were awarded homelessness prevention or rapid re-housing activities in their respective regions of the state.  All applicants were evaluated based on their threshold score.  For the qualifying applicants, documentation is required regarding the following functional areas in the technical submission:
[bookmark: _Toc433623194]  Grant budget
[bookmark: _Toc433623195]  Homeless Participation and representation on the Board of Directors
[bookmark: _Toc433623196]  Insurance coverage
[bookmark: _Toc433623197]  Matching funds
[bookmark: _Toc433623198]  Local government certifications
[bookmark: _Toc433623199]  Accounting certifications
[bookmark: _Toc433623200]  Various assurances
[bookmark: _Toc433623201]  Various authorizations
[bookmark: _Toc433623202]Facility description and capacities. Upon making final awards, grant agreements are provided with instructions, policies, and procedures for implementing the Emergency Solutions Grant. Sub-recipients request reimbursement on a monthly or bi-monthly basis.  Expenditure receipts must accompany the request for funds, documenting eligible grant activities performed by the agency within a 60-day period.  IHFA monitors grant spending until all awarded funds are depleted for each contracted agency.  Grant Agreements are in effect for the duration of the grant (one year).
[bookmark: _Toc433623203]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. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623204]Due to the nature and extensive range of services and programs provided by and through Idaho Housing and Finance Association, adhering to the requirement to place a homeless or formerly homeless individual on the grantee’s board, is not possible.  However, the Emergency Solutions Grant program attempts to pair program structure and governance activities with the COC program, and actively participates in COC activities.  IHFA Homeless Programs Department staff actively participates in the administration of both ESG and COC programs and compliance.  We rely on the inclusion of a formerly homeless individual on the COC board as sufficiently meeting the requirements of 24 CFR 576.405 (a).
[bookmark: _Toc433623205]Describe performance standards for evaluating ESG. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623206]Performance standards set by IHFA staff, with the recommendations and input of the BOS COC’s board, the Idaho Homelessness Coordination Committee, are used to evaluate target outcomes set for each project participating in the program.  The following performance measures have been established for ESG: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623207]Targeting Applicants In Most Need of Assistance Seventy-five percent (75%) of participants presenting with two or more barriers to housing stability at assessment are able to obtain stable housing within 60 days. Achievement of this goal will be verified using HMIS data or a comparable database.
[bookmark: _Toc433623208]Reducing Number of Those Living On Streets or In Shelters Fifty percent (50%) of participants who are literally homeless upon assessment will be diverted from shelter and rapidly re-housed; or Seventy-five percent (75%) of clients receiving homelessness prevention will not enter a HUD-funded shelter or rapid re-housing program within twelve (12) months of receiving assistance.  Achievement of the applicable goal will be verified using HMIS data or a comparable database.
[bookmark: _Toc433623209] Shortening Length of Homelessness Fifty percent (50%) of participants living in shelter will exit to permanent housing within sixty (60) days of shelter entry. Achievement of this goal will be verified using HMIS data or a comparable database.
[bookmark: _Toc433623210]Reducing Housing Barriers or Risk of Housing Stability Fifty percent (50%) of participants will exit the program receiving at least on mainstream resource in addition to housing. Achievement of this goal will be verified using HMIS data or a comparable database. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623211] Goal achievement will factor into future funding applications. Organizations who do not meet the following performance standards may not be funded
[bookmark: _Toc433623212]Attachments
Unique Appendices
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[bookmark: _Toc415045442][bookmark: _Toc433623216][bookmark: _Toc411413954][bookmark: _Toc411325502]

[bookmark: _Toc433723396]UNIQUE APPENDICES

[bookmark: _Toc433723397]ES-05- Executive Summary- Summary of Objectives and Outcomes
[bookmark: _Toc433623217][bookmark: _Toc433723398]Idaho Department of Commerce
[bookmark: _Toc415045443][bookmark: _Toc433623218][bookmark: _Toc433723399]CDBG Program
Over the next five years, the goals and indicators for the CDBG program are as follows:
Public Facilities / Infrastructure - Compliance: Obligate/Expend 25% of the five year allocation on activities that brings public facilities systems (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities) into compliance with environmental laws, federal and state standards, industry standards, building codes, and best management practices.  These activities over a five year period should benefit approximately 108,225 individuals.  
 Public Facilities / Infrastructure - Rehabilitation: Obligate/Expend 30% of the five year allocation on activities that include the rehabilitation, replacement, and/or remodeling of public facilities (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities an affordable housing) systems.  These activities should benefit approximately 108,225 individuals.
Public Facilities / Infrastructure – New Construction: Obligate/Expend 25% of the five year allocation on the new construction of a public facility (infrastructure, community facilities, and public utilities) or extension of public facilities to an eligible service area.   This includes new infrastructure to support affordable housing and housing related activities.  These activities should benefit approximately 108,225 individuals.
Economic Development – Job Creation: Obligate/Expend 10% of the five year allocation on public infrastructure improvements for business expansion and subsequent job creation for low-to-moderate income persons. These activities should create 300 jobs.
 Economic Development – Downtown Revitalization: Obligate/Expand 10% of the five year allocation on public infrastructure improvements to prevent blighted downtown areas.   These activities should improve eight (8) downtowns.  
Technical Assistance- These activities will include furthering fair housing, and other training and technical assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc433623219]
[bookmark: _Toc433723400]Idaho Housing and Finance Association
[bookmark: _Toc433623220][bookmark: _Toc433723401]Affordable Housing Trust Fund
[bookmark: _Toc433623221]A Housing Trust Fund is one way a state, city, or county can help fund affordable housing activities. Examples of how some state generate revenue for their housing trust fund include real estate or transfer taxes, interest on broker, title and real estate escrow accounts, document recording fees, eviction court fees, unclaimed property or lottery funds, etc.  Currently 47 states, including the District of Columbia, have created at least one housing trust fund.  Idaho is one of five states that created a housing trust fund but failed to create the funding mechanism. Because there is no funding mechanism, this effectively eliminates state funding to help address Idaho's affordable housing needs.  Accordingly,  Idaho is dependent on Federal housing programs, such as the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, the U.S. Department of Agriculture-Rural Development), the U.S. Department of Treasury (Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program) and the private sector to meet its affordable housing needs.   
[bookmark: _Toc433623222]
[bookmark: _Toc433723402]HOME Program
[bookmark: _Toc433623223]Over the next five years, the HOME program will:	
[bookmark: _Toc433623224]Goal: 		Provide Decent Affordable Housing to Low-income Households and Individuals 
[bookmark: _Toc433623225]Objective: 	Create and Preserve Housing Affordability For Low-Income Households
[bookmark: _Toc433623226]Outcomes
· Construct existing affordable rental housing throughout Idaho- 1042 Units(includes Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program) 
· Preserve existing rental housing through rehabilitation- 400 Units(Includes Low-Income Housing Tax Credit Program)
· Construct and rehabilitate existing affordable single-family homebuyer units then assist low-income families and individuals to become homeowners to encourage stability in local communities throughout Idaho- 500 Units
· Provide Downpayment/closing cost assistance to assist low-income households purchase a home to encourage stability in local communities throughout Idaho- 175 Units 
[bookmark: _Toc433623227]Objective: 	Provide Decent Affordable Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433623228]Objective: 	Provide Suitable Living Environment
[bookmark: _Toc433623229]Outcome
1. Develop a HOME-TBRA Program during PY2015 that will provide rental assistance for approximately 80 families/individuals during the remainder of the Consolidated Plan.
[bookmark: _Toc433623230]The 2015-2019 Five-Year Consolidated Plan as submitted to HUD on or before April 1, 2015 will not contain a HOME TBRA program requirements. IHFA will develop the TBRA program during PY2015. When the program requirements have been defined, IHFA will follow the Substantial Amendment requirements as outlined in the most current Citizen Participation Plan. Following the completion of this process, IHFA will then submit an amendment to HUD-CPD. Once the amendment has been approved by HUD-CPD, IHFA will be able to implement a HOME TBRA program.  The most recent Public Participation Plan for Idaho's Federal Affordable Housing and Community Development Programs can be found at  http://www.idahohousing.com/Portals/0/Media/grant%20programs/2014%20Adopted%20Citizen%20Participation%20Plan-021715.pdf   
[bookmark: _Toc433623231]Objective 	
[bookmark: _Toc433623232]Help support community-based housing development organizations (CHDOs) by providing financial assistance for day-to-day operating expenses and training to increase development capacity for affordable housing opportunities in the communities they serve.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623233]Outcomes
1. Provide Operating assistance grants to Certified CHDOs to help with day-to-day operating and training expenses- Up to 5% of each annual allocation
1. Provide Pre-development loans to Certified CHDOs to explore the feasibility of potential CHDO-eligible project activities. Will not to exceed 10% of the total amount of CHDO Set-Aside for CHDO-eligible project activities.
[bookmark: _Toc433623234][bookmark: _Toc433723403]ESG Program
[bookmark: _Toc433623235]Over the next five years, the ESG program will continue to provide emergency shelter and service solutions to homeless families and individuals.  ESG subrecipients will be actively engaged in homeless initiatives backed by the Balance of State Continuum of Care and IHFA.  Homelessness efforts in Idaho will soon include an improved coordinated assessment system and the development of Housing First projects.  ESG activities will promote, endorse, and participate in these activities
[bookmark: _Toc433623236]Evaluation of Past Performance  
The grantees prepare and submit a Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Report (CAPER) to HUD 90 days after the start of the next program year. Because of these submission requirements, the evaluation of past performance in this Consolidated Plan will include 4 of the 5 years in the current 2010-2014 Consolidated Plan at the time of submission to HUD.
[bookmark: _Toc433623237]

CDBG program years (2010-13)
[bookmark: _Toc433623238] Goal: 45% to 60% of CDBG obligated / expended on activities that met the Suitable Living Environments goal.  After four years CDBG equates to 50% = Goal Met.
[bookmark: _Toc433623239][bookmark: _Toc433623240] Goal: 20% to 40% of CDBG obligated / expended on activities that met the Expand Economic Opportunities goal.  After four years CDBG equates to 18% - Goal not Met.
[bookmark: _Toc433623241]HOME Investment Partnerships Program (2010-2013)
[bookmark: _Toc433623242]Rental Housing: Goal- 100 units/1128 completed (Includes HOME, NSP, and LIHTC units). Goal Met
[bookmark: _Toc433623243]Homeownership Housing: Goal- 2000 units/434 completed. Goal Not Met  
[bookmark: _Toc433623244]Non-Homeless Special Needs 
[bookmark: _Toc433623245]Elderly (62+): Goal-75 units/ 64 units completed.   Goal Not Met
[bookmark: _Toc433623246]Handicap Accessible Units: Goal-25 units/ 38 units completed. Goal Met
[bookmark: _Toc433623247]Developmental Disability: Goal-25 units/ 0 completed. Goal Not Met
[bookmark: _Toc433623248]HIV/AIDS: Goal-225 rental vouchers/ 245 households assisted. Goal Met 
[bookmark: _Toc433623249]Victims of Domestic Violence: Goal 20 units. Goal Not Met 
[bookmark: _Toc433623250]ESG Program
Over the next five years, the ESG program will continue to provide emergency shelter and service solutions to homeless families and individuals.  ESG subrecipients will be actively engaged in homeless initiatives backed by the Balance of State Continuum of Care and IHFA.  Homelessness efforts in Idaho will soon include an improved coordinated assessment system and the development of Housing First projects.  ESG activities will promote, endorse, and participate in these activities.


[bookmark: _Toc433623251][bookmark: _Toc433723404]PR-15 Citizen Participation
[bookmark: _Toc433623252]In preparing for the consolidated planning requirements, the 2014 Public Participation Plan for Idaho's HUD-CPD Affordable Housing and Community Development Programs was adopted. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623253]Below is the summary of the public participation process for the Consolidated Plan.  It included two (2) 30-day  comment periods as well as two (2) public hearings. In addition, IHFA commissioned a 2014 Statewide Housing Need Survey and Housing, Demographic, and Transportation Report.  IDC conducted a Community Development Needs Survey.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623254][bookmark: _Toc433723405]Pre-Draft
· IHFA commissioned a Statewide Housing Needs Survey in June of 2014. Invitations to participate in the survey were mass emailed to more than 3,700 stakeholders, including units of local government, residential housing lenders, public housing authorities/owners, HOME/LIHTC/USDA-RD/Section 8 rental housing owners, developers and management companies, federal housing program administrators, and service providers. In addition to the mass email distribution, legal notices were published in Idaho's major newspapers, including the all-Spanish newspaper, inviting the public to participate in an anonymous online survey. Respondents were asked to respond to a series of questions regarding their community's current housing and homeless needs and priorities.  The survey and results are found online at http://www.idahohousing.com/ihfa/grant-programs/plans-and-reports.aspx
· IHFA commissioned an Idaho County by County Housing, Demographic, and Transportation  Report. This report is available online http://www.idahohousing.com/ihfa/grant-programs/plans-and-reports.aspx 
· IHFA and IDC sought input from agencies and units of local government regarding affordable housing and community development needs. 
· The Pre-draft 30-day comment period was October 1-October 30, 2014.  One public hearing to receive oral and written comments was held at IHFA's offices in Boise, Idaho on October 22, 2014. A Summary of Public Comments is attached to this Consolidated Plan. 
· Legal notices for the pre-draft 30-day comment period and one public hearing were published in Idaho's major newspapers, including the El Hispano.  IHFA also reached out to the mayors of Twin Falls, Pocatello, Moscow, Meridian, Lewiston, Idaho Falls, Coeur d’ Alene, and Blackfoot, the City of Boise, Idaho Continuums of Care, the Fair Housing Forum, the Director of Idaho Health and Welfare, Regional Housing Coordination Round Tables participants, and the Idaho Rural Partnership Foundation, and asked for input regarding their community's affordable housing and community development needs and priorities. The State of Idaho Division of Health and Welfare was consulted regarding Lead-based paint programs and anti-poverty strategies.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623255][bookmark: _Toc433723406]Post Draft 30- Day Comment Period
· A summary of written and oral comments received during the second comment period are attached to this Consolidated Plan. 
· Proof of publication(legal notices) are attached to the Consolidated Plan 
· Emails to Idaho's Major libraries and IHFA branch offices are attached to the Consolidated Plan
· The Post Draft (second and final) 30-day comment period was held February 23-March 24, 2015
· One public hearing- IHFA Main Office, Boise Idaho on March 5, 2015. 


	[bookmark: _Toc433723407]MA-35-Idaho Facilities And Services For Non-Homeless Persons Requiring Supportive Housing
The State Of Idaho Does Not Own Or Administer Any State Housing Programs

	Disabilities

	

Facilities
	Idaho State School and Hospital – Specialized services for the most severely impaired persons with developmental disabilities. Provides safety net for those who have no other placement options and pursues the most appropriate opportunities for clients who are ready to leave the facility. Discharges are to available community-based services such as supported living with the goal of increasing the ability to return clients to their homes.

	Intermediate Care Facilities – Group living for adults and children with developmental disabilities and intense needs to support.

	Licensed Residential and Assisted Living Facilities – Group living arrangements for adults who have varying needs for support.

	Certified Family Homes – Available to adults with developmental disabilities and are generally limited to two or three non-family members in each home.

	Supportive Services
	State of Idaho Department of Health and Welfare
Family Support Program- Designed to enhance family’s capacity to care for a family member in the home. Services include respite care, specialized evaluations, adaptive equipment, therapies, transportation, specialized clothing, and housing modifications.

	Council on the Deaf and Hard of Hearing – Provides Educational Interpreter Quality Assurance, Educational Interpreter Guidelines, support for assistive technology centers

	Advocacy/Protection/Legislative –Numerous coalitions, groups, and non-profits work around the State work to promote advocacy and equitable treatment of persons with disabilities.

	Centers for Independent Living - CILs are nonresidential, community based, cross-disability, private, nonprofit organizations that are designed and operated by individuals with disabilities. Services include Information and Referral Services, Independent Living Skills Training. Other services offered at Idaho CILs include assistance obtaining legal services, housing, assistive devices, and communication services. Individual and Systems Advocacy

	Disability Specific Organizations – Supportive services are offered through a variety of foundations, non-for –profit and private organizations for Attention Deficit Disorder, Autism, Brain Injury, Blind and Visual Impairments, Cerebral Palsy, Epilepsy, Mental Health and Learning Disabilities.

	Vocational Rehabilitation – State program to assists persons with disabilities to prepare for, secure, retain, or regain employment.

	


Each of Idaho’s Health Districts provides supportive services for persons with HIV/AIDS via the Ryan While Titles II and I funding

	Idaho Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS/HIV (HOPWA):

Includes supportive permanent housing and supportive services through the following contracted providers:
North Idaho AIDS Coalition (NIAC) represents 5 counties in Idaho
North Central District Health Department (NCDHD) Represents 5 counties in North-Central Regions
Boise City/Ada County Housing Authority (BCACHA)
South Central District Health Department (SCDHD)
Southeastern Idaho District Health Department (SIDHD)
District Seven Health Department
North Idaho AIDS Coalition
Family Practice Residency

	Intensive Case Management Services – Available through numerous non-for profit, state-funded and private agencies throughout the State including but not limited to Living Independence Network Corp (LINC), Co-Ad, Inc., Mountain States Group, Community Partnerships of Idaho, Development Workshop, Inc, Joshua Smith Inc., LIFE Inc.

	Idaho Housing and Finance Association

	HOUSING SERVICES
	

	EMERGENCY SOLUTIONS GRANTS (ESG)- Authorized by Title IV of the Stewart B. McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11371-11378). The grant is available to units of general local government or private non-profit organizations. The purpose of the program is to accommodate the beginning steps in Idaho's Continuum of Care process by preventing homelessness, rapidly re-housing the homeless, and providing emergency shelter that meets immediate needs and enables persons experiencing homelessness to move toward independent living. Administered by Idaho Housing and Finance Association

	CONTINUUM OF CARE (COC) PROGRAM- The HEARTH Act consolidates the three separate McKinney-Vento homeless assistance programs, including the Supportive Housing Program, Shelter Plus Care Program, and Section 8 Moderate Rehabilitation SRO Program into a single grant program known as the Continuum of Care (CoC) Program. The former Supportive Housing Program (SHP) helps develop and provide housing and related supportive services for people moving from homelessness to independent, supportive living. Program funds help homeless people live in a stable place, increase their skills and their income, and gain more control over the decisions that affect their lives. Administered by Idaho Housing and Finance Association

	IHFA SECTION 8 HOUSING CHOICE VOUCHER PROGRAM Under contract with HUD, Idaho Housing administers federal rental assistance programs that help low-income families and elderly or disabled individuals obtain decent, affordable rental housing. To be eligible for rental assistance, tenants must qualify under HUD income limits and other eligibility criteria. Tenant incomes, allowances and family compositions are all verified and recertified annually by Idaho Housing staff. Tenants under these programs pay 30 percent of their adjusted gross monthly income for rent and utilities. Or, if they can afford it, a family may choose a unit where their portion of rent and utilities may not exceed 40 percent of their monthly adjusted income. As a tenant’s income changes, the tenant’s rent share changes proportionately. The demand for rental assistance far exceeds the supply. Applicants are usually placed on waiting lists from two to 24 months, depending on their current housing status and the area of the state. Persons requiring rental assistance can apply at the Idaho Housing Branch Office that serves their region. Idaho Housing branch offices are located in Coeur d’Alene, Lewiston, Twin Falls and Idaho Falls
Preferences:
· Household  member  has a terminal illness that  is considered by a physician to be in the final stages (must  be verified  by a medical physician when we reach your name on the waiting list.). 
· Household  that  includes  one or more children; under age 18 or disabled) A household  where the head or co-head of household  or the sole member  is: U.S.C. 423) or Section 102(7)(b) of the Developmental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42 U.S.C. 6001(7)) or has been determined to have a physical,  mental, or emotional impairment that  is expected  to be of long-continued and indefinite duration; substantially impedes  the ability  to live independently and  is of such a nature that the ability  to live independently could be improved  by more suitable housing conditions

	FAMILY SELF-SUFFICIENCY PROGRAM Families who participate in the federal Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher program are eligible to be part of Idaho Housing's Family Self-Sufficiency (FSS) Program. FSS is a voluntary program that helps families become economically independent. Through this program households learn to set goals that always include employment and often include home ownership. FSS Program participants agree, via a five-year contract, to establish and attain specific goals. The program's goals include assisting families to become free of all forms of state and federal welfare through employment. FSS Specialists in each branch office meet with household members to establish goals that might include: employment, job training, education, job search, money management, credit repair, and home ownership. Working as a team, the family, local service providers and the FSS Specialists help families identify and eliminate obstacles to self-sufficiency. Participants may receive an interest-bearing escrow (savings) account that accrues as their household's portion of the rent increases because of an increase in earned-income. The tax-free account is given to the family when they complete their FSS Contract of Participation and are free of welfare for 12 consecutive months.



[bookmark: _Toc415045445][bookmark: _Toc433623267]
[bookmark: _Toc433723408]MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing 91.310(d) 
IHFA and IDC supports accredited training for Idaho planning professionals, policy makers and government staff to improve compliance in land-use, zoning and building codes, and other housing policies. Letters of support for such training [were] provided by the Association of Idaho Cities, The Community Planning Association of Southwest Idaho (COMPASS), The Idaho Chapter of the American Planning Association, and the University of Idaho Urban Research and Design Center.
1. City and county zoning that does not allow small lots for single-family detached housing in at least one district. Minimum lot size requirements are a type of restriction that can increase housing costs (since land costs are a significant portion of total development costs).
2. City and County Zoning that does not allow construction of multifamily housing and mapping enough land into the district to allow a reasonable chance that some multifamily housing will be developed.  Local planning and zoning policies continue to represent a cause of increased housing costs in some areas.
3. City and county zoning that does not allow manufactured homes in at least one residential zone.
4. City and county zoning that limit house or dwelling unit sizes.  Minimum house size requirements have been identified as significant cause of increased housing prices.
5. Lack of inclusionary group home zoning policies—including congregate care, nursing home and assisted living facilities at the city and county level—could subject the city or county to a developer’s request for “reasonable accommodation.” Failure to provide “reasonable accommodation” could be a violation of federal law.
6. City and county zoning that does not allow accessory dwelling units in at least one zone district. 
7. City and county zoning that does not allow mixed use (residential units) in at least one commercial zone district.
8. City and county zoning that does not allow for lower parking standards.  A lower standard can and generally should be used for affordable housing, multifamily housing, group housing and special needs housing.
9. City and county zoning that does not allow nonconforming structures to be rebuilt with the same number of units as before following a disaster.  Affordable units may be lost and allowing rebuilding with the same number of units will preserve these units in the housing stock.
10. City and county zoning that does not provide common incentives to encourage affordable housing.  Incentives alone are often not enough to make development of affordable housing feasible; they can be part of a broader package of incentives. 
11. State-level property tax waiver policy restricts opportunities for many affordable housing developers and managers to create a range of housing affordable to local residents.
As previously noted, neither IHFA nor IDC (grantees) are part of the legislative branch; therefore, it is beyond our ability to make or alter legislation or policy. However, grantees perceive a role in influencing policy makers and practitioners through education and outreach, the theory being that increased general awareness of the benefits of housing affordability creates a more receptive environment at all levels of government.
In the IHFA's long experience working in Idaho, this type of outreach is essential to preserve or construct a range of housing that is affordable to households throughout the state. To this end, one of the considerations IHFA makes available is a brief summary entitled: Fair housing compliance: local government considerations.
Please note. Information and findings regarding Barriers to Affordable Housing contained in the 2011 Analysis of Impediments represent only a point-in-time survey and analysis. Individual counties may have subsequently modified their policies and procedures;  individual cities and communities may have policies and procedures that differ substantially from their surrounding county. Information collected indicated some Idaho counties’ land use regulations and zoning policies may create barriers to affordability. This should not be interpreted to mean all county land-use policies (or the cities within those counties) were or are problematic. 
Section VI. Land-Use Regulations as Barriers to Affordable Housing contains a county-by-county assessment of policies and recommendations. This provides the context that clarifies the linkage between local policy(s) and housing diversity and affordability
State-level barriers to affordability (as referenced in the 2011 Analysis of Impediments):
No state funding or resources devoted to Idaho's Housing Trust Fund structure subsequent to its creation in 1992; 
· Continuous legislative opposition to local control over raising revenue. This effectively limits the ability of cities and counties to support housing affordability;
· Efforts to enact inclusionary zoning ordinances or ‘in-lieu fees’ to support local housing affordability have been eliminated or withdrawn because of lawsuits—and the threat of lawsuits. These have come from individuals and the Mountain Central Board of Realtors supported by the Idaho Association of Realtors; in the case of McCall, ID, the Fourth Circuit Court sided with Realtors (see p. 14)
[bookmark: _Toc433623268][bookmark: _Toc433723409]Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing
Grantees acknowledge Idaho's next Analysis of Impediments is due in PY 2016.  Grantees also acknowledge HUD re-opened the comment period for the proposed new rule regarding AFFH on January 15, 2015 because of the concerns expressed regarding State Jurisdiction's ability to use and complete the new AFH assessment tool designed for Entitlement Communities. In re-opening the comment period, HUD indicated it was allowing entities (States) to submit the new AFH format at a later date so it could address these concerns.  Idaho State Grantees look forward to receiving clear guidance from HUD regarding this matter as soon as possible.   
[bookmark: _Toc433623269]The research conducted for the 2011 State of Idaho Analysis of Impediments identified three impediments. An “impediment” may have the effect of restricting housing choices or the availability of housing choices on the basis of race, color, religion, sex, disability, familial status, or national origin.
[bookmark: _Toc433623270]Impediments
[bookmark: _Toc433623271]Fair Housing Impediment No. 1- Idaho counties’ land use regulations and zoning policies may create barriers to fair housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433623272]Fair Housing Impediment No. 2- Idaho’s state fair housing law does not provide protection based on familial status.
[bookmark: _Toc433623273]Fair Housing Impediment No. 3-State policies that limit local government ability to raise revenues for housing activities may restrict the ability of counties to address impediments. 


[bookmark: _Toc433623274][bookmark: _Toc433723410] MA- 50- Non-Housing Community Development Assets
[bookmark: _Toc433623275][bookmark: _Toc415045446]Describe any major changes that may have an economic impact, such as planned  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. 
Private Investment:
[bookmark: _Toc433623276]With the geographical size and somewhat three distinct regions within the State of Idaho (north, central, eastern) there is no one private sector investment(s) that is likely to have a significant effect on job and business growth opportunities statewide.  However, significant private investment that may create job growth within a region include: Areva’s investment in an uranium enrichment facility; Union Pacific’s investment in an intermodal rail shuttle service, cheese and yogurt producer’s continued expansion in central Idaho, and increased exporting of Idaho manufactured agriculture equipment, and demand for Idaho’s high tech sector knowledge and products.   One private investment activity that is affecting statewide job growth is the continuing trend of older individuals moving to Idaho to retire or semi-retire.  This is leading to an above average increase in residential real estate development. 
Public Investment and Initiatives:   
[bookmark: _Toc433623277]With a likely decline of federal funding investment into Idaho over the next five years this will decrease and delay some economic development growth opportunities.  Also, whereas, state government has been somewhat reluctant to cover federal funding gaps for education and transportation and is unlikely to develop new public financing tools, funding pressures will fall onto local governments.   Many of these local governments are rural cities and counties, therefore, have limiting revenue resources.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623278]Over the past five years there has not been an overabundance of investment into economic development activities with exception to a new statewide tax abatement program and small business collateral loan program.  The projected need over the next five years for economic development activities (identified below) are as follows: 
· Job training will be high
· Business assistance programs (tax abatements, low interest or loan guarantees, or public absorption of site development) will be moderate

Workforce Needs
[bookmark: _Toc433623279]To understand the labor needs it needs to be understood what are likely to be Idaho highest job growth sectors.  Having this data should transcend into those sectors that will have a higher than average need for educated and trained individuals.  The list below identifies the top ten job growth sectors for the next ten years.
· Healthcare/Social services, to add 21,800 jobs
· Retail Trade to add 16,800 jobs
· Leisure/Hospitality to add 14,700 jobs
· Professional/business services to add 11,800 jobs
· Construction to add 11,600 jobs
· Manufacturing to add 6,000 jobs
· Education to add 5,700 jobs
· Financial to add 4,500 jobs
· Wholesale to add 3,600 jobs
· Agriculture to add 3,400 jobs
This list, however, does not breakdown the specific skill sets needed within a sector.

[bookmark: _Toc433623280]Infrastructure Needs In Idaho
[bookmark: _Toc433623281]Dams – (Grade = C) - The average date of construction completion for Idaho dams is 1952. As a result, funding needed to service, maintain, repair, or replace dams will continue to increase at an accelerated pace.
[bookmark: _Toc433623282]Drinking Water – (Grade C+) - Repair and replacement of distribution lines is well below ideal rates. Some municipalities do not have significant and active source protection programs. Recent growth in the state has contributed to somewhat new facilities resulting in better grades than likely seen in other areas of the United States. Idaho’s challenge will be to maintain existing systems and improve conditions for older systems.
[bookmark: _Toc433623283] Wastewater- (Grade B-) Replacement and repair of collection pipelines is not keeping pace with the ageing infrastructure. Many wastewater systems have not been video inspected in the last 10 years. Recent growth in the state has contributed to somewhat new facilities resulting in better grades than likely seen in other areas of the United States. Idaho’s challenge will be to maintain existing systems and improve conditions for older systems.
[bookmark: _Toc433623284]Aviation – (Grade = C) Idaho has more aviation services per capita than most Americans, however, incompatible land uses around airports reduce their function and value.
[bookmark: _Toc433623285]During the next 10 years, Idaho is predicted to experience a shortfall of its share of airport funding.
[bookmark: _Toc433623286]Energy – (Grade = C+) Energy prices remain low in Idaho, but as Idaho continues to grow, so does the demand for energy. Transmission is increasingly vital.
[bookmark: _Toc433623287]State Highways – (Grade = D+) The existing budget for the state highway system is well below the need and Idaho’s reliance on federal funding will limit our ability to meet future needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433623288]Local Highways - (Grade = C-) Most of the local highways across Idaho meet their capacity needs, but funding shortfalls and limitation will hamper improvements.
[bookmark: _Toc433623289]Rail – (Grade = C+ / Grade = D passenger) – Private companies continue to invest in rail improvements for Idaho’s critical freight rail system. Passenger rail options are limited across the state.
[bookmark: _Toc433623290]School Facilities – (Grade = C-) School facilities continue to age and overcrowding will continue to challenge school districts. The lack of recent assessments prevents a complete understanding of the growing needs.
[bookmark: _Toc433623291]Bridges – (Grade = D) Many bridges are reaching the limits of their life expectancy. Current funding levels are far outpaced by the replacement need, particularly for critical bridges.
[bookmark: _Toc433623292]Transit – (Grade = D) Transit in Idaho is safe and relatively efficient, but lacks the accessibility and funding to meet the needs. *Source: ASCE 2012 Report Card
[bookmark: _Toc433623293][bookmark: _Toc433723411]NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment
[bookmark: _Toc433623294]Summary of Housing Needs
[bookmark: _Toc433623295]Idaho's trends for the most part, reflect national trends. Idaho affordable housing and affordable housing needs are no exception. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623296]While Idaho's official unemployment rate continues to drop, an indication Idaho's job market is back, it is important to note these numbers do not reflect the underemployed or those who have stopped looking for work. In addition, many of the pre-recession high paying tech jobs are gone. Driver's license data indicates many Idahoans moved to places like Washington, Utah, Oregon, Wyoming, Montana and North Dakota and Texas (30,000  Idahoans in 2012). In 2012, Idahoans earned less than residents in all other states except Mississippi. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623297]And in 2013,  Idaho had the largest percentage of minimum wage workers in the county with the number of workers earning the legal minimum wage ($7.25) increasing by 60%[State Impact Idaho: "The minimum wage in Idaho, 75 years later": June 25, 2013; Emilie Ritter Saunders]. The 2014 Idaho Housing, Demographics, and Transportation Report commissioned by Idaho Housing and Finance Association(see appendices) indicates that the lowest income earners in every county in Idaho have housing and transportation costs that exceed 100% of their income.  This usually means they are working more than 1 job to make ends meet. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623298]Basic housing trends for the next 5 years: Low inventory and high demand for both rental and homebuyer housing will keep prices highly competitive; lower homeownership and higher rental rates; and an increasing need for housing options for families and individuals who are homeless.  Using historical data as the predictor, Idaho's overall population will increase an average of 2% each year. One could use this and predict Idaho's housing needs will increase 2% a year for the next 5 years or 10% by the end of Program Year 2019. However, the factors mentioned above will create an even greater challenge for Idaho's increasing low-income populations and their affordable housing needs for the next 5 years. (Idaho County-by-county data regarding cost burdened renters and homeowners, percentage of residents, children, and seniors living in poverty is available online at http://www.idahohousing.com/ihfa/grant-programs/plans-and-reports.aspx 2014 Idaho Housing Needs Survey and the 2014 Idaho County, Demographic, Housing and Transportation Data Report
[bookmark: _Toc433623299]To project housing needs of special populations and by family type, a compound annual growth rate of 1.65 percent was applied to the current level of housing needs by population type. This growth rate is based on the population growth that occurred in Idaho during the past decade. The current level of housing needs was based on available data from HUD (CHAS data), the U.S. Census and other state and national sources. In some cases, housing need is measured by cost burden. In others, poverty is used as a proxy. In other cases, data on housing needs by population type captured in national surveys are extrapolated to Idaho’s population. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623300]The resulting projected five-year housing needs by family type and special need follow.
Extremely low income households: HUD CHAS data estimate that 35,000 extremely low income (< 30% HAMFI) households have one or more housing needs. In five years, this number is estimated to be 38,500. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623301]Low income households: HUD CHAS data estimate that 23,000 low income (30-50% HAMFI) households have one or more housing needs. In five years, this number is estimated to be 25,000.
[bookmark: _Toc433623302]Moderate income households: HUD CHAS data estimate that 17,500 extremely low income (50-80% HAMFI) households have one or more housing needs. In five years, this number is estimated to be 19,000.
[bookmark: _Toc433623303]Middle income households: HUD CHAS data estimate that 6,250 extremely low income (80-100% HAMFI) households have one or more housing needs. In five years, this number is estimated to be 6,700.
[bookmark: _Toc433623304]Renters: Currently, according to HUD CHAS data, 40,500 renter households in Idaho have one or more housing problems, most of which is cost burden. If the level of cost burden stays the same among renters, in five years, the number of renters with housing needs could reach 44,000. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623305]Owners: Similarly, 41,600 owners experience housing problems, mostly cost burden. In 2020, as many as 45,000 Idaho owners could have housing problems. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623306]Elderly: 34,500 seniors (age 62 and older) currently face cost burden; by 2020, this could increase to 37,500. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623307]Single persons: Of the 138,600 single person households in Idaho, 17,500 live in poverty and, therefore, are likely to have housing needs.  In five years, the numbers of single person households with housing needs is expected to reach 19,000. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623308]Large families: Almost 14,000 large families in Idaho are cost burdened. By 2020, more than 15,000 large families could be cost burdened. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623309]Persons with disabilities: HUD provides detailed CHAS data on housing needs by type of disability on its www.huduser.org website (Table 6). Using the data that estimate disability sub-populations with 1 or more housing needs and applying the five year growth rate, in 2020:
[bookmark: _Toc433623310]10,200 Idahoans with vision and hearing impairments could have housing needs;
[bookmark: _Toc433623311]14,000 Idahoans with ambulatory limitations could have housing needs;
[bookmark: _Toc433623312]Another 14,000 Idahoans with cognitive limitations could have housing needs; and
[bookmark: _Toc433623313]12,000 Idahoans with self-care or independent living limitations could have housing needs. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623314]Victims of domestic violence: Based on estimates from the CDC, (3.6% of women and 1% of men who have experienced domestic violence have some type of housing need), by 2010, as many as 1,650 Idahoans experiencing domestic violence could have new housing needs annually. This would bring the number of victims of domestic violence who have experienced violence anytime in their life and who have had or still have housing needs to nearly 29.000.  


	[bookmark: _Toc433623315]Formerly homeless receiving rapid re-housing assistance: Demographics
	[bookmark: _Toc433623316]Base Year:  2000
	[bookmark: _Toc433623317]Most Recent Year:  2011
	[bookmark: _Toc433623318]% Change

	[bookmark: _Toc433623319]Population
	[bookmark: _Toc433623320]1,293,953
	[bookmark: _Toc433623321]1,549,987
	[bookmark: _Toc433623322]20%

	[bookmark: _Toc433623323]Households
	[bookmark: _Toc433623324]470,133
	[bookmark: _Toc433623325]575,497
	[bookmark: _Toc433623326]22%

	[bookmark: _Toc433623327]Median Income
	[bookmark: _Toc433623328]$37,572.00
	[bookmark: _Toc433623329]$46,890.00
	[bookmark: _Toc433623330]25%


[bookmark: _Toc433623331]Table 59 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics
	[bookmark: _Toc433623332]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623333]2000 Census (Base Year), 2007-2011 ACS (Most Recent Year)
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[bookmark: _Toc433623334][bookmark: _Toc433723412]Projected Rental and Homeowner Occupied Units
[bookmark: _Toc433623335][bookmark: _Toc433723413]Number of Households Table
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623336]0-30% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623337]>30-50% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623338]>50-80% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623339]>80-100% HAMFI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623340]>100% HAMFI

	[bookmark: _Toc433623341]Total Households *
	[bookmark: _Toc433623342]52,545
	[bookmark: _Toc433623343]64,795
	[bookmark: _Toc433623344]100,665
	[bookmark: _Toc433623345]62,410
	[bookmark: _Toc433623346]295,080

	[bookmark: _Toc433623347]Small Family Households *
	[bookmark: _Toc433623348]17,265
	[bookmark: _Toc433623349]19,340
	[bookmark: _Toc433623350]37,305
	[bookmark: _Toc433623351]25,565
	[bookmark: _Toc433623352]158,345

	[bookmark: _Toc433623353]Large Family Households *
	[bookmark: _Toc433623354]4,265
	[bookmark: _Toc433623355]6,325
	[bookmark: _Toc433623356]12,095
	[bookmark: _Toc433623357]8,555
	[bookmark: _Toc433623358]32,235

	[bookmark: _Toc433623359]Household contains at least one person 62-74 years of age
	[bookmark: _Toc433623360]7,000
	[bookmark: _Toc433623361]11,555
	[bookmark: _Toc433623362]18,425
	[bookmark: _Toc433623363]11,330
	[bookmark: _Toc433623364]54,570

	[bookmark: _Toc433623365]Household contains at least one person age 75 or older
	[bookmark: _Toc433623366]6,060
	[bookmark: _Toc433623367]12,955
	[bookmark: _Toc433623368]13,855
	[bookmark: _Toc433623369]6,505
	[bookmark: _Toc433623370]18,895

	[bookmark: _Toc433623371]Households with one or more children 6 years old or younger *
	[bookmark: _Toc433623372]11,150
	[bookmark: _Toc433623373]13,395
	[bookmark: _Toc433623374]23,325
	[bookmark: _Toc433623375]13,900
	[bookmark: _Toc433623376]38,895


[bookmark: _Toc433623377]Table 60 - Total Households Table
	[bookmark: _Toc433623378]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623379]2007-2011 CHAS





[bookmark: _Toc433623380][bookmark: _Toc433723414]Housing Needs Summary Tables
[bookmark: _Toc433623381]1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623382]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623383]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623384]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623385]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623386]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623387]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623388]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623389]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623390]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623391]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623392]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623393]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433623394]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433623395]Substandard Housing - Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities
	[bookmark: _Toc433623396]930
	[bookmark: _Toc433623397]860
	[bookmark: _Toc433623398]565
	[bookmark: _Toc433623399]350
	[bookmark: _Toc433623400]2,705
	[bookmark: _Toc433623401]610
	[bookmark: _Toc433623402]420
	[bookmark: _Toc433623403]465
	[bookmark: _Toc433623404]310
	[bookmark: _Toc433623405]1,805

	[bookmark: _Toc433623406]Severely Overcrowded - With >1.51 people per room (and complete kitchen and plumbing)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623407]375
	[bookmark: _Toc433623408]490
	[bookmark: _Toc433623409]680
	[bookmark: _Toc433623410]125
	[bookmark: _Toc433623411]1,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433623412]195
	[bookmark: _Toc433623413]185
	[bookmark: _Toc433623414]190
	[bookmark: _Toc433623415]105
	[bookmark: _Toc433623416]675

	[bookmark: _Toc433623417]Overcrowded - With 1.01-1.5 people per room (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623418]1,515
	[bookmark: _Toc433623419]1,285
	[bookmark: _Toc433623420]1,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433623421]840
	[bookmark: _Toc433623422]5,500
	[bookmark: _Toc433623423]575
	[bookmark: _Toc433623424]560
	[bookmark: _Toc433623425]1,690
	[bookmark: _Toc433623426]1,170
	[bookmark: _Toc433623427]3,995

	[bookmark: _Toc433623428]Housing cost burden greater than 50% of income (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623429]19,895
	[bookmark: _Toc433623430]9,070
	[bookmark: _Toc433623431]1,530
	[bookmark: _Toc433623432]110
	[bookmark: _Toc433623433]30,605
	[bookmark: _Toc433623434]11,375
	[bookmark: _Toc433623435]10,025
	[bookmark: _Toc433623436]10,550
	[bookmark: _Toc433623437]3,215
	[bookmark: _Toc433623438]35,165

	[bookmark: _Toc433623439]Housing cost burden greater than 30% of income (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623440]3,085
	[bookmark: _Toc433623441]13,320
	[bookmark: _Toc433623442]15,045
	[bookmark: _Toc433623443]2,525
	[bookmark: _Toc433623444]33,975
	[bookmark: _Toc433623445]2,645
	[bookmark: _Toc433623446]6,995
	[bookmark: _Toc433623447]16,725
	[bookmark: _Toc433623448]12,035
	[bookmark: _Toc433623449]38,400

	[bookmark: _Toc433623450]Zero/negative Income (and none of the above problems)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623451]2,190
	[bookmark: _Toc433623452]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623453]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623454]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623455]2,190
	[bookmark: _Toc433623456]2,370
	[bookmark: _Toc433623457]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623458]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623459]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623460]2,370


[bookmark: _Toc433623461]Table 61 – Housing Problems Table
	[bookmark: _Toc433623462]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623463]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433623464]
2. Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623465]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623466]			Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623467]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623468]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623469]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623470]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623471]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623472]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623473]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623474]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623475]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623476]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433623477]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433623478]Having 1 or more of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433623479]45,430
	[bookmark: _Toc433623480]23,400
	[bookmark: _Toc433623481]9,270
	[bookmark: _Toc433623482]2,850
	[bookmark: _Toc433623483]80,950
	[bookmark: _Toc433623484]25,520
	[bookmark: _Toc433623485]22,380
	[bookmark: _Toc433623486]25,790
	[bookmark: _Toc433623487]9,600
	[bookmark: _Toc433623488]83,290

	[bookmark: _Toc433623489]Having none of four housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433623490]14,630
	[bookmark: _Toc433623491]41,820
	[bookmark: _Toc433623492]70,470
	[bookmark: _Toc433623493]34,170
	[bookmark: _Toc433623494]161,090
	[bookmark: _Toc433623495]10,400
	[bookmark: _Toc433623496]41,990
	[bookmark: _Toc433623497]95,800
	[bookmark: _Toc433623498]78,210
	[bookmark: _Toc433623499]226,400

	[bookmark: _Toc433623500]Household has negative income, but none of the other housing problems
	[bookmark: _Toc433623501]4,380
	[bookmark: _Toc433623502]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623503]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623504]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623505]4,380
	[bookmark: _Toc433623506]4,740
	[bookmark: _Toc433623507]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623508]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623509]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623510]4,740


[bookmark: _Toc433623511]Table 62 – Housing Problems 2
	[bookmark: _Toc433623512]Alternate Data Source Name:
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433623513]Renter and homeowner data past, present and future
	


[bookmark: _Toc433623514]

3. Cost Burden > 30%
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623515]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623516]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623517]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623518]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623519]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623520]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623521]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623522]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623523]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623524]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433623525]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433623526]Small Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433623527]9,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433623528]9,020
	[bookmark: _Toc433623529]7,265
	[bookmark: _Toc433623530]25,955
	[bookmark: _Toc433623531]4,105
	[bookmark: _Toc433623532]5,655
	[bookmark: _Toc433623533]12,030
	[bookmark: _Toc433623534]21,790

	[bookmark: _Toc433623535]Large Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433623536]2,095
	[bookmark: _Toc433623537]2,355
	[bookmark: _Toc433623538]1,675
	[bookmark: _Toc433623539]6,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433623540]1,590
	[bookmark: _Toc433623541]2,035
	[bookmark: _Toc433623542]4,215
	[bookmark: _Toc433623543]7,840

	[bookmark: _Toc433623544]Elderly
	[bookmark: _Toc433623545]2,920
	[bookmark: _Toc433623546]4,140
	[bookmark: _Toc433623547]2,585
	[bookmark: _Toc433623548]9,645
	[bookmark: _Toc433623549]5,340
	[bookmark: _Toc433623550]6,715
	[bookmark: _Toc433623551]6,760
	[bookmark: _Toc433623552]18,815

	[bookmark: _Toc433623553]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433623554]10,495
	[bookmark: _Toc433623555]8,515
	[bookmark: _Toc433623556]5,850
	[bookmark: _Toc433623557]24,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433623558]3,910
	[bookmark: _Toc433623559]3,050
	[bookmark: _Toc433623560]5,045
	[bookmark: _Toc433623561]12,005

	[bookmark: _Toc433623562]Total need by income
	[bookmark: _Toc433623563]25,180
	[bookmark: _Toc433623564]24,030
	[bookmark: _Toc433623565]17,375
	[bookmark: _Toc433623566]66,585
	[bookmark: _Toc433623567]14,945
	[bookmark: _Toc433623568]17,455
	[bookmark: _Toc433623569]28,050
	[bookmark: _Toc433623570]60,450


[bookmark: _Toc433623571]Table 63 – Cost Burden > 30%
	[bookmark: _Toc433623572]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623573]2007-2011 CHAS


[bookmark: _Toc433623574]4. Cost Burden > 50%
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623575]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623576]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623577]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623578]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623579]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623580]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623581]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623582]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623583]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623584]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433623585]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433623586]Small Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433623587]8,505
	[bookmark: _Toc433623588]3,505
	[bookmark: _Toc433623589]660
	[bookmark: _Toc433623590]12,670
	[bookmark: _Toc433623591]3,755
	[bookmark: _Toc433623592]3,540
	[bookmark: _Toc433623593]4,460
	[bookmark: _Toc433623594]11,755

	[bookmark: _Toc433623595]Large Related
	[bookmark: _Toc433623596]1,880
	[bookmark: _Toc433623597]620
	[bookmark: _Toc433623598]40
	[bookmark: _Toc433623599]2,540
	[bookmark: _Toc433623600]1,460
	[bookmark: _Toc433623601]1,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433623602]1,165
	[bookmark: _Toc433623603]3,750

	[bookmark: _Toc433623604]Elderly
	[bookmark: _Toc433623605]2,170
	[bookmark: _Toc433623606]1,880
	[bookmark: _Toc433623607]670
	[bookmark: _Toc433623608]4,720
	[bookmark: _Toc433623609]3,750
	[bookmark: _Toc433623610]3,385
	[bookmark: _Toc433623611]2,815
	[bookmark: _Toc433623612]9,950

	[bookmark: _Toc433623613]Other
	[bookmark: _Toc433623614]9,135
	[bookmark: _Toc433623615]3,585
	[bookmark: _Toc433623616]475
	[bookmark: _Toc433623617]13,195
	[bookmark: _Toc433623618]3,160
	[bookmark: _Toc433623619]2,150
	[bookmark: _Toc433623620]2,270
	[bookmark: _Toc433623621]7,580

	[bookmark: _Toc433623622]Total need by income
	[bookmark: _Toc433623623]21,690
	[bookmark: _Toc433623624]9,590
	[bookmark: _Toc433623625]1,845
	[bookmark: _Toc433623626]33,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433623627]12,125
	[bookmark: _Toc433623628]10,200
	[bookmark: _Toc433623629]10,710
	[bookmark: _Toc433623630]33,035


[bookmark: _Toc433623631]Table 64 – Cost Burden > 50%
	[bookmark: _Toc433623632]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623633]2007-2011 CHAS



[bookmark: _Toc433623634]5. Crowding (More than one person per room)
	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623635]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623636]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623637]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623638]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623639]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623640]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623641]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623642]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623643]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623644]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623645]>80-100% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623646]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433623647]NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

	[bookmark: _Toc433623648]Single family households
	[bookmark: _Toc433623649]1,715
	[bookmark: _Toc433623650]1,485
	[bookmark: _Toc433623651]1,895
	[bookmark: _Toc433623652]775
	[bookmark: _Toc433623653]5,870
	[bookmark: _Toc433623654]635
	[bookmark: _Toc433623655]665
	[bookmark: _Toc433623656]1,630
	[bookmark: _Toc433623657]1,020
	[bookmark: _Toc433623658]3,950

	[bookmark: _Toc433623659]Multiple, unrelated family households
	[bookmark: _Toc433623660]119
	[bookmark: _Toc433623661]165
	[bookmark: _Toc433623662]225
	[bookmark: _Toc433623663]160
	[bookmark: _Toc433623664]669
	[bookmark: _Toc433623665]135
	[bookmark: _Toc433623666]80
	[bookmark: _Toc433623667]250
	[bookmark: _Toc433623668]270
	[bookmark: _Toc433623669]735

	[bookmark: _Toc433623670]Other, non-family households
	[bookmark: _Toc433623671]135
	[bookmark: _Toc433623672]210
	[bookmark: _Toc433623673]440
	[bookmark: _Toc433623674]130
	[bookmark: _Toc433623675]915
	[bookmark: _Toc433623676]15
	[bookmark: _Toc433623677]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623678]20
	[bookmark: _Toc433623679]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433623680]45

	[bookmark: _Toc433623681]Total need by income
	[bookmark: _Toc433623682]1,969
	[bookmark: _Toc433623683]1,860
	[bookmark: _Toc433623684]2,560
	[bookmark: _Toc433623685]1,065
	[bookmark: _Toc433623686]7,454
	[bookmark: _Toc433623687]785
	[bookmark: _Toc433623688]745
	[bookmark: _Toc433623689]1,900
	[bookmark: _Toc433623690]1,300
	[bookmark: _Toc433623691]4,730


[bookmark: _Toc433623692]Table 65 – Crowding Information – 1/2
	[bookmark: _Toc433623693]Data Source:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623694]2007-2011 CHAS



	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623695]Renter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623696]Owner

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623697]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623698]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623699]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623700]Total
	[bookmark: _Toc433623701]0-30% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623702]>30-50% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623703]>50-80% AMI
	[bookmark: _Toc433623704]Total

	[bookmark: _Toc433623705]Households with Children Present
	[bookmark: _Toc433623706]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623707]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623708]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623709]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623710]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623711]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623712]0
	[bookmark: _Toc433623713]0


[bookmark: _Toc433623714]Table 66 – Crowding Information – 2/2


[bookmark: _Toc433623715][bookmark: _Toc415045444][bookmark: _Toc433723415]NA-35 Public Housing 
[bookmark: _Toc433623716][bookmark: _Toc433623717]IHFA's branch offices maintain data on wait lists by family type, race, ethnicity and disability. The table below shows the numbers and types of families on the wait lists for tenant based Rental assistance. HFA Wait List Table Revised 7/17/2015[image: cid:image003.jpg@01D0BFD6.AD807D50]
[bookmark: _Toc433623718]Based on the wait list tables, the most immediate need is affordable rental housing with accessibility accommodations.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623719]PHA Plans of local jurisdictions with their own PHA were consulted for additional wait list information. These Plans were largely dedicated to capital improvement needs and did not contain data on wait lists. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623720]Discussion: Please see above
[bookmark: _Toc433623721][bookmark: _Toc433723416]NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs
Local Governments Community Development Needs Survey 
[bookmark: _Toc433623722]In October 2014, the State of Idaho Department of Commerce sent out a survey to 44 counties and 193 cities to facilitate the planning and guidance of the 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan and prioritize how CDBG funds are allocated among program set a sides and activities within each set a sides.  Of the 237 surveys sent out, 98 responses were received.
Comments received from cities and counties are presented in the following list:
· Give city government free administration course, and assistance on acquiring these funds.  It is very much needed in my city.  I would love to attend the Idaho funds administration course in September
· Please keep our city in mind when this grant opportunity comes available.  Our city is a railroad town with a lot of elderly people and low income.  We are struggling severely with no businesses and low job opportunities.  Our streets and roads need repaired and our citizens need jobs
· We need more help with aging infrastructure
· Increase for public services and housing, decrease economic development and increase public infrastructure
· Roads
· I have found CDBG funding very important for our community.  Thank you for all you do!
· I am new and am requesting information on how to access these funds for the city of Chubbuck
· It is a good program
· Great program
· Need to pave many dirt roads.  This is very expensive and our street revenue will not go far enough
· We have two requests:  1. We would like to see downtown revitalization become its own category – at 20-25%.  We have found that such projects provide much great benefit, as private investment increases dramatically in areas adjacent to public improvement projects.  Similarly business activity increases in these areas.  This leverage effect stimulates significant secondary economic growth far beyond the public funds expended.  2. We would like you to revise the job creation grant so that it is more accessible to smaller communities like ours.  Perhaps partitioning the funds allocating a portion for smaller projects specifically would be helpful.
· Increase senior center grants to $250,000
· Move more funds into economic development projects.  Economic growth is a better long term infrastructure funding mechanism
· Harrison needs economic development projects-job creation, downtown revitalization, sewer system, water system upgrades
· Our city needs a new library.  Ours is in very poor condition.  Please let us know how to apply for a grant to build this.  Thank you.  Also we have needs for sidewalks
· Thank you for the help we have received in the past
· More money for drug, alcohol and behavioral health issues
· We prefer to not invest in infrastructure we may not be able to maintain
· I say yes and no because I support all of the above as critically important to McCall however low income housing is a looming problem for our town.  We had difficulty hiring seasonal staff due to a shortage of rental [housing] and more important[ly], affordable rentals.  Our infrastructure needs are of the highest priority for both public safety and economic development.  The grant received for our office a couple of years ago made a substantial difference in our town
· Up the percentage from infrastructure 55%.  Drop economic development to 35%.  Grants or money collected is still taxpayer based.  The pressing need for most cities is repair of infrastructure
· We should spending less on economic development.  More on infrastructure.  Although I strongly believe in economic development I also believe this should be a business driven not government driven
· There is always a need for more funding to complete large projects but we understand the limitations of any funding source.  The need to increase funding is because as old infrastructure continues to deteriorate and no maintenance/repairs are completed the project magnitude increases as well as the funds needed to address the problems.  Early problem detection and repair equate to less funding needs
· Ours is a very small community in the mountains with no additional public/city property so expansions such as sewer/water could not happened
· When matching funds are required, at times it is hard for a small community to find the funds.
· More funds available for storm water projects
· Rockland appreciates all that the ICDBG program provided for the city
· Great program.  For public infrastructure and economic development projects, the $500,000 limits the effectiveness of the program.  Limit amounts should be raised.  Rupert has concerns on eligibility requirements and validity of the ACS results regarding our citizen’s income levels.
· Our sewer systems are in dire need of repair and our community has many retired individuals who live at or below the poverty level.  At least $5,000,000 for public infrastructure.  Our rural county is severely impacted by federal agencies especially with new rule promulgation and many times state agencies add to this over regulation.  Ex. EPA and IDEA.  We local governments need more support from all state agencies in this regard or more formally stated, State of Idaho Agencies should stand up for citizens of Idaho first and figure ways to guide the federal over regulations to be less of a burden on citizens.
· The CDBG program has been a very effective tool for our community
· I feel a bit more should be allocated for sewer/water systems to promote more commerce the sewer and water systems need to be upgraded to support it.
· Economic hardship due to low-income residents and infrastructure needs that require immediate attention.  Thank you.
· Senior services have been decreased in our area and need to be reevaluated based on low- income population
·  City is in need of projects for youth
· [bookmark: _Toc433623723]Increase or remain the same but allowing 2 or 3 years of grant dollars for 2 or 3 phase projects
[bookmark: _Toc433723417]SP 40 – Institutional Delivery Structure
[bookmark: _Toc433623724][bookmark: _Toc433723418]Assess of Strengths and Gaps in the Institutional Delivery System
[bookmark: _Toc433623725][bookmark: _Toc433723419]State Of Idaho-CDBG Program
[bookmark: _Toc433623726]With the number of rules and regulations that are conditioned for receiving and implementing a CDBG grant funded project the ability to comply with applicable requirements is challenging for cities and counties, especially considering they only receive a CDBG grant periodically.   
[bookmark: _Toc433623727]In order to help ensure the capacity is available, Commerce has created and maintains a certified grant administrator program.  Any CDBG grantee (city, county, or sub-recipient) is required to utilize a grant administrator to implement the project.  Local government personnel, planning districts, and individual consultants have the ability to become certified.  The utilization of certified grant administrators would be considered a strength, as it reduces the burden on Commerce staff and maintains a consist pool of consultant, who understand the CDBG rules, for a potential grantee to select from to help implement a CDBG funded project.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623728]Commerce’s development and updating of a Grant Administration Manual, Application Handbook, and CDBG webpage is also an additional strength to the institutional delivery system. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623729]The consistency of an established delivery structure for the CDBG program is defined and accessible by potential grantees and their sub-recipients. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623730]Gaps to the system include grant administrator turnover or attrition, local government turnover, loss of planning districts, and the large geographical distances and rural makeup of the State.  The ability to meet with grantees and assess projects can require a lot of travel time and stretch resources. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623731]Commerce attempts to mitigate the delivery gaps by providing on-going technical assistance, application workshops, grant trainings, and presentations to potential grantees.    
[bookmark: _Toc433623732][bookmark: _Toc433723420]IHFA- HOME Program
[bookmark: _Toc433623733]Strength-As the Lead Agency and Participating Jurisdiction for Idaho's HOME Program, IHFA has created an institutional structure that works well with private industry, local units of government, non-profit service providers, and affordable housing developers to create and preserve affordable housing throughout the State of Idaho.  IHFA's current HOME program delivery system is a mature and well-developed system.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623734]Strength- IHFA awards HOME funds to owners and developers  who can demonstrate capacity to construct and/or rehabilitate affordable single-family properties and acquire and/or rehabilitate, and construct affordable rental housing.  IHFA also awards funds to eligible, qualified low-income homebuyers for down payment/closing cost or other gap financing who have qualified for a primary mortgage loan. Using legal instruments, IHFA ensures  development and long-term compliance adhere to HOME, other federal regulations, applicable state and local codes/zoning/ordinances, applicable HOME/local property standards, IHFA rehabilitation standards, and other criteria as submitted as part of the application process.  To ensure the development process is progressing, IHFA conducts periodic inspections during the development phase and when completed. ensure the activity is progressing according to an approved time schedule and HOME limits. IHFA conducts on-site physical inspections and conducts compliance monitoring during the HOME period of affordability.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623735]IHFA will award funds to experienced non-profits, CHDOs, and local units of government to own, develop, then sell, homebuyer properties to eligible and qualified low-income homebuyers. HOME and cross-cutting  federal, state, and local codes, standards, ordinances and zoning are enforced through legal instruments with the developer as well as the homebuyer.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623736]IHFA conducts annual monitoring to ensure the HOME-assisted homebuyer continues to reside in the HOME-assisted unit as principle residence. If this is no longer the case during the period of affordability, and there isn’t a military or full-time student approved exception, IHFA-HOME attempts to persuade the homebuyer to return to the unit. If this fails, IHFA will default on the HOME loan and require the HOME funds to be repaid or the unit be sold.  All Idaho CHDOs currently participate in HOME homebuyer properties activity. All developers, including CHDOs, must demonstrate organizational and development capacity for the activity they plan to undertake.  IHFA-HOME is responsible for qualifying low-income homebuyers for down payment/closing cost assistance and assistance under the homebuyer properties activity. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623737]Weakness- CHDO set-aside funds are not currently used to fund HOME-assisted rental housing activities. Unfortunately, the HOME program's long-term CHDO (only) requirements put CHDOs at a real disadvantage when competing for loans and LIHTC syndicators. The industry and IHFA are reluctant to invest funds into a CHDO project because of the repayment or resale requirements if the entity fails to meet the CHDO-specific requirements at anytime during the 15- 20 years (period of affordability).  
[bookmark: _Toc433623738]Weakness- Historically, Idaho's CHDO developers specialized in rental housing for Idaho's most vulnerable/special needs populations. Under the 2013 HOME rule, these same organizations  could not demonstrate the development capacity needed (now) to do what their already successfully doing. Other organizations  indicate that without additional operating subsidy such as HUD-811, 202, SHP, etc. they no longer have the financial desire capacity own, develop, or manage rental housing that serves special needs populations. Others simply cannot compete with Idaho's for-profit developers for the limited resources. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623739]Weakness- The 2013 HOME Rule's additional legal, organizational, development, and financial requirements on CHDOs have reached the point where many CHDOs have determined becoming and maintaining CHDO status no longer beneficial to the organization or the community they serve. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623740]Weakness-The increasingly onerous and complex HOME regulations combined with increasingly complex cross-cutting federal regulations/laws, and decreasing allocations, combine with a lack of state and local level resources all work to create a general weakness in the service delivery system in Idaho.
[bookmark: _Toc433623741]Weakness- The HOME program is under increasing scrutiny and HUD's response is to centralize control and decision-making at Headquarters rather than the HUD regions. From our perspective, this has only to increase the level of bureaucracy and created a lack of timely decision-making, to and already  complex regulatory and administrative overburdened program. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623742][bookmark: _Toc433723421]ESG Program 
[bookmark: _Toc433623743]While Idaho is the 14th largest state in terms of total square miles, it ranks 39th in total population.  The 2013 US Census presents the Ada County- home of the state capital- population at just over 415,000.  Of the other 43 counties in Idaho, only three have a population exceeding 100,000.  This convincingly demonstrates Idaho’s rural makeup.  The resulting gaps are a reduced public awareness of the existence of homelessness and individuals living with HIV/AIDS; the decreased availability of resources to pair with federally funded programs; below adequate existence of affordable housing for low to moderate income individuals and families; the absence of available state and local resources to combat homelessness and HIV/AIDS; and an aged housing stock which does not include a sufficient amount of safe, decent, and sanitary rental units.
[bookmark: _Toc433623744]Fortunately, despite these challenges, the current service delivery system for federally funded programs is quite impactful.  IHFA is the main recipient of ESG funds for the state of Idaho.  IHFA sub-grants funds to subrecipients across the state each year.  The fund allocations are determined by methods which have been reviewed and commented on by the BOS COC participating agencies and organizations.  The BOS COC homelessness service network consists of long tenured individuals with expansive knowledge and experience with HUD-funded programs and the homeless population.  The organizational structure established by the BOS COC ensures statewide collaboration and coordination of most homeless targeted housing and services programs, and funnels regional occurrences and happenings to the BOS COC board to ensure statewide awareness. 


[bookmark: _Toc433623745][bookmark: _Toc411413955][bookmark: _Toc415045447][bookmark: _Toc433723422]SP-55 Barriers to Affordable Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433623746]IHFA and IDC supports accredited training for Idaho planning professionals, policy makers and government staff to improve compliance in land-use, zoning and building codes, and other housing policies. Letters of support for such training [were] provided by the Association of Idaho Cities, The Community Planning Association of Southwest Idaho (COMPASS), The Idaho Chapter of the American Planning Association, and the University of Idaho Urban Research and Design Center.
[bookmark: _Toc433623747]City and county zoning that does not allow small lots for single-family detached housing in at least one district. Minimum lot size requirements are a type of restriction that can increase housing costs (since land costs are a significant portion of total development costs).
[bookmark: _Toc433623748]City and County Zoning that does not allow construction of multifamily housing and mapping enough land into the district to allow a reasonable chance that some multifamily housing will be developed.  Local planning and zoning policies continue to represent a cause of increased housing costs in some areas.
[bookmark: _Toc433623749]City and county zoning that does not allow manufactured homes in at least one residential zone.
[bookmark: _Toc433623750]City and county zoning that limit house or dwelling unit sizes.  Minimum house size requirements have been identified as significant cause of increased housing prices.
[bookmark: _Toc433623751]Lack of inclusionary group home zoning policies—including congregate care, nursing home and assisted living facilities at the city and county level—could subject the city or county to a developer’s request for “reasonable accommodation.” Failure to provide “reasonable accommodation” could be a violation of federal law.
[bookmark: _Toc433623752]City and county zoning that does not allow accessory dwelling units in at least one zone district. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623753]City and county zoning that does not allow mixed use (residential units) in at least one commercial zone district.
[bookmark: _Toc433623754]City and county zoning that does not allow for lower parking standards.  A lower standard can and generally should be used for affordable housing, multifamily housing, group housing and special needs housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433623755]City and county zoning that does not allow nonconforming structures to be rebuilt with the same number of units as before following a disaster.  Affordable units may be lost and allowing rebuilding with the same number of units will preserve these units in the housing stock.
[bookmark: _Toc433623756]City and county zoning that does not provide common incentives to encourage affordable housing.  Incentives alone are often not enough to make development of affordable housing feasible; they can be part of a broader package of incentives. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623757]State-level property tax waiver policy restricts opportunities for many affordable housing developers and managers to create a range of housing affordable to local residents.
[bookmark: _Toc433623758]As previously noted, neither IHFA nor IDC (grantees) are part of the legislative branch; therefore, it is beyond our ability to make or alter legislation or policy. However, grantees perceive a role in influencing policy makers and practitioners through education and outreach, the theory being that increased general awareness of the benefits of housing affordability creates a more receptive environment at all levels of government.
In the IHFA's long experience working in Idaho, this type of outreach is essential to preserve or construct a range of housing that is affordable to households throughout the state. To this end, one of the considerations IHFA makes available is a brief summary entitled: Fair housing compliance: local government considerations.
Please note. Information and findings regarding Barriers to Affordable Housing contained in the 2011 Analysis of Impediments represent only a point-in-time survey and analysis. Individual counties may have subsequently modified their policies and procedures;  individual cities and communities may have policies and procedures that differ substantially from their surrounding county. Information collected indicated some Idaho counties’ land use regulations and zoning policies may create barriers to affordability. This should not be interpreted to mean all county land-use policies (or the cities within those counties) were or are problematic. 
Section VI. Land-Use Regulations as Barriers to Affordable Housing contains a county-by-county assessment of policies and recommendations. This provides the context that clarifies the linkage between local policy(s) and housing diversity and affordability.
State-level barriers to affordability (as referenced in the 2011 Analysis of Impediments):
· No state funding or resources devoted to Idaho's Housing Trust Fund structure subsequent to its creation in 1992; 
· Continuous legislative opposition to local control over raising revenue. This effectively limits the ability of cities and counties to support housing affordability;
· Efforts to enact inclusionary zoning ordinances or ‘in-lieu fees’ to support local housing affordability have been eliminated or withdrawn because of lawsuits—and the threat of lawsuits. These have come from individuals and the Mountain Central Board of Realtors supported by the Idaho Association of Realtors; in the case of McCall, ID, the Fourth Circuit Court sided with Realtors (see p. 14) 
[bookmark: _Toc433623759][bookmark: _Toc433723423] SP-80 Monitoring
[bookmark: _Toc411325503][bookmark: _Toc411413956]IHFA and IDC utilize written policies and procedures to help ensure activities comply with program requirements, cross-cutting federal regulations, including minority business outreach; state, and local laws, regulations, ordinances, and standards; and local comprehensive planning requirements.
State of Idaho
[bookmark: _Toc433623760]CDBG
IDC (Idaho Department of Commerce) monitors all CDBG funded projects to ensure compliance with applicable program rules and regulations.  The IDC monitoring process starts before the actual funding of an application and continues until project closeout.  This dynamic process helps to ensure projects meets program requirements and improves the chances that any violations or potential violations are identified and corrected.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623761]Pre-Development Monitoring:
[bookmark: _Toc433623762]Local governments who anticipate applying for CDBG funds are encouraged to contact IDC.  IDC provides recommendations and technical assistance to local governments to help them understand the CDBG program requirements.  Pre-development reviews also provide IDC an understanding of the potential projects and an early assessment to determine if it will meet the CDBG goals and regulations.
[bookmark: _Toc433623763]Application Monitoring:
[bookmark: _Toc433623764]During the review of the applications, IDC staff first determines if the application meets the required eight threshold factors, which includes national objectives and eligible activities.   If the application meets the eight threshold factors, further review of the application continues to determine if the project will meet program goals and strategies, procurement rules, acquisition and relocation requirements, citizen participation, and an assessment of the environmental review requirements.   Local governments’ accomplishments towards furthering fair housing and accessibility (504) standards are also reviewed.
[bookmark: _Toc433623765]Generally, IDC conducts a monitoring of the environmental review conduct by the local government prior to execution of the IDC contract.   If the environmental review is not completed before contract execution, it is monitored prior to the release of funds.
[bookmark: _Toc433623766]Project Monitoring:
[bookmark: _Toc433623767]IDC conducts a risk assessment of each project, utilizing the department’s Determination of On-site Monitoring criteria to establish if the project will require on-site monitoring or if the desk monitoring process will be sufficient.   IDC monitors all CDBG funded projects and reviews the local government’s financial audits.  During the course of a project IDC staff is continually monitoring the following applicable project components:
	[bookmark: _Toc433623768]Financial Management 
	[bookmark: _Toc433623769]Procurement
	[bookmark: _Toc433623770]Labor Standards

	[bookmark: _Toc433623771]Acquisition & Relocation
	[bookmark: _Toc433623772]Civil Rights
	[bookmark: _Toc433623773]Fair Housing Activities

	[bookmark: _Toc433623774]Citizen Participation
	[bookmark: _Toc433623775]Section 504 ADA Standards
	[bookmark: _Toc433623776]Performance


[bookmark: _Toc433623777]Following project award IDC will take steps to ensure Minority/Women-owned business enterprises, HUD Zone businesses, disabled veteran-owned businesses and SBA Section 8(a) businesses in Idaho are notified of opportunities to provide goods and services through Professional Technical Assistance Center (PTAC). In addition to PTAC all newly awarded CDBG projects are published in Idaho Department of Transportation newsletter.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623778]Monitoring of this procedure is limited because IDC has chosen to implement the CDBG funded projects notification to PTAC directly, rather than rely on the CDBG grantee to submit their invitation to bid to the PTAC.  IDS’s process provides for an earlier notification.  Early notification helps to ensure that potential contractors know well in advance of upcoming projects, rather than a two week bid solicitation period.  This provides disadvantage businesses, with limited resources and time, a better opportunity for submitting and possibly obligating themselves to a bid.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623779]The IDC process does require, however, the CDBG grantee submit a request for proposals (RFP) for design professional and grant administration services directly to the PTAC.  The PTAC sends the summary RFP out to its clients via email.
[bookmark: _Toc433623780]The number of minority owned businesses that are PTAC clients, whom receive the project funding notification and summary RFPs, is currently 108.
[bookmark: _Toc433623781]IDC utilizes its in-house monitoring guide that is required to be completed by staff Specialist prior to project closeout.  IDC Specialists review and approve every CDBG request for payment.  This requires the Specialist to ensure request CDBG expenditures are allowable and appropriate.  Requests for payment are required to be supported by an invoice and executed contract.  IDC has an established process of receiving and reviewing a local government’s independent financial audit for any open project or project closed out within one year.  The audit is reviewed by IDC to determine if there are any findings and if so do they affect the CDBG funds.
[bookmark: _Toc433623782]On-Site Monitoring:
[bookmark: _Toc433623783]IDC plans to conduct an on-site monitoring of at least 25% of open CDBG grants during each program year, regardless of the program year in which the CDBG was funded.  (This would take effect starting for program year 2015).   On-site monitoring consists of review of the local government’s (grantee) project files, interviewing grantee staff, site observation, and exit conference.
[bookmark: _Toc433623784]Before closeout of a CDBG funded project, the local government chief official is required to submit a final financial and performance report.  The report is review by an IDC Specialist for accuracy and comparable with IDC monitoring documentation. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623785][bookmark: _Toc411325504][bookmark: _Toc411413957][bookmark: _Toc433723424]Idaho Housing and Finance Association
[bookmark: _Toc433623786]HOME Program
[bookmark: _Toc433623787]IHFA-HOME Department is responsible for ensuring HOME activities are monitored for compliance. Using legal instruments that  include the HOME, federal, state, local, IHFA requirements, and remedies for breach of contract or failure to follow requirements.  The written agreement with the owner is executed prior to the disbursement of HOME funds, as described at §92.254 for homebuyer activities and §92.504 for rental activities. For HOME activities that involve development (rehabilitation, construction), IHFA-HOME Department is responsible for ensuring inspections are conducted during the development phase and prior to completion in IDIS. This includes an initial, progress, and final inspection to ensure the development activity is complete prior to sale or completion in IDIS. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623788]Homebuyer Properties Activities
[bookmark: _Toc433623789]For homebuyer properties activities, when the development phase is longer than 60 days from the initial inspection to the completion inspection, IHFA will also conduct a progress inspection. 
IHFA-HOME conducts a compliance monitor on all HOME-assisted homeowner units annually to determine the homebuyer continues to meet the HOME program's  Principle Residence requirement during the period of affordability.  This requirement is described in the homebuyer Occupancy Certification and the Deed of Trust.  If IHFA's monitoring determines the HOME-assisted homebuyer no longer resides in the HOME-assisted unit during the period of affordability and hasn't received a military or full-time student exception from IHFA-HOME, IHFA will take steps to attempt to get the homeowner to return to the HOME-assisted unit. However, if the HOME-assisted unit is not occupied as the homebuyer's Principle Residence, IHFA will take appropriate action to recover the HOME funds invested in the unit as identified in the Occupancy Certification and Deed of Trust Note. 
Rental Activities
IHFA-HOME department conduct periodic progress inspections and a final inspection during the development phase of the activity. Within 12 months of project completion and every 3 years thereafter, IHFA- Compliance staff will conduct physical inspections of the property to ensure continuing compliance with state and local housing code and HOME's property standard.  In addition, IHFA Compliance staff will review and approve each owner's annual certification of continuing compliance with HOME rent restrictions, HOME unit's tenant income, and continuing suitability for occupancy according to local health, safe, and building code, and HOME property standards, owner's reasonable attempts to rent all vacant low-income units before units of comparable size to tenants who did not have qualifying income, adherence to HOME floating or fixed units rule and application, and cross-cutting laws and regulations. HOME rental housing compliance monitoring policies and procedures are identified in the IHFA Compliance Monitoring Manual. See http://www.rentalcompliance.org/housing-compliance-services/tax-credit-home.aspx 
Rental Housing Risk-based Financial Assessment
IHFA-HOME staff will annually assess the financial viability of HOME-assisted rental projects following a written procedure. The assessment includes input from the IHFA Compliance Staff based on their physical inspections, tenant file reviews, and owners' certification of continuing compliance.  The following projects have been determined to have a greater than average risk:  
· Projects within 5 years of the end of the HOME affordability period
· Projects with HOME loan terms of Due-on-Sale or Net Operating Income (NOI)
· Projects on the ‘watch’ list, as determined by IHFA Compliance Staff
· Projects with inconsistent or nonpayment history 
· Projects with 10 or more HOME units, which require a HUD mandated financial assessment
[bookmark: _Toc433623790]The most current financial statements are reviewed using a Tier 1 Easy Risk Assessment Tool (Easy RAT).  The quick financial calculation helps determine two aspects: Is the project generating a positive cash flow; is there available cash sufficient to pay accounts payable.  Consideration is given for other issues such as whether the auditor/accountant has concerns or required replacement reserve deposits are adequate. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623791]The result of the Easy RAT is a ‘Pass’ or ‘Fail’, which determines the next step: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623792]Projects that Pass the Easy RAT and have no other significant areas of concern are determined to be in a stable financial position.  Additional review may be conducted because of other specific triggers. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623793]Projects that Fail the Easy RAT are further assessed, beginning with Tier 2 Assessment. This phase looks at factors beyond simply operating cash and short-term debt.  Aspects such as vacancy rate, HOME unit mix, location, and geographic factors, are reviewed for their impact on rental demand. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623794]In some cases, based on the Tier 2 Assessment outcome, a historical spreadsheet may be created. The purpose of this additional assessment is to provide a comprehensive review from the perspective of the project.  It may provide options and recommendations for IHFA and/or the project Owner/Manager.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623795]The IHFA- HOME Department is ultimately responsible for ensuring the compliance of all HOME-assisted activities.  The monitoring procedures are identified in the HOME Administrative Plan,  the IHFA Compliance Monitoring Manual(rental housing activities), and the HOME Written Procedures Manual. 
CHDOs
[bookmark: _Toc433623796][bookmark: _Toc411325505][bookmark: _Toc411413958]IHFA conducts annual certification of all CHDOs to ensure they continue to meet all CHDO requirements. The timing of the annual certification is at the same time of the annual Operating Assistance Grant NOFA. While organizations are allowed to certify at anytime throughout the year, they must be certified (again) prior to each commitment of CHDO Set-aside funds. The certification process includes the submission of individual board member certifications (to determine low-income/public sector status), current By-laws, Articles of Incorporation, evidence of legal status, current formal process to include low-income beneficiaries in the siting, development and management of affordable housing, resumes of all CHDO staff(including development staff for capacity), the most current financial statement, and evidence of adherence to HOME's Financial Management Standards. Over the next 12 months, prior to the commitment of CHDO set-aside funds, the CHDO is re-certified.  In addition, IHFA-HOME is responsible for the inspection (see inspection procedure above) of each HOME-assisted activity, including CHDO set-aside activities, are progressing to completion according to the approved development time table and that the unit(s), meet the HOME and cross-cutting federal, state, and local codes, property/housing quality standards, zoning/ordinances prior to project completion, including sale to a homebuyer. Compliance monitoring and inspections for CHDO Set-aside activities follow the same procedures  as all other HOME-assisted activities, both during acquisition and rehabilitation/construction, and during the HOME Period of Affordability.  

ESG Program
[bookmark: _Toc433623797]IHFA has implemented ESG monitoring protocols to ensure all program funds are used in accordance with program regulation, corresponding NOFA guidance, and CPD preferences.  All ESG subrecipients experience either an on-site, remote, or desk monitoring at least annually.  The level and frequency of the monitoring is determined by IHFA’s risk assessment process.  Each agency is rated in four main categories based on the risk they pose.  The scoring categories include financial, physical management, participation, and services.  Assessment outcomes will be grouped into three categories; high (top 35% of scores), medium (next 35% of scores), and low (bottom 30% of scores). Agencies that are identified as high risk will undergo on-site monitoring.  If an agency has not experienced an on-site monitoring within the previous two years, they will automatically be categorized as high risk, regardless of their assessment scoring.  Those agencies that are determined to be of medium risk will be monitored remotely.  Agencies who pose a low risk according to the risk assessment will be subject to a desk monitor.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623798]Monitoring may include, but are not limited to, review of the following items or activities:
· Agency policies, including but not limited to:
· Non-discriminatory
· Drug-free workplace
· Conflict of interest
· Participant eligibility
· Resident termination
· Grievance

· Financial and accounting practices, including:
· Reconciliation policy
· Internal control of funds
· Accounts payable and receivable
· General ledgers
· Procurement policy
· A-133 audit or audited financial statements

· Participant files
· Supporting documentation for fund reimbursement requests
· Organizational chart
· Board of Directors
· Records retention
· Verification of insurance
· Affirmative Marketing Plan
[bookmark: _Toc433623799]On-site monitoring also includes at least a 20% sampling of participant files and 10% sampling of units to they meet HUD’s Housing Quality Standards (HQS).  Remote monitoring will include all elements listed above, but will only include a 10% sampling of participant files.  Desk monitoring will include agency and project reviews but will not include the review of participant files.
[bookmark: _Toc433623800]Upon the conclusion of the monitoring efforts, an exit interview is conducted to discuss findings, comments, concerns, technical assistance, and recommendations with key program and agency staff.  The agency will later receive formal notice of the monitoring results, requesting that all findings be addressed within 30 days.    
[bookmark: _Toc433623801]As outlined in each agencies grant agreement, corrective action may be taken for failing to comply with monitoring findings and administering program funds in a manner unreflective of HUD regulations.
[bookmark: _Toc433623802]All reimbursement request submitted to IHFA are reviewed for accuracy and inclusion of eligible activities only prior to fulfilling the reimbursement request and IDIS drawdown.


[bookmark: _Toc411325506][bookmark: _Toc411413959][bookmark: _Toc391376494][bookmark: _Toc391376543][bookmark: _Toc391376812][bookmark: _Toc391378759][bookmark: _Toc391382604][bookmark: _Toc415045449][bookmark: _Toc433623804][bookmark: _Toc391454934][bookmark: _Toc433723425]AP-30 Method of Distribution
[bookmark: _Toc433623805][bookmark: _Toc433723426]State of Idaho CDBG
[bookmark: _Toc433623806]Describe the state program addressed by the Method of Distribution
State of Idaho Department of Commerce distributes CDBG funds on a competitive statewide basis where applications are ranked against each other for funding.
[bookmark: _Toc433623807]Describe all the criteria that will be used to select applications and the relative importance of these criteria.
[bookmark: _Toc433623808]There are five variables that define how Idaho prioritizes its projects and activities that will be eligible to receive CDBG funds.
[bookmark: _Toc433623809]First variable to prioritizing CDBG funds is to ensure the project will meet at least one required national objective.
· Activities benefiting low to moderate-income (LMI) persons.
· Prevention/Elimination of Slums and Blight
· Urgent Needs (Imminent Threat)
[bookmark: _Toc433623810]Second variable to prioritizing CDBG funds is ensuring the proposed project meets Idaho CDBG threshold factors. Applications must meet the following:
· Submission of an application
· Eligible applicant
· Eligible activities
· Executed citizen participation plan and hold public hearing
· Meet (one) statewide goal:
· Preserve and enhance suitable living environments
· Expanding economic opportunities
· Applicant has administrative capacity
· Adopted fair housing plan
· Adopted Anti-displacement plan
[bookmark: _Toc433623811]Third variable to prioritizing CDBG funds is to score, rank, and fund projects that meet the following conditions:
· Have a compelling need for CDBG funds
· A measureable impact and positive impact for lower income households
· Project is well planned and feasible
· Timely use of CDBG funds
· Grantee’s ability to properly administer applicable CDBG requirements
· Grantee’s or sub-recipients ability to maintain and operate system or facility
[bookmark: _Toc433623812]Fourth variable: Idaho’s Economic Advisory Council review, interruption, and recommendation of the project. Determining if the project can demonstrate:
· local ability to finance,
· local effort and commitment, and
· local and regional economic impact.
· The Governor of Idaho decides to fund or not to fund.
[bookmark: _Toc433623813]Fifth variable:
· 70% of Idaho’s CDBG funds, aggregated over a three-year period, will fund projects that will principally benefit low to-moderate income persons.
· 100% of annual CDBG awarded will be obligated within 15 months of funding agreement date. These five variables cover public facilities, infrastructure for jobs, downtown revitalization, community centers, and imminent threat applications.
If only summary criteria were described, how can potential applicants access application manuals or other state publications describing the application criteria? (CDBG only)
[bookmark: _Toc433623814] Idaho CDBG application handbook with specific scoring criteria is located on website www.commerce.idaho.gov 

Describe how resources will be allocated among funding categories.
[bookmark: _Toc433623815]Idaho Department of Commerce distributes CDBG funds on a competitive statewide basis where applications are ranked against each other for funding.  The ICDBG Application A handbook that details the application review procedures is available online at www.community.idaho.gov .  IDC does set-aside the CDBG funds as follows:
· Two percent (2%) plus $100,000 of the total allocation is reserved for the department's administrative costs;
· One percent (1%) of the total is reserved for technical assistance;
· Five percent (5%) or $300,000, whichever is less, of the total allocation is set aside for imminent threat grants with a maximum grant amount of $100,000.  Applications are received quarterly.
· Six percent (6%) or $600,000, whichever is less, of the total allocation is set aside for senior citizen center and community center grants with a maximum grant amount of $150,000; Applications are received annually.
· Fifty percent (50%) of the remaining allocation, plus 50% of the program income, recaptured funds, and carryover funds from previous program year is reserved for public facility and housing grants.  Maximum grant amount available is $500,000.  Applications are received annually.
· Fifty percent (50%) of the remaining allocation, plus 50% of program income, recaptured funds, and carryover funds from the previous year is reserved for economic development grant for both job creation and downtown revitalization projects. Maximum grant amount available is $500,000.  Job creation applications are received quarterly and downtown revitalization applications are received annually.
[bookmark: _Toc433623816]Idaho State CDBG program rules allow for flexibility between these funding set-asides based upon public need in the various categories(i.e. if the State receives fewer requests for public facilities, and a larger than normal number of senior center funding requests, we may choose to increase the senior center funding above the projected set-aside). Historically Idaho Department of Commerce has moved more funds due to demand into the Public Facilities set aside.  This percentage has been above the 50% requirement.
[bookmark: _Toc433623817]Describe threshold factors and grant size limits
Idaho Department of Commerce distributes CDBG funds on a competitive statewide basis where applications are ranked against each other for funding. The ICDBG Application A handbook that details the application review procedures is available online at www.community.idaho.gov  IDC does set-aside the CDBG funds as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc433623818]Two percent (2%) plus $100,000 of the total allocation is reserved for the department's administrative costs;
[bookmark: _Toc433623819]One percent (1%) of the total is reserved for technical assistance;
[bookmark: _Toc433623820]Five percent (5%) or $300,000, whichever is less, of the total allocation is set aside for imminent threat grants with a maximum grant amount of $100,000. Applications are received quarterly.
[bookmark: _Toc433623821]Six percent (6%) or $600,000, whichever is less, of the total allocation is set aside for senior citizen center and community center grants with a maximum grant amount of $150,000; Applications are received annually.
[bookmark: _Toc433623822]Fifty percent (50%) of the remaining allocation, plus 50% of the program income, recaptured funds, and carryover funds from previous program year is reserved for public facility and housing grants. Maximum grant amount available is $500,000. Applications are received annually.
[bookmark: _Toc433623823]Fifty percent (50%) of the remaining allocation, plus 50% of program income, recaptured funds, and carryover funds from the previous year is reserved for economic development grant for both job creation and downtown revitalization projects. Maximum grant amount available is $500,000. Job creation applications are received quarterly and downtown revitalization applications are received annually.
[bookmark: _Toc433623824] Idaho State CDBG program rules allow for flexibility between these funding set-asides based upon public need in the various categories(i.e. if the State receives fewer requests for public facilities, and a larger than normal number of senior center funding requests, we may choose to increase the senior center funding above the projected set-aside).
What are the outcome measures expected as a result of the method of distribution?
[bookmark: _Toc433623825]Create suitable living environments and Expand Economic Development Opportunities in the following outcomes:
[bookmark: _Toc433623826]Availability/accessibility: 
[bookmark: _Toc433623827]Activities under this strategy will include a variety of projects such as: Bringing public facilities systems (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities) into compliance with environmental laws, federal standards, Idaho Standards for Public Works Construction, or best management practices.  New construction of public infrastructure to support businesses creating new low to moderate income jobs.
[bookmark: _Toc433623828]Sustainability:
[bookmark: _Toc433623829]Activities under this strategy will include a variety of projects such as installing new public facility (infrastructure, community facilities, and public utilities) system or extending a system to a new service area. This includes infrastructure to support affordable housing.
[bookmark: _Toc433623830]Affordability:
[bookmark: _Toc433623831][bookmark: _Toc415060519] Activities under this strategy will include rehabilitation, replacement, or remodeling of a public facility (infrastructure, community facilities, public utilities, and housing) system. And elimination of slum and blighted conditions
[bookmark: _Toc433623832][bookmark: _Toc433723427]AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities – 91.320(h)
[bookmark: _Toc433623833]Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc433623834]IHFA’s administration of the COC, ESG, and HOPWA programs; Idaho’s Homeless Management Information System; the BOS COC; HOME and Low Income Housing Tax Credit programs; and a large portion of the Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers available in the state, places the association in a unique position to pair resources and form partnerships with others to impose a positive impact upon the living situation of homeless persons in Idaho.


Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness including
[bookmark: _Toc433623835]In the ever so common occurrence of reducing HUD-funding for federal housing programs, IHFA seeks to maintain support to the current number of households served with ESG funds.  The previous fully completed program year served just over 3,200 persons.  IHFA hopes to continue the level of impact seen across Idaho by serving at least 3,200 persons in the next program year.  This goal can be reached by reviewing geographical distribution, fund allocation, and prioritization preference policies to ensure funding is targeting those most in need.  Creating linkages between healthcare, housing, and supportive services; creating access to permanent and affordable housing; and forming partnerships between all agencies that have an impact on the homeless population, will help to reduce recidivism rates and increase program success rates.  This, in turn, will increase shelter bed availability and allow the shelter resource to be used as intended; a resource to exit homelessness and find reprieve until a stable living situation is possible.  
Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their individual needs
[bookmark: _Toc433623836]The Idaho Balance of State Continuum of Care has invited the Boise City/Ada County Continuum of Care to collectively participate in the annual Point In Time count.  This allows Idaho to conduct and report a statewide count, which takes place on the last Wednesday of each January.  The next count will take place on January 27, 2016.  Multiple planning sessions and discussions will begin in the fall of 2015 and occur regularly leading up to the count to ensure that all questions asked are beneficial in determining housing and service needs of homeless individuals as well as causes of homelessness.  Questions, which have not previously yielded desired or anticipated results, will be removed and new questions with quantitative and qualitative purpose will be developed.  Currently, questions focus on the extent of homelessness (including length and environment), factors contributing to homelessness, factors limiting one’s ability to exit homelessness, and basic demographics.  The data collected will offer Idaho unique insight into the efforts that should be made in combating and ending homelessness.  Homeless-specific programs can gain an understanding of service and housing needs based on the past and current barriers which contribute to each individual’s or family’s situation.  This data aids the BOS COC network in ensuring services associated with the most commonly reported causes of homelessness are made available.
[bookmark: _Toc433623837]Additionally, the Continuum of Care board includes representation from a formerly homeless individual and will strive to continually include representation from a currently or formerly homeless individual.  The inclusion of individuals with firsthand experience of homelessness is extremely valuable in adding insight on the needs of those misfortuned with homelessness during policy decision making.  Although the BOS COC spans across 43 of Idaho’s 44 counties and ESG serves all of Idaho, the organizational structure successfully pools the knowledge, experience, and encounters of all those participating.  This collection of individuals closely connected to the issue of homelessness provides invaluable conclusions into the housing and service needs of the homeless persons served.
[bookmark: _Toc433623838]Each shelter and homeless provider will be encouraged to continually implement their own marketing strategies to ensure outreach efforts are targeted to those in need of the services offered, and are easily accessible.  This effort is reviewed during project monitoring.
Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons
[bookmark: _Toc433623839]IHFA has begun investigating Coordinate Entry System models and assessment tools to begin planning for implementation within Idaho.  This system will assess the vulnerability, needs, and extent of barriers of those experiencing homelessness.  The collection of this data will allow homeless provider networks, such as the BOS COC, understand the homeless population’s needs better.  Using an objective assessment of each individual or family, will allow IHFA to assess which housing component and service types that Idaho is in most need of.  “Right sizing,” or re-aligning resources with the population need, can then occur.  This process will ensure homeless persons are directed towards the resources that have the highest likelihood of reducing their extent of homelessness, or removing them from homelessness altogether.  As this shift in resource priority is made, emergency shelters and transitional housing projects can be utilized as intended; to reduce length of homelessness and re-introduce households to stable living environments.
[bookmark: _Toc433623840]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
[bookmark: _Toc433623841]In the absence of appropriate and effective intervention efforts and resources, many families and individuals will become homeless as life changes such as loss of employment, lack of affordable housing, loss of support networks, exit from an institution or facility, and other severe circumstances present themselves.  For those that experience these misfortunes, recovery can be extremely difficult when disability, controlled substance or alcohol dependency, or other extreme conditions exist.  In some cases long-term and ongoing permanent housing is the most appropriate housing solution.  However, IHFA, the BOS COC, and regional housing coalitions identify the need for services that focus on reducing shelter stays and diverting individuals and families away from homelessness altogether.  Of the 30 BOS COC housing projects currently operating, 13 are offering transitional housing options to homeless families and individuals.  The support necessary to renew these transitional housing projects has been given.  The BOS COC has recently been approved to reallocate program funds to rapid re-housing projects that will contribute to Idaho’s effort in reducing the extent of homelessness for many.  Agencies will begin operating these new projects over the upcoming year.  ESG funds also place an emphasis on rapid re-housing by placing a high priority of these funds over homelessness prevention funds.  
[bookmark: _Toc433623842]IHFA and the BOS COC acknowledge and supports the commitment to preventing and ending homelessness displayed by HUD through Opening Doors.  Whether a participant receives housing and service support through transitional or permanent housing, each agency strives to individualize goal-based service planning to increase the likelihood for long-term success and self-sufficiency; ensure access to more stable housing situations; and establish support networks and habits that reduce the likelihood of recidivism.
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 agencies that address housing, health, social services, employment, education, or youth needs 
[bookmark: _Toc433623843]Of the ESG funding not associated with shelter activities, approximately forty (40%) is used towards homelessness prevention efforts.  These funds can be leveraged with services which assist families or individuals in evaluating their primary cause(s) of becoming or being at risk of homelessness.  Doing so increases the probability that those receiving assistance will learn to adapt and improve habits or situations in an effort to avoid homelessness or the risk thereof.  All agencies operating COC, ESG, HOPWA, and other homeless-targeted programs will be strongly encouraged to offer services that educate and counsel individuals and families on skills that promote self sufficiency.
[bookmark: _Toc433623844]The BOS COC is working with a HUD contractor to identify points of entry into homelessness, which may increase the Continuum’s understanding of how to redirect individuals and families away from becoming homeless.  The effort will include a collaboration of state agencies, homeless network providers, both continuums of care in Idaho, and all others who may meet, treat, serve, or interact with the homeless on a regular basis.  The coordination will attempt to bring health, housing, social service, employment, education, and youth service providers together to discuss the important issue of homelessness, and, while linking and pairing the services of those involved, develop a plan that addresses the need to prevent and reduce homelessness. 


[bookmark: _Toc415045450][bookmark: _Toc433623845]
[bookmark: _Toc433723428]AP-75-Barriers to Affordable Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433623846]Administrative Burden for Non-Entitlement Areas
[bookmark: _Toc433623847]Neither IHFA nor IDC are part of the legislative branch of government and are therefore, unable to make or alter legislation or set policy for the State of Idaho. We also acknowledge that many rural Idaho communities have limited administrative capacity, often relying on part-time leadership and staff positions serving communities with populations as small as a few hundred individuals.
[bookmark: _Toc433623848]Note. Idaho has 128 cities (and one county) with populations under 1,000. Of these, 86 have fewer than 500 residents, and 51 fewer than 250 residents. Much of the existing housing stock  in these areas was constructed prior to 1970 and is in poor condition. In addition to the practical limits of administrative staff and small tax bases, unfunded mandates typically meet with strong resistance in Idaho, both among leadership and the electorate. This can also limit program effectiveness and efficiency.
[bookmark: _Toc433623849]Federal initiatives and complex regulations create demands on local communities and organizations with already limited capacity; this can undermine the ability to effectively administer the programs. IHFA and IDC continue to work closely with local and regional entities to help them maximize limited resources, and remain committed to pursuing resources and strategies that may help ease this burden.
[bookmark: _Toc433623850]IHFA and IDC can and will play a role in distributing tools and information to these non-entitlement areas and lawmakers, and in supporting policy improvements through education and outreach. Since increased general awareness of the benefits of housing affordability may create a more receptive environment at all levels of government, IHFA and IDC will pursue three key objectives and corresponding actions:
1. Research and develop materials that describe the economic development, community development, cost benefit and other implications of housing affordability. Materials to include available datasets, information on conducting a housing needs assessment and conducting a self-evaluation using HUD Form 27300 - America's Affordable Communities Initiative. 
2. Create key messaging that is simple and non-threatening to help engage a broader audience for the above materials.
3. Distribute these materials to the following key stakeholder groups including:
· State elected officials, agencies and policy makers
· Units of local government
· Housing stakeholders, including Continuum of Care, developers and advocacy groups
· Land-use and transportation planners, economic and community developers, etc.
[bookmark: _Toc433623851]Action: To support Objective #1 above, IHFA has created a new Housing Toolbox for Idaho Policymakers, at fairhousingforum.org/?p=1360. This page will serve as a gateway to information relevant to our target audience.
[bookmark: _Toc433623852]Action:  To support Objective #2, IHFA has created a simple handout based on our work with diverse populations and leadership in unincorporated Idaho. The aim of this overview is to reach lawmakers and staff unfamiliar with the role of housing in community stability. We will continue to sponsor and participate in trainings regarding specific program areas. In addition, IHFA hosts the biannual Regional Housing Coordination Roundtables and the Idaho Housing and Economic Development Conference every three years. These venues allow us to assess regional barriers, evaluate social, political and resource factors, and pursue solutions with other stakeholders in an open and collaborative way.
[bookmark: _Toc433623853]Action:  To support Objective #3 above, IHFA provides technical assistance to project sponsors of affordable housing projects in non-entitlement communities.
[bookmark: _Toc433623854]Action:  To support Objective #3 above, IHFA will continue to educate and engage state and local policy makers on housing issues. IHFA’s Housing Resources Coordinator serves on the faculty of the North West Community Development Institute (CDI), presenting a course entitled ‘Housing as a Second Language’ for participants who include elected officials, policy makers, government staff, and community and economic development professionals.
[bookmark: _Toc433623855]Action: To support Objective #3 above, IHFA will continue to present information on housing affordability at the following annual conferences and event: Idaho Chapter of the American Planning Association Chapter Conference; Association of Idaho Cities; Idaho Rural Partnership events; and others as the opportunity arises.
[bookmark: _Toc433623856]Action:  To support Objective #3 above, IHFA and IDC will continue to support the Idaho Community Review and its sponsoring organization, the Idaho Rural Partnership (irp.idaho.gov). Each year this program helps two to four small communities evaluate challenges and opportunities—including housing—with an emphasis on economic growth and community resilience. At the community’s request, IHFA will provide technical guidance to communities struggling to accommodate the housing needs of their residents. Resources include links to relevant data sets, information on the design, use and essential components of a housing needs assessment, and information on housing terminology and messaging to assist in promoting acceptance of housing that is affordable to a range of household types and incomes.
[bookmark: _Toc433623857]IHFA will continue to seek additional funding through private and public grants, match and donations to help offset costs for those individuals and families moving through Idaho’s Continuum of Care.
[bookmark: _Toc433623858]Action: To support Objective #3 above, IHFA will continue to support a free, bilingual, ADA-compliant housing locator tool at www.housingidaho.com  to provide an efficient, accessible link between tenants and housing providers. All marketing materials are in English and Spanish, and both the site and a full-service call center provide information in English and Spanish. The site also offers a Google Translate feature to accommodate additional language groups.
[bookmark: _Toc433623859]During the most recent program year ending 3/31/15, IHFA sponsored costs for basic site hosting and maintenance (approx. $19,000/yr) and periodic updates. In addition, IHFA Housing Resources Coordinator serves as a liaison between the web developer (www.Socialserve.com), IHFA, and users throughout the state (over 1,200 housing providers) to develop site awareness among tenants, landlords, and case managers, and to provide feedback on site functionality and content. We anticipate these costs to be relatively stable in the coming years.


[bookmark: _Toc350775213][bookmark: _Toc371680941][bookmark: _Toc371681010][bookmark: _Toc390956275][bookmark: _Toc433623860][bookmark: _Toc433723429]Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing
[bookmark: _Toc433623861]The research conducted for the 2011 State of Idaho Analysis of Impediments identified three impediments. An “impediment” may have the effect of restricting housing choices or the availability of housing choices based on race, color, religion, sex, disability, familial status, or national origin.
[bookmark: _Toc433623862]Below see the strategies IHFA and IDC propose to address each impediment, where possible.
[bookmark: _Toc433623863][bookmark: _Toc371680943][bookmark: _Toc371681012][bookmark: _Toc390956277]Note. Many education and outreach actions are ongoing
[bookmark: _Toc433623864][bookmark: _Toc433723430]Impediments
[bookmark: _Toc433623865]Fair Housing Impediment No. 1- Idaho counties’ land use regulations and zoning policies may create barriers to fair housing.
	[bookmark: _Toc433623866]Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623867]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623868]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623869]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623870]Quantitative estimate (#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623871]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623872]1a
	[bookmark: _Toc433623873]Ongoing
	[bookmark: _Toc433623874]Distribute 1,000 guides/year
[bookmark: _Toc433623875]Two outreach events/ quarter
	

	[bookmark: _Toc433623876]Strategy Description 
During the ranking and review process for ICDBG public facilities and housing projects, IDC will continue to award additional points to projects in communities that have adopted the 2006 International Building Code, which incorporates fair housing and accessibility standards.  IDC has also updated its ICDBG application to include information about residential zoning of group homes and encourages cities and counties to amend building codes as necessary to include accessibility standards for new residential construction.

	[bookmark: _Toc433623877]Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623878]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623879]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623880]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623881]Quantitative estimate (#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623882]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623883]1a
	[bookmark: _Toc433623884]Ongoing
	[bookmark: _Toc433623885]15 HOME rental project applications
	[bookmark: _Toc433623886]No cost 



	[bookmark: _Toc433623887]Strategy Description
[bookmark: _Toc433623888]New Construction rental projects are reviewed for compliance of Site and Neighborhood Standards (24 CFR Part 92.202). HOME-Assisted rental projects must comply with federal laws, regulations and Executive Orders. HOME rental housing applications require an Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Resolution adopted by the potential project’s unit of local government. 

	[bookmark: _Toc433623889]

Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623890]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623891]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623892]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623893]Quantitative estimate (#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623894]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623895]1b
	[bookmark: _Toc433623896]Ongoing
	[bookmark: _Toc433623897]15 multi-family project applications per year/ 300 units
	[bookmark: _Toc433623898]$90,000


	[bookmark: _Toc433623899]
Strategy Description
[bookmark: _Toc433623900]HOME multifamily rental housing applications require a market study that includes demographic mapping of the project's primary market area and analyzes the ratio of low-income residents to overall resident population, ratio of number of affordable housing units to total units, location of essential services, economic opportunities, overall community/economic profile and outlook, unemployment rate, housing supply, and other affordable housing project/units in the area.



	[bookmark: _Toc433623901]Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623902]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623903]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623904]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623905]Quantitative estimate
[bookmark: _Toc433623906](#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623907]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623908]1c
	[bookmark: _Toc433623909]Ongoing
	[bookmark: _Toc433623910]Distribute 1,000 guides/year
[bookmark: _Toc433623911]Two outreach events/ quarter
	[bookmark: _Toc433623912]$100/yr.

	[bookmark: _Toc433623913]Strategy Description
[bookmark: _Toc433623914]Information and findings contained in the 2011 Analysis of Impediments represent a point-in-time survey and analysis; individual counties may have subsequently modified policies and procedures, and individual cities or communities may have policies and procedures that differ substantially from their surrounding county. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623915]The specific language in the 2011 AI states: “Idaho counties' land use regulations and zoning policies may create barriers to fair housing,” After thorough research and analysis, the AI did not identify an instance of actual impediment caused by land use or zoning policies. To our knowledge, to date, no city/county has been cited in any legal complaints filed with HUD or with the Intermountain Fair Housing Council (IFHC).
[bookmark: _Toc433623916]IHFA did not provide action items because taking direct actions to influence local city or county zoning ordinances is outside the scope of IHFA’s powers as contained in our enabling legislation. IHFA is a quasi-public, not-for-profit corporation, established by legislation, empowered to act as a financial intermediary and administer federal funds as directed by the State of Idaho. IHFA uses no State revenues in its operations, and is not a part of state government. IHFA Board of Commissioners is appointed by the Governor, to direct the operations of the organization as a fully self-sustaining entity. IHFA's mission is to sustain and increase the supply of affordable housing in Idaho.
[bookmark: _Toc433623917]No Idaho city or county currently allows inclusionary zoning. This issue was tried in 4th District Court and found to be illegal under Idaho law. However, should the opportunity arise for re-consideration of the legality of inclusionary zoning, IHFA would support and encourage that change.
[bookmark: _Toc433623918]IHFA produced a subset of information from the 2011 AI entitled What Every County and City Needs to Know. It is available online and is distributed on a regular basis at stakeholder events.
[bookmark: _Toc433623919]IHFA and IDC will continue to work with diverse stakeholders to promote awareness of issues raised in the 2011 Analysis of Impediments (AI).  Planned activities include regular presentation and training events to P&Z officials, policy makers and others through workshops and events sponsored by the Association of Idaho Cities, the Idaho Chapter of the American Planning Association, the NW Community Development Institute, the Idaho Rural Partnership and the Idaho Community Review.  IHFA also offers to present this information to local governments on request.


[bookmark: _Toc390956278]


Fair Housing Impediment No. 2- Idaho’s state fair housing law does not provide protection based on familial status.
	[bookmark: _Toc433623920]Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623921]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623922]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623923]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623924]Quantitative estimate (#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623925]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623926]2a
	[bookmark: _Toc433623927]Ongoing
	[bookmark: _Toc433623928]N/A
	[bookmark: _Toc433623929]$0

	[bookmark: _Toc433623930]Description
[bookmark: _Toc433623931]Idaho fair housing law lacks ‘substantial equivalency’ with the federal fair housing law for two reasons: state law does not recognize ‘familial status’ as a protected class, and the state has not granted subpoena authority to the Idaho Human Rights Commission (IHRC). IHRC would be the state agency responsible to apply for FHAP funds that allow the agency to receive, investigate, and take enforcement actions in relation to complaints of federal fair housing violation. Absent IHRC subpoena authority, those actions default to the Intermountain Fair Housing Council (IFHC) funded under a FHIP-PEI grant. In the view of the AI and of IHFA, there is no impediment to fair housing choice resulting from the current process.
[bookmark: _Toc433623932]IHFA has provided information on ‘substantial equivalency’ to lawmakers upon request at various times over the past decade. If legislation were sponsored that supported adding familial status to Idaho’s fair housing law, IHFA would fully support it. Legislative history clearly indicates an unwillingness to grant subpoena power to the IHRC. If however, that debate arose again IHFA would support changes that would allow Idaho to achieve Fair Housing ‘substantial equivalency.’ 



	[bookmark: _Toc433623933]Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623934]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623935]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623936]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623937]Quantitative estimate (#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623938]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623939] 2b
	[bookmark: _Toc433623940] July 2016
	[bookmark: _Toc433623941]21 CDBG applicants
	[bookmark: _Toc433623942]$3,000 / yr. 

	[bookmark: _Toc433623943]Strategy Description
[bookmark: _Toc433623944]IDC will pursue a change to the Idaho Administrative Code (IDAPA 28.02.01), which will allow IDC to provide additional points to CDBG applicants that have adopted familial status protection. 





Fair Housing Impediment No. 3-State policies that limit local government ability to raise revenues for housing activities may restrict the ability of counties to address impediments. 
	[bookmark: _Toc433623945]Strategy

	[bookmark: _Toc433623946]Target date
[bookmark: _Toc433623947]Q1 / Q2
[bookmark: _Toc433623948]Q3 / Q4
	[bookmark: _Toc433623949]Quantitative estimate (#/units)
	[bookmark: _Toc433623950]Cost estimate

	[bookmark: _Toc433623951]3a
	[bookmark: _Toc433623952]Ongoing
	[bookmark: _Toc433623953]N/A
	[bookmark: _Toc433623954]$0/yr.

	[bookmark: _Toc433623955]Description
[bookmark: _Toc433623956]Idaho’s local governments do not have the authority to adopt local option taxation. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623957]While local option taxation might provide a direct tool for accumulating and funding affordable housing in high-cost areas, tax increases are historically unsuccessful at the state legislative level. There are other tools for creating resources for affordable housing financing. To that end, some areas use Urban Renewal Agencies. IHFA’s organizational structure supports and encourages tools for resource development as necessary to increase the supply of affordable housing in Idaho. With no clear illustration of fair housing impediments or barriers resulting from the current tax policy, the only realistic action step for IHFA to undertake is to support and educate local officials about the tools available to help increase community viability and workforce diversity. 
[bookmark: _Toc433623958]Because IHFA is neither a governmental entity nor an enforcement entity and functions as a non-profit financial intermediary, the actions IHFA employs must be realistic to Idaho's business environment. These actions currently focus on fostering cross-sector community partnerships, which will increase awareness of fair housing law and issues, and encourage financial collaborations that support the costs associated with preserving and expanding Idaho’s inventory of affordable housing. Until or unless federal laws or HUD regulations specifically require HOME Grantees to propose legislation and/or restricts federal resources from being utilized in communities that will not change or create zoning ordinances that meet HUD’s satisfaction, IHFA is not empowered to engage more aggressively. IHFA can only educate and support expansions of current local and state policy where practical and realistic.


[bookmark: _Toc415045451]


[bookmark: _Toc433623959][bookmark: _Toc433723431]AP-90- Program Specific Requirements
[bookmark: _Toc411325507][bookmark: _Toc411413960]Emergency Solutions Grant- 24 CFR 91.320(k)(3)
Although HUD regulations allow ESG program funds to be used for additional purposes, in an effort to ensure maximum impact and to address priority needs, IHFA has identified the following activities as allowable:
· Emergency Shelter- Intended to provide temporary shelter for persons experiencing homelessness in general or for specific populations of homeless persons:
· Funds may be used in two manners:
· Essential Services- Case management, childcare, education services, employment assistance and job training, outpatient health services, life skills, training, mental health services, substance abuse treatment services, transportation, services for special populations.
· Shelter Operations- Maintenance, rent, security, fuel, equipment, insurance, utilities, food, furnishings, and supplies for operations.  Where no appropriate emergency shelter is available for a homeless family or individual, eligible costs may also include a hotel or motel voucher.
· Rapid Re-Housing- intended to assist homeless individuals and families living on the streets or in an emergency shelter transition as quickly as possible into permanent housing and achieve stability in that housing:
· Rapid re-housing funds may be used in two manners:
· Housing Relocation and Stabilization Services- Financial assistance, housing search and   placement, and housing stability case management.  The total period for which any program participant may receive services must not exceed 15 months during any two (2) year period, include any arrears.
· Short and Medium Term Tenant Based Rental Assistance- Program participants select a housing unit in which to live (may be within a specified service area) and receive rental assistance.  The total period for which any program participant may receive the services must not exceed 23 months during any two (2) year period, including any arrears.
 
· Homelessness Prevention- intended to keep individuals and families from becoming homeless through the provision of rent assistance and limited services:
· Homelessness prevention may be used in two manners:
· Housing Relocation and Stabilization Services- Financial assistance, housing search and placement, and housing stability case management.  The total period for which any program participant may receive services must not exceed 15 months during any two (2) year period, including any arrears.
· Short and Medium Term Tenant Based Rental Assistance- Program participants select a housing unit in which to live (may be within a specified service area) and receive rental assistance.  The total period for which any program participant may receive the services must not exceed 12 months during any two (2) year period, including any arrears or late fees.
IHFA limits the length of assistance for Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing; however, sub-recipients may choose to further limit participant timeframes.  Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-Housing participants’ income eligibility will be assessed every three (3) months.
Potential applicants for ESG funding will be scored in part on the criteria listed below. Evidence of performance will be required for successful applicants. All sub-recipients will be required to enter data into Idaho’s Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) to determine accomplishments for the proposed program activities.
 Goal achievement will factor into future funding applications. Organizations who do not meet the following performance standards may not be funded:
· Targeting Applicants In Most Need of Assistance
· Seventy five percent (75%) of participants presenting with two or more barriers to housing stability at assessment are able to obtain stable housing within 60 days.
· Achievement of this goal will be verified using HMIS data.
· Reducing Number of Those Living On Streets or In Shelters
· Fifty percent (50%) of participants who are literally homeless upon assessment will be diverted from shelter and rapidly re-housed; or
· Seventy five percent (75%) of clients receiving homelessness prevention will not enter a HUD-funded shelter or rapid re-housing program within twelve (12) months of receiving assistance
· Achievement of the applicable goal will be verified using HMIS data.
·  Shortening Length of Homelessness
· Fifty percent (50%) of participants living in shelter will exit to permanent housing within sixty (60) days of shelter entry
· Achievement of this goal will be verified using HMIS data.
· Reducing Housing Barriers or Risk of Housing Stability
· Fifty percent (50%) of participants will exit the program receiving at least on mainstream resource in addition to housing. 
· Achievement of this goal will be verified using HMIS data.
[bookmark: _Toc433623960][bookmark: _Toc433723432]Written standards for providing ESG assistance 
[bookmark: _Toc433623961]The ESG Policy Manual is available online at: 
http://www.idahohousing.com/Portals/0/Media/grant%20programs/2013%20ESG%20Policy%20Manual-061714.pdf
[bookmark: _Toc433623963]Idaho Housing and Finance Association, as the ESG administrator in Idaho, has instituted a policy manual to identify, highlight, and/or clarify both federal regulations of Title 24 Code of Federal Regulations Part 576 that govern ESG and the procedures used by IHFA, as directed by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).  Also included are standards for financial management and internal controls which exist within 24 CFR 84 and 85, and OMB Circulars A-110, A-122, and A-133.  The manual also states IHFA’s responsibilities related to environmental regulations found within 24 CFR Part 58.
[bookmark: _Toc433623964]To promote and ensure consistency within the administration of ESG, and across the statewide program, the policy manual states the purpose of the program, the fundamental components of a COC system, grant application process, the funding methodology instituted by IHFA, and the policies imposed through the governance of the program.  General policy determinations include, but are not limited to, record retention, data collection and evaluation, coordinated entry, financial managements, conflict of interest, project monitoring, confidentiality, physical condition of the unit/facility, HMIS participation, matching grant funds, the cost reimbursement process, fair housing, HUD’s homeless definitions, and eligible activities.  The eligible activities are further defined by project type (shelter, homelessness prevention, and rapid re-housing).
[bookmark: _Toc433623965]Clear and concise guidance and policy is essential to an effective and consistent statewide implementation of the ESG program.
[bookmark: _Toc415045452][bookmark: _Toc415046972][bookmark: _Toc433623966]

[bookmark: _Toc433723433]Housing First! Sample Letter 
This letter submitted by several individuals during the Pre-draft 30-day Comment Period.  It is provided here in its entirety. 
	Hopefully you will agree with me that housing is one of the most basic of human rights.  In our great state, it is appalling that we have a housing crisis at all—yet we do.

Your organizations have it within your grasp to actually DO something about it.  NOW is the time to end homelessness here in Idaho.  

It is our opinion that you (and your organizations) should be acting with a sense of urgency.   ACT as if it was one of your family members experiencing homelessness-- perhaps a veteran who proudly served and returned to country experiencing PTSD.  Now they are not only unable to get proper care for their service-related disabilities, they are having great difficulty obtaining/keeping employment, and are living on the street.  Perhaps they are a single mother struggling to overcome mental health problems, attempting to support their child/children while worrying about where they’ll sleep that night, or how they’ll prepare food for their family.

John Bradford’s saying “There but for the grace of God go I” comes to mind.  Please keep this in mind and act accordingly…

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on housing & community development priorities for the State of Idaho’s upcoming 2015-2019 Five-Year Consolidated Plan (Plan). Idaho taxpayers deserve to get as much bang for each tax dollar spent on housing & community development as possible.

According to Idaho’s 2014 Housing Needs Survey, Idaho’s top unmet housing need is rental housing that is affordable for our poorest residents.[endnoteRef:1] The federal CDBG, HOME, & ESG funds governed by the Plan should be put to use meeting this need, beginning with people experiencing chronic homelessness.[endnoteRef:2]  [1: People who earn at or below 30% of the Area Median Income. https://commercestorage.blob.core.windows.net/media/Default/CDBG%20Files/Statewide%20Housing%20Needs%20Survey.pdf. According to the US Census Bureau, the median household income in the state of Idaho is $47,015: http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/16000.html. 30% of this is $14,104.50. For context, it is helpful to note that Idaho’s full-time minimum wage workers earn $10,712 per year: https://labor.idaho.gov/publications/Minimum_Wage_Impact.pdf. ]  [2: According to Idaho’s Action Plan to Reduce Homelessness, four out of every five dollars spent on homelessness is spent on people experiencing chronic homelessness (8). See: http://www.cdaid.org/files/municipal_services/IdahoHomeless.pdf. According to this year’s state-wide Point in Time Count, 12% of those experiencing homelessness in Idaho were chronically homeless (12). See: http://www.idahohousing.com/Portals/0/Media/grant%20programs/2014%20State%20of%20Idaho%20Point-in-Time%20Count%20Report%20Final-042314.pdf. Housing people who are chronically homeless will free up resources to address other housing needs statewide. ] 


The most cost effective solution to chronic homelessness is permanent supportive housing that takes a Housing First approach.[endnoteRef:3]  [3: See: http://usich.gov/population/chronic and http://www.endhomelessness.org/pages/chronic_homelessness.  ] 


Housing First has been enormously successful in places like Utah and Arizona where it has been adopted state-wide.[endnoteRef:4] Therefore, the Plan should also:  [4: Smart, Christopher. “Utah Praised for Initiative to End Chronic Homelessness.” The Salt Lake Tribune. October 10, 2014. Online version last updated October 15, 2014: http://www.sltrib.com/sltrib/politics/58493059-90/according-chronic-homeless-homelessness.html.csp. Santos, Fernanda. “Program to End Homelessness Among Veterans Reaches a Milestone in Arizona.” The New York Times. January 15, 2014: http://www.nytimes.com/2014/01/16/us/program-to-end-homelessness-among-veterans-hits-milestone-in-arizona.html?_r=2. ] 


Request and give preference to proposals that meet the criteria outlined in the US Interagency Council on Homelessness’ Housing First Checklist.[endnoteRef:5]  [5:  http://usich.gov/resources/uploads/asset_library/Housing_First_Checklist_FINAL.pdf ] 


Adopt the Housing First Checklist to screen applications for funding that purport to take a Housing First approach. 

Housing First is already working in some Idaho communities. In the Treasure Valley, the Boise City Ada County Housing Authority (BCACHA) administers four Housing First programs—CHOIS, Shelter + Care, HOPWA, and VASH—in partnership with local supportive services providers El-Ada Community Action Partnership,  Terry Reilly Health Services, Safe Place Ministries, Health & Welfare Region 3, and Veterans’ Affairs.[endnoteRef:6] These programs serve ____ people in 219 households (does not include S+C region 4) and are estimated to save taxpayers_____ per person per year, conservatively.  [6:  Patterson, Jillian. Housing Programs Manger, Boise City Ada County Housing Authority. “Housing Programs Overview.” Presentation to Boise City Ada County Continuum of Care Coordinating Team. September 25, 2014. Pages 15-21. http://hcd.cityofboise.org/media/272437/cocteam_recap9-25-14.pdf  ] 

On average, BCACHA’s Housing First programs cost $8,500 per person, per year. Extrapolating using this figure, Idaho could end chronic homelessness for less than $4 million per year.[endnoteRef:7]      [7:  The 2014 Point in Time Count identified 244 people experiencing chronic homelessness in the state of Idaho (23). Annualized, this means that 488 people in Idaho experienced chronic homelessness this year.] 

 
Housing First Facts 
People fare better on all kinds of measures—from jobs to education—when they are stably housed.[endnoteRef:8] [8: Cohen, Rebecca. “The Impacts of Affordable Housing on Health: A Research Summary.” Insights from Housing Policy Research. Center for Housing Policy and National Housing Conference. Washington, DC. May 2011. http://www.nhc.org/media/files/Insights_HousingAndHealthBrief.pdf ] 

Housing one person experiencing chronic homelessness frees up ten emergency shelter beds.[endnoteRef:9] [9:  Pendleton, Lloyd. Director, Homeless Task Force, State of Utah. “Homeless Planning.” Presentation to Boise City Ada County Coalition for the Homeless. April 1-2, 2014. ] 

Housing First for all people experiencing chronic homelessness in Idaho this year would have saved taxpayers between $15 and $37 million—conservatively estimated.[endnoteRef:10] [10:  Chronic homelessness in Boise, for example, costs taxpayers $40,000-$85,000 per person per year—in 2007 dollars (City of Boise 10-Year Plan to Reduce & Prevent Chronic Homelessness, 6). See: http://mayor.cityofboise.org/media/243715/23842_10-Year%20Plan%20Final.pdf.  ] 

Please take 6 minutes to watch this incredibly sensible video showing the impact of Housing First in Utah: http://youtu.be/YFZijmT10zI. And check out this online Washington Post article about New Carver Apartments, a Housing First development of the Skid Row Housing Trust in Los Angeles: http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/wonkblog/wp/2014/07/14/this-is-what-housing-for-the-homeless-could-actually-look-like/. 
Housing First saves taxpayers’ money, frees up resources for community service providers, and aligns with Idaho’s Action Plan to Reduce Homelessness and with Opening Doors, the national plan to prevent and end homelessness.[endnoteRef:11] Most importantly, Housing First saves lives! [11:  See: http://www.cdaid.org/files/municipal_services/IdahoHomeless.pdf and http://usich.gov/opening_doors/ ] 

The evidence is in. Homelessness is over if we want it. Together, we can bring Idaho’s annual point-in-time count to zero. You are Idaho’s leaders for housing policy. Whatever you do will set the tone. 
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[bookmark: _Toc433623968][bookmark: _Toc433723435]Appendix - Alternate/Local Data Sources 
	[bookmark: _Toc433623969]1
	[bookmark: _Toc433623970]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433623971]Idaho Statewide Housing Needs Survey

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623972]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433623973]BBC Research and Consulting

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623974]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433623975]2015-2019 State of Idaho Housing and Stakeholder Survey

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623976]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433623977]To assess Idaho's housing needs at a community and stakeholder level to support the State of Idaho's 2015-2019 Five- Year Consolidated Plan.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623978]Provide the year (and optionally month, or month and day) for when the data was collected.
[bookmark: _Toc433623979]June 2014

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623980]Briefly describe the methodology for the data collection.
[bookmark: _Toc433623981]The survey invitation was sent to a wide variety of stakeholders in three separate email blasts.  More than 3,700 stakeholders were invited by email to take the online anonymous survey.  In addition to the email blasts, legal notices were published in major Idaho newspapers inviting the public to participate in the online survey. 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623982]Describe the total population from which the sample was taken.
[bookmark: _Toc433623983]3,700 stakeholders were invited to take the survey in addition to the public.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623984]Describe the demographics of the respondents or characteristics of the unit of measure, and the number of respondents or units surveyed.
[bookmark: _Toc433623985]A total of 487 stakeholders participated in the online stakeholder survey.  Participants represented a variety of industries and organizations offering services at the jurisdictional, regional, and statewide level.

	[bookmark: _Toc433623986]2
	[bookmark: _Toc433623987]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433623988]Idaho Housing, Demographic and Transportation Repo

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623989]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433623990]BBC Consulting

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623991]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433623992]2014 Idaho County-By-County Demographic, Housing, and Transportation Report

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623993]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433623994]Develop current information regarding Idaho's housing, demographics is a concise summary  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623995]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433623996]Data is consistent on a county-by county level as well as the entire state of Idaho. The information is more current data than many of the eCon pre-populated tables.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623997]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433623998]2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates; US Census 2000; 2010; 2013 Population Estimates 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433623999]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624000]Complete

	[bookmark: _Toc433624001]3
	[bookmark: _Toc433624002]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624003]2013 American Community Survey-Comparative Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624004]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624005]U.S. Census

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624006]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624007]Comparative Housing characteristics for Idaho

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624008]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624009]To provide recent data.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624010]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624011]Data is for the entire state of Idaho.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624012]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624013]2013 one-year estimates.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624014]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624015]Complete

	[bookmark: _Toc433624016]4
	[bookmark: _Toc433624017]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624018]2012 Guidelines for LPB Title 24 Part 35

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624019]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624020]Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard Control, Second Edition, July 2012

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624021]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624022]2012 Update to HUD's Lead-based Paint Poisoning Prevention in Certain Residential Structures Rule.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624023]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624024]See above

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624025]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624026]Nationally for all HUD programs

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624027]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624028]Updated in 2012

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624029]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624030]Complete

	[bookmark: _Toc433624031]5
	[bookmark: _Toc433624032]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624033]Local Government Survey

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624034]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624035]State of Idaho Department of Commerce

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624036]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624037]The survey asked the recipients to prioritize the needs in their community, identify their assessment of the current CDBG method of distribution, and inquired if there should be changes made to method of distribution.  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624038]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624039]Cities and counties in the State of Idaho were surveyed to determine their priority needs within the eligible activities of the CDBG program.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624040]Provide the year (and optionally month, or month and day) for when the data was collected.
[bookmark: _Toc433624041]The local government survey was conducted in August 2014.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624042]Briefly describe the methodology for the data collection.
[bookmark: _Toc433624043]All cities and counties within the State of Idaho, excluding the seven entitlements: Coeur D Alene, Lewiston, Nampa, Meridian, Boise, Pocatello and Idaho Falls, were mailed a hard copy of the survey and asked to return it to the Department of Commerce within two weeks.  A self-addressed stamped envelope was included with the survey.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624044]Describe the total population from which the sample was taken.
[bookmark: _Toc433624045]The survey was sent to 44 counties and 193 cities in the State of Idaho.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624046]Describe the demographics of the respondents or characteristics of the unit of measure, and the number of respondents or units surveyed.
[bookmark: _Toc433624047]The surveys were addressed to the city and county officials of the 44 counties and 193 cities.

	[bookmark: _Toc433624048]6
	[bookmark: _Toc433624049]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624050]2012 Report Card for Idaho Infrastructure

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624051]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624052]American Society of Civil Engineers 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624053]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624054]An assessment of 11 infrastructure systems throughout the State of Idaho.   These systems included energy, water, wastewater, dams, bridges, rail, aviation, school facilities, and public transit.  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624055]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624056]To assess and grade the infrastructure systems based on their current conditions.  Then to evaluate the cost to improve any deficiencies and measure projected demand.    

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624057]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624058]State-wide

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624059]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624060]2012

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624061]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624062]The report was complete.

	[bookmark: _Toc433624063]7
	[bookmark: _Toc433624064]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624065]Idaho Workforce Development Council

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624066]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624067]Idaho Department of Labor – Workforce Development Council  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624068]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624069]Data set include state unemployment rate, wage rates, and percentage of Idaho students who pursue post-secondary education opportunities.  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624070]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624071]Understanding the unique needs of business, workers and students, will make policy recommendations to the Governor and the Board of Education, and will facilitate coordination of an integrated Idaho workforce development systems.  

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624072]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624073]State-wide

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624074]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624075]2011-2012

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624076]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624077]The report is complete.

	[bookmark: _Toc433624078]8
	[bookmark: _Toc433624079]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624080]Idaho Business and Opportunity

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624081]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624082]Idaho Department of Commerce

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624083]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624084]Data set include tax exemptions, new job tax credits, and other incentive resources available for business creating jobs in Idaho. 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624085]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624086]To educate business about the resources and incentives of creating jobs in Idaho. 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624087]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624088]State-wide

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624089]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624090]2014

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624091]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624092]The report is complete.

	[bookmark: _Toc433624093]9
	[bookmark: _Toc433624094]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624095]Entire state including entitlement communities

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624096]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624097]BBC Consulting

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624098]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624099]HUD's data excluded local entitlement areas for the year 2000. 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624100]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624101]Table adjusted to include total households for the entire state of Idaho in the year 2000, which now include local entitlement areas(HOME and CDBG)

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624102]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624103]2000 Census (Base Year), 2010-2013 ACS(most recent year)

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624104]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624105]2000 Census through 2013 American Community Survey estimates

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624106]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624107]complete

	[bookmark: _Toc433624108]10
	[bookmark: _Toc433624109]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624110]Renter and homeowner data past, present and future

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624111]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624112]Idaho Housing and Finance Association

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624113]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624114]Using the 2013 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624115]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624116]Using historical data as the predictor for the number of renters and homeowners, rents, and number of available and affordable units over the next 5 years.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624117]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624118]Because IHFA is a state PJ, the data is required for the entire state. However, because like many states, Idaho's character varies by county by county and community by community based on factors that are too numerous to mention in this report. IHFA will use historical data from the 2013 ACS to make general predictions for the next 5 years in each category.    

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624119]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624120]PY 2015-2019

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624121]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624122]N/A

	[bookmark: _Toc433624123]11
	[bookmark: _Toc433624124]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624125]Estimated number of families and family types

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624126]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624127]BBC Consulting

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624128]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624129]Estimates of current housing assistance needs for family types as required by §91.305 (b)(1) and projected housing needs for these family types of ensuing five-year period.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624130]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624131]To meet Con Plan requirements

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624132]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624133]Projections and estimates are statewide

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624134]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624135]PY 2015-PY 2019

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624136]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
 

	[bookmark: _Toc433624137]12
	[bookmark: _Toc433624138]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624139]Number of Housing Units including entitlement area

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624140]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624141]2010-2013 3-Year ACS

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624142]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624143]Provided because this includes the entire state of Idaho, not just the non-entitlement areas, which is what HUD's pre-populated data provides.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624144]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624145]More complete picture of the state's housing units.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624146]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624147]See above

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624148]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624149]See above

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624150]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624151]It is the 3-year American Community Survey

	[bookmark: _Toc433624152]13
	[bookmark: _Toc433624153]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624154]Unit Size by Tenure

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624155]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624156]2010-2012 3-Year ACS

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624157]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624158]See above

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624159]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624160]Provide more inclusive numbers for the entire state

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624161]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624162]See above

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624163]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624164]2010-2012 3-Year ACS

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624165]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624166]See above

	[bookmark: _Toc433624167]14
	[bookmark: _Toc433624168]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624169]Cost of Housing

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624170]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624171]2012 1-Year ACS

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624172]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624173]Cost of Housing 2012 1-Year ACS

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624174]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624175]To replaces HUD's pre-populated data with more current estimates 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624176]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624177]See above-

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624178]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624179]See above

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624180]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624181]See above

	[bookmark: _Toc433624182]15
	[bookmark: _Toc433624183]Data Source Name
[bookmark: _Toc433624184]County HOME rents/FMR/Median Rent

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624185]List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624186]Idaho Housing and Finance Association 

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624187]Provide a brief summary of the data set.
[bookmark: _Toc433624188]County by County comparison of HOME rents to FMR and gross median rent

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624189]What was the purpose for developing this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624190]to respond to a required econ plan discussion question regarding how do these rent figures impact the statewide strategy to provide or preserve affordable housing.

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624191][bookmark: _GoBack]How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in one geographic area or among a certain population?
[bookmark: _Toc433624192]County by County for entire state

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624193]What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this data set?
[bookmark: _Toc433624194]Current as of 2015( 2015 HOME rents, U.S. Census Bureau 2008-2012 American Community Survey Five-Year estimates, 2013

	
	[bookmark: _Toc433624195]What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
[bookmark: _Toc433624196]complete
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STATE C

ERTIFICATIONS

In aceordance with the applicable siatutes and the regulations governing the consolidated plan
ons, the State certifics that:

Affirmatively Further Fair Housing -- The State will affivmatively finther fvir housing, which means it
wilf conduct an analysis of impediments o fuir bousing choice within the statc, take appropriate actions to
avcroom: the effeots of any impediments identified through that aualysis, and maintain records ref ecting
that analysés and actions in this regard.

Anti-displacentent and Relocation Plan — It will comply with the acquisitien and relocation
Tequirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Praperty Acquisition Policics Act of 1970,
as amended, and implementing regalations 3t 49 CER 24; and it has in offcct and is following a residential
anti-displacoment znd sulocation assistance plan requived tndor scotion 104(d) of the Iousing and
Comuurity Development Act of 1974, as amended, in consection with any activity assisied with funding
under the CDBG or IIOMLE pregrams.

Auti-Lobbying — To tie best of the State's knowlcdge and belief:

1. NoFederal appoptiated finds bave hoen paid or will he paid, by or on behalf of it to any per
for foNuenving o attempling 1o influence an officer or employee of ay agency, a Mombar of
Congress, an officer or eoployee of Congress, or an cmployee of a Member of Congress in
<opnostion with the awardinys of auy Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the
making of any Federal loan, the entering Snto of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuacicn, reneval, amendment, or sodificarion of any Federa! contract, grant, loan, or
conperative agreement;

2. Ifany funds other then Federal appropristed funds have becn paid o7 will be paid fo any person
for influcncing or empting to infhience an officer ot cplayee of any agency, a Mentber of
Congress, an officer or cmployce of Congress, ot an employee of s Membor of Congress in
connection with this Federal contreet, geatt, Joan, or cooperative agrecment, it will complate an
submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosare Form ‘o Report Lobbying," in accardancs with its
instructions; and

I witl roquire thet the knguage of paragraphs I and 2 of this cenification be included in the
awand docaments for all subawards ac alf tiers (including subcontracts, subgranis, and conteacts
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Specific CDBG Certifications
The State ccnifies hat

Citizen Participation — It is in full compliance and following a detailed citizen participation plan that
saisfics the reyuirements of 24 CFR §91.115 and gach unit of geacral local goverament that receis
assistance from lhe State is or will 3¢ following a detailed citizon participation plan that satisfics the
irements of 24 CFR §570.485.

Consultation with Local Governiuents — I has or viill comply with the fallowing:

1 I has consulted with affected units of local gavermment in the nanentillement area of the Stale in
deteunining the method of distibution of funding;

2. it engages in or wil ongage in planning for community development cativities;

3. Toprovides or wil provide technical assistance to nits of focal governmert in comnection with
cammunity development programs: and

4. W owill nol reluse o distribute funds Lo gy unit of general Jocst goverment on the basis of the
partictar eligible activity selected by the unit of general local govermment 1o meet its commusity
development needs, exoept that a State is not provented from cstablishing prioritics in distributing
fuading on the bas:s of the activities seiected.

‘Locul Needs Identification -- [ will require cach unil of general local government o be funded ta
identify its community development and Acushig needs, including the needs of kow-deome and
‘moderate-income families, and the activitios to b undertaken le met thes nicds.

Conmmity Development Plan - is consolidated housing and commenity development plan identifics
community cevefopment and housing needs and specifies both short-erm and long-term community
development abjectives that have been developed in accordance with the primaty objectives of Title I of
the Housing and Community Developrent Act of 1974, as amended. (See 24 CFR 570.2 and 24 CFR
pact 70}

Use of Funds -- T hus corpliad with the followiag eriteria:

1. Maximum Feasible Priority. With respect to activities expected 1o be assisted with COBG funds, it
certifies that it has developed its Action Plan 50 2s to give maximum foasiblc priorty o activities
which bencfit Jow and maderaie income families ar aid in the prevention or elimination of shims
o blight. The Action Plan may also inchude activitios whicl: the grantee cortifies are designed so
meel olher community dovelopcnt needs laving a particular urgeney because existing conditions
pose a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the community. and other financial
tesources are ot available);

Overall Benefft, The aggregale use of CDBG funds ircluding section 168 guaranteed loans
during program year(s) 2015, 2016 and 2017. (a period specified by the grantee consisting of
one, two, ur three specific consceulive program years), shall prizcipally bensfit pessons of Low
and moderate income ia a manner that cnsures Lat al Least 70 percent of the amount is expended
for activities that benefit such petsons during the designated period;
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STATE CERTIFICATIONS

1 azcordance with the applicable statutes and the regulatiuns goverming the cousolidated plan

regukations, the Stute certifies that

Affirmatively Rurther Fair Housing -- The Statc will aifrmatively further fair housing, which means it
will conduet an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice within the stae, take appropriate actians to
overcame the offeets of any impedinments identified through that analysis, and maintain records refiecting
chat analysis and actions ir: thiy regasd,

Anti-displacement and Relocation Plan — [t will comply with the acquisition and selocation
requirements of the Unifonm Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970,
a5 amended, and implementing cegulations at 40 CFR 24, and it has Tn effect and is fellowing a residential
anti-displacement and refozation asslstance plan required under section 104(d) of the Housing and
Cammunity Develoment Act of [974, as amended, in connestion with any aotivity assisted with funding
wnder the CDBG or HOME programs.

Auti-Lobbying - To the best of the State’s knowledge and belict:

L NoTederal appropriated funds ave bean paid or will be paid, by or an behalf of i, o any person
for influencing o attsmpting Lo influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Cangress, an officer or emplayee of Cangress, ar an employee of # Member of Congress in
connection will he awiading of any Federal cantract, the making of uny Fedesal grant, the
making of any Federal loar, fhe entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continustion, rencwal, amaiigment, or maditication of any Federal confract, grect, lous, or

cooperative agreenient;

Fany funds other thau Federal appropristed fuuds bave been paid or will be paid to any peison
for influencing or attempting o influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or omployee of Congress, or an cployoe of a Member of Congress in
connection with this Fedetal contrast, grant, loan, o cooperative agresment, i will complete and
submit Standard Farm-1).L., "isclosure Form to Reporl Lobbying," in accordance with its
instructions; and

ageaphs | and 2 of this certification be included in tho

3. Itwill require that the language of
s, und contracts

awird dovuments for all stbawards at all iers (including Subconizcts, subgras
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under praats, loans, and coopesative agreementsh and that all subrecipienss shall certiiy and
disclose accordingly.
Authority of State - The submission of the cansalidated plan is authorized under State law and the

State possesses the logal authority 1o cary ovt the progeems under the consolidated pla for which it is
sceking funding, in accerdance with applicable HUD iegulations.

G, and

Consistency with plan - The housing utivitiss to ke unidertaken with CDBG, HOME,
HOPWA funds a7 cansistent with the stratogic plan

Seetion 3 - I will comply with section 3 of the Housing and Urban Developmznt Act of 1968, and
implementing regulations at 24 CFR Part 135,

\
N N s A

{ izﬁ:,/dﬂ(fl//f/f// . 262015
3 gnyuc//\uxhol Tzed Official e

Exéeutive Vieo-President

Title
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Specific HOME Certifications

The Stale ecrfies thar:
Tenant Based Rental Assistance -- 1f it intends to provide tenant-based rental assistance:

The se of HOME funds for tomnt-based sendal assistance is an esseuial clement of the State's
consolidated plan

Eligible Activitics and Costs -~ It is using and vill use HOMT fonds for eligible activities and costs, as
described in 24 CFR § 92.205 through §92.209 and that it is not using and will aot use HOME funds for
prohibited activities, as described in §92:214.

Appropriate Finatcial Assistarce -~ Before committing any funds 10 2 projeet, the Siatc or its
vacipients will evaltaate the project i accordance with the guidelines thal it adopts for this puspose wnd
with other Federal assistance than s nevessary to

will ot invest amy more HOME funds in combiuati
provide affordable housing;

202672015
Date

Exeeutive Ve
Fitte
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ESG Cestifications

s Program must provide

Fach State that soeks funding under the Emergency Sofut
he fotfowing certifications:

Matching Funds — The $tate will obluin any matching amounts required under 24 CER
576.201 in & manncr 50 that its subrecipients that ore least capable of providing matching
armounts receive the benefit of the exception under 24 CFR 576.201(a)(2).

Discharge Policy - The State will establish and implement, o the maximum extent
practicable and whers appropriate, policies and protocols for the discharge of parsons from
publicly funded institutions or systems of care (such as health care facilities, montal health
ciiities, foster care or other youlh facilitics, or correction programs and institutions) in order
10 prevent this discherge fiom immediately resulting in homelcssness for these persons.

Confidentiality — The State will dovelop ang implement procedures (o ensure the
confidantiaiity of records pertaining to any individual provided famity violence prevention or
treatinent services under any project assisted under the ESG program, including protection
against the release of (he address o location of any family violence sheltor project, cacept with
the writien anthorization of the person responsible for the operation of that shelter.

‘The State will cnsure that its subrccipicnts compiy with the folloving critcsia

Major rehabilitation/conversion — If an cmergency shelter’s rehabilitation costs exceed 75
percent of the vaiue of the building before rehabilitation, the building will be maintained as a
shelter for homeless individuals and familics for & minimuen of 10 years afier the date the
building is first occupied by a fomeless individuaj or family after (e completed rehabilitation. 1f
the cost 10 convert & building into an emergency shelter exceeds 75 percent of the vatue of the
building after conversion, the building will be maintained us « shellcr for homeless individuals
and families for & minimum of 10 years after the date the building is fitst occupied by  homeless
individual or family after the completed conversion, In all oher cases where ESG funds are used
for renovation, the building will be muintuined as a shelter for homeless individuals and families
for s it of 3 years after the dute (he building is first ccoupied by a homolcss individual or
faraily after (he completed renovation

Tissential Services and Operating Costs - I ESG funds are used for shelter operations or
cssential services related to street outreach or emergency shetter, the subrecipient will provide
services or shelter 10 homeless individuals end families for the pericd during which the ESG
assistance s provided, without segad te a particular site or structure, o long the applicant serves
the same type of pezsons (e.g., femilies with children, unaccompanied youth, veteravs, disabled
indiviauals, o victims of domestic violence) or persons in the sume geographic arca

Renovation — Any renovation caried out with ESG assistance shall be sufficient to
ensure that the building involved is safe and sanitary.

Supportive Services - The subrecipient will assist homeless individuals in obtaining permanent
housing, approptiate supportive services (including medical ard meatal health treatment,
counseling, supervision, and other services essential for sehieving independent living), and
arher Federal Stute, local, and private assistance available jo such individuals.
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Homeless Persons Involyement — To he maximum extent practicable, the subrecipient wilt
involve, throngh employment, volunteer services, or otherwise, homeless individuals sod
fumitics in constructing, revovating, maintaining, and operating facil:tics, in providing
assisted under the BSG program, and in providing services for ccupants of faciities assisted
SG.

vices

istonce under ESG are

Consolidated Plan — All activities the subsecipient underlakes with as
consistent with the State’s cutreht HUD-approved consolidated plan.

27262013
Date

tevutive Vice-Presids
e
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APPENDIX. TO CERTIFICATIONS
INSTRUCTIONS CONCERNING LUBBYING REQUIREMENTS:
A Lofbying Cenification

This certification is a materlat seprescitation of fact upon which refiunee war placed
when this transaction was made or emered into, Submission of this eertification is &
prerequisite for mnking or entering into this trnsaction imposed by scetion 1352, titke 31,
U.S. Code. Any person who faits to file the reguired certificetion shall be subject (0.4
civil penalty of nof less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424
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Application for Fedorai Assistance SF-424

9. Ty of Applicant 1 Sefect Appiicamt Type:

Vi of A cant 2 Slect Appioan 1500

“yte of Aphcant 3 Slec Agplcant Type:

O iy

10, Name of Feceral Agency!

* 12, Funding Opportany Number

T

13, Gompetition Henicatlon Number:

i

16 Arsas Affectec by Projoct(Cils, Courtles, $1as, 010 ):

Add Ao

i) B i
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Application for Federal Assistance SF.424

16. Congreasional Distcts OF;

“a popican o1 *b. ProgramProject

s ma ] (5

17. Proposes Projsct:

*a Star Dzt b End Dave; [

15, Estimeted Funding (5

“n Asplast

.St

Lot

oo

-7 Frogan icome

g T07AL Fis v o

[ & 1 s ppcation vas rade avaabl ( e Siate under the Exective Order 12417 Pracess or e on
[0 b Program s subjeet 0 £ 0. 1

[ ¢ Programis not ccvered by E.C. 12372

15,1 Application Subjectto Revlew By State Undar Excoutive Order 12372 Pt

2 but s ot baan salactss byt Sate o e

201 o Appleant Deimawent On Any FaderalGabt? i Yas,*praits sxplanation In stachment)
Lives (o

1 "Yes", pravda srplanation and ellach

21,6y slgning this spplicaton, | ey (1} to fe statements contained in the It of cartiications™ and (2) that e statamants
herl <10 tu, complete and sccorale o the best of my knowlsdge. | 2lsa provide 1o roguiad JSSUANCSS™ and agTse 10
‘Comply wih sny resulting terms. | accopt an award. |am aware that any faisa Ticltious, or Iraudet sateronts or clame. may
Subjact me to crminat, cvI, o admietrative ponalis. (US. Cods, 1t 218, Soction 1001)

1AGREE

% The fl of caticatins e wesances, o et s whn e may bl 1N 1, 18 e I he sanoircenan of Ageney
specie svetons

Authosizzd Representaive:

ere:

~Fratitams

e Hare:

*LastName: [o e

st
T
" Telephora Nember: [og i 216 -

“Enas [josrery vvestemmonzrn abo e 7

~Sansure of Aubhorized Raprosersatie: %\] “Oate Syred [ 03736715
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02
*1 Type of Submissicn. { 2. Tyne of Appication  » 1t Reuision, setect zpprapriate etex(s)

] Preapplicatioe: i & hew

5 Applicaticn £ Continuation "gihe(gecin

£ ChargediCorected Application | ] Revisian

3. Date Received: 4. Applicant Identiier
506-DG-105-0001

5a. Fedoral Enity identier. “5b. Federal Award dentifier

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State 7. Stats Agplication Idenifier

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

*a. Logol Mama: Idaho Housing and Finanos Association

“b. EmployerTacayer Identification Number (EINTINY: | *c. Organizational DUNS:
82.0302933 070022438

d. Address:

“sireet 1 505 W Myrte

Sireel 2
“city.
Gouny.
“State
Province:

“Country

“Zip 1 postal Cote

o, Organizational Unit:

Deparimen Name: Divis on Name:
Grart Programs Gosninuity Housing

f. Name and contact infarmation ot persan to be contacted on matters involving this application:

ratic [ “First Name: James

Middle Name: L

*Las:Neme.  Siuber
Suffic S
Til: rant Programs Manager

Oganizational Afiliation:
Idaho Housing and Finarce Association

“Telephone Number: 2083314760 Fax Number: 208-331-4508

“Email:  JamesG@inta.org
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Application for Federal Assistance SF424 Version 02

“2. Typo of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

Tepe of Applicant 2: Select Appicant Typo:

‘Type of Applicent 3: Select Appicant Type:

*Othes (Speciy)
Public Body Corporale and Foltic

*10 Nama of Fecleral Agency;
US Department of Housing and Urban Development

1. Catatog of Foderal Domastic Assistance Number.
14230,

CFDATItG
HOME tnvesiment Partnerships Pregram

*12 Funding Opportunity Number

“Tite:

13. Competition Identification Number:

ttie

14. Areas Affoctod by Projoct (Gities, Counties, States, stc.J:

Stato of Idaho

“15. Descriptive Title of Applicant’s Projeot:

Crsate decent affordable rental and homecwner Fousing in fesho
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OMP R 4010404
Bxpiation D, 61732009

Application for Federai Assistance SF-424 Version 02

< OF:
“a. Apalicant Idahe- sl 5. ProgramiProject: “daho-alt

16, Gongressional Dist

17. Proposed Project:
*a. Start Date: 4172015 *o. End Date: 3332018

18. Estimsted Funding (S):

a

derzl $3.262,305
“b. Applicant

"6 State

. 1 noal

*e. Other
*f. Program Income — 5.000000

e TOTAL P

+15. Is Application Subject ta Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Procosa?
[ &. This aspication was made avalaalo fo ne State under ihe Executive Order 12372 Frovass for raviowen
[ b. Pragramis subject to E.C. 12372 hut his not been selected by the State for roview

IR c. Program is not covered by €. 0. 12372

*2D. Is tho Applicant Delinguent On Any Federal Debt? (If “Yos", provide oxplanation.)
O ves & o

21. "By signing this appiication, | cently (1)t lhe statements contained in the fistof cert fications** and (2) that the sfatements
herein are frue, complete ane accurate (o the best of my knowedge. | also provide the fequred assUrances™ and agrae fo Somply
‘ith ary rosulling terms # 1 accept an award. | am aware that sny false, ficiious, of fraudulent statements or claims may subject
me o criminal. vl or admicistrative penalies. (U Code, Title 248, Seatior: 10¢1)

R * | AGREE
“* The fist cf Geriications and assurances, or an ntermel sit where you iy ubtain ths lst s contained 11 the announcement or
agency specific instucticns

Authorized Repressntative:

Preix M “Pist Name: e

Misdie Name:  HL
“Los: Naine:
Suffx

“Tiie: Executive Vice-Dresident

“Telephone Number: 208-331-4703 Fai Number: 208-331-4508

]

~Erail: Julew@infa.org

i ———

e —— Q \g \Z’ i

Authoriced for Leval Reprodoction Stancared Forn 424 (Revised 10:2005)
& Prescribed by OMIS Greular A-102
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Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

“Applicant Federal Debt Definquency Explanation
The following sheuld contain an explanation if the Applicant organization s delinguent of any Feceral Debl.
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M N 1010000
Bxpiator Date B113172005

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

Version 02

*1. Type of Suomission *2 Typeof Appication I Rewision, 56 oct apprapriate atier(s)
[ =respplicaton |2 row

59 Agplcation § 23 continuston “Othsr (Spesily)

[0 ChangediCar-ected Application ‘ ] Revision

3. Date Received 1. Apslicant idaniiir
506-0C-106-0001

. Fedaral Entiy Wantiier 6. Federal Aard Identifer

State Use Only:

6 Dale Receivec by State: 7. State Applcation identifer

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION.

“a. egel Name: IdaFo Housing and “inancs Association

s
oy %

1. Name and contact information of persen to be contacted on mattors involving this apphcation:

Frefix: N “First Wame:  Beady
Middie Name:

1 ast Name:

Sific

Tite’ Homeless Programs Manager

Organizational Afiliatian:

“Telephons Number: 2083314839 Fa Number. 208-331-4808

*Emait  GrodyE@Hhfa.org
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Application for Federal Assistance SF424 Version 02
4

“. Type ot Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

Typo of Applicant 2 Soisct Applicant Type:

Type of Agplicant 3. Se ect Applicant Tyge:

*Other (Specily)
Public Bady Carporate and Paiitic

10 Name of Federal Agency:
US Department of Hausing and Urban Development

11. Catalog of Fedaral Domestic Assistanca Number.

14231

CroA Title:
hev Solutions Grant

“12 Funding Opportunity Number.

“Tite

13. Gompetition identfication Number.

Title:

14, Areas Affocted by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):
State of Idaho

“15. Descriptive Title of Applicant's Project:

Emergancy theller and Solutons.





image58.jpeg
M N 400000
Expiraion Dit: 011412000

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

15. Congressional Districts Of:
“a_Applicant:_Idsho- all “b. Programiroject: idano- afl

17. Proposed Project
“a. Start Date: 4112015 “b. End Date: 33112016

18, Estimated Funding (s):

“&. Federal . $1013.665
“t. Applican:
“c. State

*d. Locst

“e. Other 2 S
*, Progeam Ingome - S
*g. TOTAL 1,013,665

“19. Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Exeautive Order 12372 Process?
3 2. Tris appiication was made availsble 1o the Stele der ihe Executive Order 12372 Process for review on
[ . Program s subject to £.0. 12372 but has not been selecled by the State for rovic.

9] & Program s not covered by E. Q. 12372

“20. s the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? {If "Yes, provide expianation)
O ves 5 No

21. "By signing this applcaticn, | certfy (1] o the statements contained in the fst of certfications and (2} thaf the statemerts.
herein are true, complele and sccurats o ihe best of my knowledge. | also provide the required assurances* and apree ko comoly
wilh any resuling terms f | accep: an award. | am aware hat any false, ficttious or il dent stalements of cfaims may subject
me to ariminal. o, or sdminietradive penalties. (U, S. Code Tile 216, Seotion 1001)

& 1 AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an interes site where you may obtain this lst, is contained in fhe anrouncement or
agency speciic nsiructions

Authorized Representative:

Prafix: Ms. “First Name: Jule
Viggle Name. K,

“LastName:  Wiliams.

Suffc

“Thle: Exccutive Vice-President

“Telephone Number 208-331-4703 . Fox Number. 2083314508
* Emait Juliew@inta.org o
aSigiali oAz Ropfesarttve: \§ *L_J /4 /é j o “Dale Signec: 2262015

Authorized far Lecal Tioproduction Stendard Fown 424 [Revised 10:2005)
Brescribed by UM C sculer A-1172
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Extrapolation of American Community Survey data to future total households based on
historical 2% increase each year

2011-2013 ACS Estimates for Idaho PY 2019
Total Housing Units 672,794 740,073
Total population in Occupied Units 583,452 641,797
Renter-Occupied % 31.3% 200,882
Homeowner-Occupied % 68.7% 400,914
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DV Only

Race: Sheltered
White 86
American Indian or Alaskan | 13

Native

Asian 2

Black or African American g

Native Hawaiian or Pacific

Islander

Ethnicity

Hispanic 18
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Public Facilities Improvements Sequence #1
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Public Infrastructure Improvements Sequence #2

Water Sewer Streets Sidewalks Solid waste surface and public
systems systems disposal  storm water  parking
drainage facilities

Elow ®Mediumlow ®Medium ®Medium High ®High
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Blighted Public Property Sequence #3

Cleanup of contaminated sites Clearance and demolition

mlow mMediumlow mMedium mMedium High mHigh
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o

Housing Related Activities Sequence #4

ﬂnﬂlﬂlﬂﬂﬁll.ﬂk

Water/sewer Public Acquisition of Acquisition and or  Subordinated
hookups infrastructure property to  rehab of existing loans for
expansion construct homeownership

mlow mMediumlow ®mMedium mMedium High mHigh
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Economic Development Sequence #5

+|l|4.|||4.|IF

Public Infrastructure to Downtown Revitalization Business Loans
Business

Elow MEMediumlow ®Medium ®MediumHigh ®High
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Planning Studies Sequence #6
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Comprehensive  Facility plan or  Environmental Economic Energy
plan preliminary studies development conservation
engineering
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Public Services Sequence #7
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UnmetHousing Needs accordingto Stakeholders

Unmet housing need percent

Rentalhousing for households at 30% AMI or ks s0%
Home ownership opportunites for low-income residents ($38,000 for a household of three) a2
Rental Housing for households at 80% AMI o less (low income, generally earning less than -y
$38,000 for a household of three)

Housing for homeless famiies 20%
Emergency sheer for homeless/home s shetter 26%
Housing rehabilitation for low-income homeowners($38,000 for a household of three). 2%
Housing for personswih serious ment iiness. 19%
Housing for homeless veterans 18%
Housing for elderly (62+) 18%
Housing for adultswith crimnal histories (felonies) 7%
Housing for chronically homeless 16%
Housing for homeless men 1%
Housing for personswih physcal disabilties 10%
Housing for youth transitioning out of foster care. 10%
Housing for personswh cognitive dissbilities 10%
Housing for homeless women 10%
Housing for personswh HIV/AIDS EA

Note: =310 Nmbers 204 o greatr than 100 percent e o mulie resporses.
Source: B8 Research & Conuiting 2015-2015 Stae of daho Consolicated Plan Housing and Stakehoider Survey.
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Homeowner vacancy rate (percent)

2.9%10 10.1%
24%t0 28%
20% 10 2.3%
16%to 19%
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Rental vacancy rate (percent)

123%10527%
10.3% 10 12.2%
89%10102%
7.5% 10 8.8%

00%to7.4%
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“The programs below are under several different federal agencies. Because of this, the table can only provide a snapshot based
on best estimate. It s important to remember these federal program may have different definitions of terms, timeframes, and

calculations.
Current Estimated Total Federal, State, Local Assisted Units

Federal Family Elderly Senior Special Needs

Agency
HOME HUD-CPD__ | 799 82 114 137

Single-famil

hoiebuyery a5z i
LIHTC USTreasury | 6126 1535 720 0
UsDARDY z;ii’l’;: 1621 1500 NA 434*
Section8HAP | HUD— Office

Of Public And

o 2508 779 101

Housing
IHFA-Section 8 | HUD— Office
Housing Choice | Of Public And o
Voucher* Indian 4o

Housing
ESG HUD-CPD | 1456 176 88 1716
coc HUD-CPD | 187 50 2 1197
HOPWA HUD-CPD 134
STRMU HUD-CPD 42

*Farm Labor Housing

**Abreakdown by family type is not available. IHFAis one of a statewide network of public housing
providers and serves the "balance of state". It does not oversee any city or countywide public housing

jurisdictions.
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Emergency ShelterBeds | Transitional | Permanent Supportive
Housing Beds Housing Beds
YearRound | Voucher/ | Cument& | Current& Under
Beds Seasonal / New New | Development
(Current& | Overflow
New) Beds
Households with 181 0 39 B NA
Adult(s) and Child(ren)
HouseholdswithOnly | 46 0 5 1 NA
Adults
Chronically Homeless | NA NA NA 1 NA
Households
Veterans 0 0 0 0 NA
Unaccompanied Youth | 4 0 0 0 NA
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PR-15 Public Participation & Consultation

1HEA and I0C received many public comments regarding the Consolidated Planning during the information gathering ond drafting phases; o
summary of those comments s provided herein, Many comments received were someane’slf story, persona befefs, values, judgments,
nd criticisms, while others provides web links, sample leters, and general information

When 1HFA and IOC originally submitted the Publc Porticipotion and Consultation to HUD-CPD, ol comments were occepted with the bellef
they should be because they were from Idaho'sciizens. However, HUD-CPD Region X offce defines the term "acceptance" as an agreement
by IHFA and idaho Deportment of Commerce to undertake the action idenified in the comment. Because of this iterpretation, IHFA and
1DC s forced to revise the stotus of many citizen comments to "Not Accepted". The reason for not accepting o comment i found below the
comment. Most often a comment is not occepted because the action required is outsde the scope of IHFA and/or IDC's organizational
authority, program(s) requirements, o jurisdiction.

Reason for not accepting a comment is noted below the comment

Pre-Draft 30-Day Comment Period
Sort #1: Pre- Draft Public Hearing
Summary of Comments

Sign-in sheet for this hearing is included

1. Amajority of public hearing comments mirrored written comments asking IHFA and IDC to explore the
use and benefits of a "Housing First" model to end homelessness. Many comments also suggested the
need for supportive housing for the chronically homeless who have drug and alcohol issues.

2. See Housing First! Sample Letter that was used several individuals. The sample was submitted as an

attachment to an email comment.
3. Not accepted- Supportive housing program that drug tests creates a barrier to housing.
4. Notaccepted- Supportive housing program that drug tests creates a barrier to housing.

Due to the wide variety of homelessness interventions and solutions, and the limited number of service
and housing providers throughout the state, supportive housing providers will not be forced to remove
drug testing from their screening and eligibility processes. Doing so would further limit the availability of,
ond access to, homeless-targeted resources. However, IHFA will consider sponsoring a statewide initiative

to encouraging homeless housing and service providers to adopt a Housing First-centered approach in
their eligibility and screening practices.

5. Not accepted: Homeless numbers and issues have become a static. IHFA and IDC have a responsibility to
the citizens of Idaho and should do a "white paper” to the legislature that spells out affordable housing
needs in Idaho connecting it with economic and community development issues.

6. The previous ConPlan had 4 action items but these did not address the inadequate funding and how to
change the "situation with the legislature, i.e. the Idaho Housing Trust Fund created by the Idaho
legislature in 1992, without a funding mechanism.
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7.

10.

11

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Ending homelessness is possible and not complicated these [HOME, ESG, CDBG] programs can make it
happen. Allthat is needed is a structure to infuse money to structures that work.

Permanent supportive housing is needed to help Idaho's chronic homeless.

A change in the current funding structure is needed. While competition for funding is understood,
"Housing First" should be implemented.

INot accepted: The City of Boise should have its own Low-Income Housing Tax Credit program.

Outside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, program(s) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

INot accepted: The City of Boise wants to "criminalize homelessness".
Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, programis) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s]

INot accepted: A comment regarding personal homeless and emergency shelter experience because of a
disability, and the time it took to get funding. "Affordable housing isn't affordable”. Is stil concerned
about where they will live f the Shelter Plus Care program ends.

Personal opinion, no action required.

INot accepted: Statement regarding commenter's online talk show, and personal experiences with
alcoholism and sobriety, a friend who is homeless, and the experience of not qualifying as homeless
because of having friends and a car. Many homeless are not addicts or alcoholics. "Where do the
homeless live if they are in need of alcohol or drug treatment?"

Outside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, program(s) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

Statement about Idaho's current housing vacancy rate and that people living on assistance cannot find a
place tolive that is within their price range, i.e. housing that is income-based.

Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, programis] requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s). ESG funds are
specifically desianed to be used for emergency shelters, homelessness prevention, and rapid re-housing.
To decline the use of funds in this manner, is to decline the acceptance of funds and discontinue funding
shelter activities. Numerous types of homelessness solutions are necessary throughout the state. There is
not g one size fits all intervention; emergency shelters are needed in Idaho.

INot accepted- Shelters are a band-aid and are needed, but they don't solve the problem. Shelters create
stress levels that create alcoholism. If a person doesn't need to go the emergency room and has food, but
no place to go, they are criminalized in Boise.

Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, programis) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

Millions and millions of dollars have gone into homelessness [in Idaho] and it's a waste of money. Shelters
create a group of enablers and enabled. We need to look outside of Idaho [for solutions]. "If the same
programs used for the last 5 years, are used for the next 5 years, itis going to create a disaster. [These
programs] are ot the solution, but they are part of the solution. *

Working a full-time minimum wage job in Idaho cannot afford a basic 2-bedroom apartment. Veterans
and persons with disabilities cannot afford a market rate apartment in Idaho. [These] programs don't
address the fact that market rate housing doesn't help our housing needs. Suggests calling Utah and
maybe they could send some people up to Idaho to help restructure some things.
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20. Trying to quantify best use of funds by the number of lives improved may not be the best way to
determine how money is spent, i.e. do the dollars spent on road improvements/highway districts
determine the number of lives improved? Encourages a different way of scoring funding proposals to
factor the number of hours each day people’s lives are improved.

21. Notaccepted- Feels sex offenders are discriminated against in Section 8 housing. Parks could be opened
up at night for sleeping. [Boise] doesn't want them sleeping under the bridge. The rental space to park a
mobile home in Garden City is more expensive the payments to purchase the mobile home.

Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, programis) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

22. Not accepted: How to create incentives to provide space for the homeless? A tax credit to let someone
park or build a tiny house in a vacant lot, penalize companies that have empty buildings (without
humans), which would also apply to banks that are foreclosing. ‘ot doing something like this is why
there is empty housing and people living on the streets.'

Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority. programis) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s]

Sort #2- Summary of Written Comments
23 Written Comments received

1. Multiple written comments addressed the "Housing First" Model s the way to resolve homelessness in
Idaho. Several comments referred to other state's model programs, i.e. Arizona and Utah. A substantial
number of comments had the same formatting, style and substance. Several of the comments indicated
the author worked with the homeless, several others were homeless themselves, and others were
homeless advocates.

2. Ascoring preference for proposals [programs] that meet the criteria outlined in the U.S. Interagency
Council on Homelessness' Housing First Checklist should be designed.

3. One comment suggested the homeless have other problems such as poor health and lack of nutrition,
joblessness, minimum wage jobs, poor education, and mental illness, but these problems cannot be
solved without a decent place to live.

4. Several comments regarding the need for an Idaho Housing Trust Fund,

5. Notaccepted: One comment suggested IHFA and IDC have a responsibility to engage the Governor and
Idaho's Legislators regarding state funding for affordable housing in Idaho including a Housing Trust Fund.
*A white paper could restart the conversation.’

Outside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, program(s) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

6. Notaccepted: One comment regarding the necessity of dedicated funding to help lower-income
homeowners with minor ADA improvements for their homes.

Qutside the scope of individual program requirements. However, IHFA has an accessibility improvement
‘program that from time to time receives private funding. When funds are available, the funds are
disbursed on a first come, first serve basis from applicants.
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7. Several comments mentioned the high cost of rental housing in Boise and Idaho, the number of cost-
burdened renters in Idaho, and that Idaho's low-wages have created this.

8. Notaccepted- Comment that Idaho is a State that prides itself as having family-values, but allowing
homelessness is a lack of family-values.

Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, programis) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s]

9. From one individual

Aquote from the Director for the "100,000 Homes Campaign" speech taken from the 2014 Ending
Homelessness Conference Lets get to Zero. Included a YouTube video of the speech at
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Efk2r3M5IGg#t=249 .

INot accepted: Income needed in Idaho to afford the rent and utilities on a standard 2-bedroom
apartment is $13.31/hour while Idaho's average renter earns $10.54/hour.

Qutside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, program(s) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

Not accepted: Idahoans working full-time at minimum wage must work 73 hours/week/52
weeks per year to afford standard 2-bedroom Fair Market Rent apartment.

Outside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, program(s) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

A "sensible video explaining Housing First” http://bit ly/1rRRE7N, as well as an article written
about a Housing First project in Los Angeles, htto://bit.ly/1prTsKs

Copy of a sample letter and a statement "use it or develop your own, but please answer the call
for public comment by writing to ... [IHFA and IDC] these agencies must include our written
comments in the plan they submit to receive dollars from federal agencies. Our voices will be
heard!"

2014 Congressional District Profile, 2014 Idaho State Housing Profile [National Low Income
Housing Coalition] www.NLIHC org, "2013 Hours at Minimum Wage Needed to Afford Rent //Out
of Reach 2013".

INot accepted: ACLU Open Letter addressed to City of Boise Mayor and Council dated 9/23/2014
regarding Boise City Ordinance 38-14.

Comments not accepted are outside of the scope of IHFA/IDC authority. program(s] requirements,

ond/or jurisdiction(s]

Appears to be copies of multiple personal tweets of comments made at the 10/22/2014 Pre-draft
public hearing that include individual's personal comments.

Astatement of general dissatisfaction with the overall public hearing process, including the
“limited the amount of time each speaker was allowed", a "complicated sign-in process" that
created a "chilling effect on speakers and non-speakers".

Il Sort #3- Consolidated Plan (Post Draft) 30-Day Comment Period

Sign-in sheet attached to this document
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Public Hearing

i

Portions not accepted(see underlined) One of our present concerns is the many familiar faces we see
coming in to Corpus Christi House over the past years. Normally, as people move on with their lives, their
place at a shelter s filled with a new person. This flow s needed o that a shelter can have the room to
serve the new arrivals. When this flow stops, the shelters fill up sending the overflow out into the streets.
As more people enter the chronic homeless category, the shelter programs are stressed. This is what we.
have witnessed in Boise this winter. A big lesson that we learned in the past ten years is when it comes to
the chronically homeless we don't need to fix everything to improve their lives. The one fix that will be a *
win win” solution is to get many of the chronic homeless into permanent housing. Studies have shown
that the best way to deal with the challenge of homelessness is to give homeless people homes to live in.
To some it sounds utopian and it's natural to worry about the cost but a great deal of evidence suggests
that it would be cheaper to house the homeless than to let them fanguish on the streets and deal with the
aftermath. This strategy called Housing First centers on providing homeless people with housing quickly
and then providing services as needed.” What differentiates a Housing First approach from other
strategies is that there s an immediate primary focus on helping individuals and families access and
sustain permanent housing. This approach has the benefit of being consistent with what most people
experiencing homelessness want and seek to achieve. You don't even really need new public money.
What you need to do is to target those resources at the core of the problem, a lack of housing and deliver
the housing rather than spending twice as much on sporadic legal and medical interventions. | would be a
cheerleader of all of the work that has been done to decrease the number of chronic homelessness. The
little that we have done by private agencies is really being stressed and if the number increases of chronic
homelessness and continues to increase, it will break down and a lot of these agencies that are struggling
to fulfill the job | think will disappear and then the problem will get worse.

The increased visibility of homelessness in Boise is clear. Evidence that our lack of affordable housing and
inadequate community response [is evident in the ] Annual Point-In-Time count show that the number of
homeless in Boise and counting increased in 2014 and significantly so with households with children. A
17% increase since last year in a number of households and a 22% increase since last year in the number
of individuals [and ] households. | don't know where you drive, | live pretty close to the shelter areas and
there are a lot of families walking around, mothers with strollers, kids tagging along, it's increased. Of
course, the recession has been hard we hear we are pulling out of it. Boise was referenced as having the
second fastest ising poverty of any city in the country during the period of 2000 to 2012. We've come to
understand that the solution Housing First is the most cost effective and most humane. Successful
programs like this across the country support this. Many of us were here last fall advocating for changes
that would support Housing First solutions in this plan through any kind of method that you would
understand how to use within the constraints of the program whether it was bonus points, set asides, tax
credits. | couldn't find any reference to the current plan to those comments. Maybe we have a
misunderstanding and maybe someone can clarify for me later. Page 13 references public comment
periods, but | didn't see comments listed. There were about twenty to twenty five people here making
comments about mostly Housing First and | found it hard to determine where they were specifically [not
mentioned] in the plan. The Homeless Coalition reiterates it request that the Consolidated Plan be
modified to include a commitment to review and revise the funding criteria for the LIHTC loan tax credits,
CDBG, HOME and_ESG programs wherever applicable giving preference or bonus points for Housing First
solutions and project o infrastructure that support Housing First projects. | believe that Idaho's State
Housing Trust Fund has been in place since 1992 but never funded. | know you all are not responsible for
never funding that but | didn't find that trust fund mentioned in the plan either. | hope that it's there
correct me if 'm wrong but even though it has never been funded but if itis still i statute, it's a
legitimate part of our housing landscape and it was promised to the people of Idaho in 1992. It's
unfulfilled at this time but | feel that it should remain in our language and in any conversations we have
with our legislatures we would ask that the IHFA and IDC perhaps ifit's within your responsibility or abilit
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to mavbe produce some sort of report that presents information to the legislatures and the Governor that
addresses this critical need that we do have and might help them understand it's importance not only for
Boise and Ada County, but across the state, that this can be funded and used. | feel that we are in crisis |
know this country is.

In.an environment where lttle to no communities are represented by multiple reauests for fundin,
incentivizing agencies with the ability to receive bonus points doesn't promote changes in practices. As
mentioned, IHFA will consider sponsoring a statewide initiative to encouraging homeless housing and
service providers to adopt a Housing First-centered approach in their eligibility and screening practices.

2. 'm a [homeless] service provider and one of the main parts of my job is to house people experiencing
homelessness no matter what their income level and mostly just second everything [ ] just said. To my
understanding, this is the Five-Year Plan Draft, but you can make changes to it. 1don't understand all of
the programs, it is all written in such a way that [for ] layman like me, it doesn’t make much sense. Id
maybe ask for a more succinct version so that layman can have more meaningful discussion about it
because the better we understand it the more we can give our input where things can be directed. | will
share with you my experience on what it's like to try and house people experiencing homelessness with
little to no income and hopefull, | can help guide you where to direct funds to end homelessness. | think
it's really important that first, in order to get a lot of people in the community out of the experience of
homelessness it's important to start with the most vulnerable and that would be like 30% or so less
income, 5o directing a lot of and allocating a lot of funds to that section of people would be | think a
pretty important thing to do. 1 also think that choosing programs to direct those funds to that don't
discriminate against those people that are experiencing addition problems which is ke just a symptom of
trying to treat mental illness like trying to self medicate mental iiness that they don't have resources to
treat aside from whatever substance so basically advocating for Housing First which means getting
someone in a home which is a basic human right to have shelter, getting someone in a home and then
figuring out all the things that can take place to treat the addiction, to treat the mental iliness that causes
the addiction and find employment and everything else after that. Hope that helps

3. 1work with Corpus Christi people, serving them breakfast and they're wonderful people for the most part,
they're very appreciative. A lot of them are very intelligent. | was surprised, | was new to it about a year
ago, and very surprised of the quality of people that are i there, and it kind of breaks my heart. Every
night when | go to bed | think, look at me with all of this comfort and those peaple are down there under
the bridge and so being old, I'm feeling a real urgency to see these people housed. It's my dream and 'm
working in a pilot task force or project to try to get Housing First for these people. It takes time they say
but the problem is that these people don't have time. They are down there sleeping in the cold and we
can do something, the money is there, | know it is. We can do something for these people and | don’t
need to recount Lloyd Pendleton’s Salt Lake City program but you know he's down to 20% now for the
people that are homeless. So we know it can be done, this Housing First works. I'm asking you to
consider very strongly helping us to get Housing First in Boise and the areas around Boise. Just want to say
that when you choose to ignore the homeless, you are ignoring your community. These are our people
and we really need to take care of [them]

4. [summary] | did some research last night, it didn't take me very long. Apartments are almost non-existent,
if you can even find one for $580.00. A one bedroom average price is $680.00. A voucher is $620,00 and
doesn't include utilities. | also did some further research and the Federal guideline is $11,770 a year;
minimum wage is $7.25. They printed it $15,008.00 and that s if you don't take any time off and what if
you are not a full-time employee? That doesn't include taxes. | figured out without the taxes they don't
take you are looking at 15% with state taxes and add social security with it you are looking at ${__] take
home pay which poverty level is about $1,770, by the time you are done you are looking at $234 a month
for groceries, transportation and any other needs. That's not enough. So minimum wage is a problem,
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affordable housing is a problem. | don't know if we can come up with more incentives for people to lower
their rents. | actually went to a CoC meeting, we weren't allowed to comment, we were allowed to
observe. It was landlords and property managers and they have problems too because. Well
unfortunately, it is supposed to be transitional housing for two years or a year and then they can't get in
tothe higher market place. So people who get vouchers have another [source of rent funds]
Unfortunately there is a whole generation of homelessness; It's no longer the old wino, its twenty-year
olds and kids.

ritten Comment

1. Portion Not accepted- Taxpayers deserve to get more "bang for each tax dollar spent on housing and
community development . .. Idaho should prioritize funding for Idaho's top unmet housing need for
Idaho's poorest residents beginning with people who are chronically homeless. Commenter
encourages Idaho to follow AZ and UT Housing First model. Includes cost- benefits for the Housing
First Model including alignment with the "State 10-year Plan to end Chronic Homelessness".
Comment that a Housing First model in Idaho in 2014 would have "saved Idaho taxpayers $15-$37
million- conservatively estimated".

Based on Idaho's 2014 Housing Needs Assessment, housing the chronically homeless is not Idaho's top
unmet need.

INot accepted: Consolidated Plan should reference the Idaho Housing Trust Fund and the fact that
Idaho's legislature never created a funding mechanism. Link to Role of Affordable Housing in Creating
Jobs and Stimulating Local Economic Development--http://tinyurl.com/0632hdl shows affordable
housing is foundational to economic development and job creation. There is a growing concern in
rural/semi-rural places like North Central Idaho where Idaho Dept. Commerce grant has brought
employers to communities, but there is not always decent, safe, or sanitary affordable housing for
those that might take the jobs created.

The Idaho Housing Trust fund was in fact funded at one time, albeit it was several vears ago and the
allocation not continuously renewed,

Commerces philosophy is that by creating and recruiting jobs to a rural / semi-rural places that new
fobs and revenue would lead to the demand for new housing stock. Therefore, aside resort areas, the
new housing prices would align with what workers in the area could reasonably afford. _it would be

difficult to approach from a supply perspective and expect housing to be in-place prior to trying to
create and recruit jobs.

INotaccepted: Below are two links that should take you to a 2014 map of housing affordability on a
county-by-county basis that shows the number of units affordable to each 100 Extremely Low Income
households. This information, if were updated, would help IHFA and IDC in making determinations
where these agencies should target housing and housing-related funding. If the information were
further broken down by family and elderly housing needs, it might help to do fine tune targeting of
funding

http://nextcity.org/daily/entry/map-rental-housing-crisis-by-county-urban-institute

http://blog.metrotrends.org/2014/03/america-rental-housing-crisis/

Information provided in the ConPlan is pre-populated by HUD. Neither IHEA nor IDC target affordable
housing on a geographic basic. Additional information regarding the competitive application and

award process is contained within the body of the ConPlan.
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INot accepted: HFA and IDC should jointly fund a white paper produced with university expertise to
analyze the need for and connection between affordable housing in different market areas to support
economic development. Would provide the information that the state's lawmakers, policy-makers,
advocacy groups, and citizens need to begin a dialog about capitalizing the State Housing Trust Fund.
After all, it was a promise once made to Idaho citizens. Now, the state should find the reasons to
keep its promise and make affordable housing part of its economic development strategy.

Outside the scope of IHFA or IDC authority, proaramis) requirements, and/or jurisdiction(s)

Comment about a recently released National Low Income Housing Coalition article, Affordable
Housing is Nowhere to be Found for Millions - http://nlihc.org/article/housing-spotlight-volume-5-
issue-1 that the state{ldaho] falls below the national average in providing housing that is affordable to
those households with incomes at 30% or below area median income. There is a deficit of more than
28,000 housing units that are affordable to this income group and 76% of these households are
severely rent-burdened. There are only 29 housing units that are affordable for every 100 households
i this income category.

INot accepted: IHFA should consider providing application scoring and financial incentives in the
HOME program to favor applications that will focus on housing those with incomes at or below 30%
AMI.

While IHFA could award HOME funds to activities that serve only households <30% AMJ, the
activitylrental housing and homebuyer) must be able to demonstrate the ability to remain viable
throughout the entire HOME Period of affordability.

INot Accepted- 1DC should establish bonus points for CDBG projects that support or are for Housing
First projects.

Not all communities that are eligible for the State CDBG funds are likely to agree that a “housing first
model” s the best method to deal with homelessness in their community, Commerce does not want to

enalize other homelessness programs o shelters from receiving CDBG funding by giving priority to
“housing first modeled” projects.

Link to Million Dollar Murray story Million Dallar Murray (http://gladwell.com/million-dollar-
murray/)

homelessness.html.csp)

2. Not accepted- The Consolidated Plan should include more information about the process that will be
used to develop a Housing First Model. It should include a timeframe and description of the public
participation process including engagement with key stakeholders including providers and the
homeless community.

IHFA is stil evaluating and assessing housing first project models, and working towards the
development of a feasible and sustainable project proposal. The timeline is unknown and the details
of the process and IHFA's proposal will be publicly announced once a strategic plon has been created
and necessary resources have been committed.

Submitted to HUD on 4/1/2015 Page8of 15




image33.jpeg
2015-2019 State of Idaho Five-Year Consolidated Plan for Federal Affordable Housing and Community Development Programs

INot accepted: This s an inconsistency between the draft and the State of Idaho's plan for the $30
million in CDBG funds it estimates it will receive in the next 5 years. The State plans to spend a vast
majority on Public Facilities or Infrastructure Activities other than low/moderate Income housing
benefit.

What the outhor does not likely realize is that under the CDBG proaram, public facilities do allow for
the construction of infrastructure to support low/moderate income housing and allows for the
rehabilitation of existing low/moderate income housing stock.

This is not in alignment with the research of the Needs and Market Analysis or the "unprecedented
public input” received. This s a major issue and merits further explanation/clarification in the final
draft, if not a re-evaluation of the State’s plan for CDBG funds. A lack of alignment between the
State’s "highest unmet housing need" for 30% AMI persons and its plan for CDBG s not satisfactory.
The Plan states it will leave the "delivery structure" for CDBG funds largely unchanged to keep the
process familiar for local governments. The draft continues to 'make it easier for local governments
and IDC to maintain the status quo, i.e. doling out federal money to local governments to spend on
popular but unnecessary amenities like parks and youth centers, rather than bring CDBG funds to the
State's need for affordable housing for its lowest income residents. There is not sufficient justification
for local governments or IDC for failing to allocate the largest portion of federal funding that the State
will receive, in alignment with the State's "top unmet need".

Local governments determined their community development and housing needs and the activities to
be undertaken to meet these needs.

. Itis also particularly problematic given the hypocrisy of so many of the local governments at
issue. Taking every opportunity to bash the federal government while at the same time relying upon
federal money to fil gaps in their toolboxes for revenue-generation, which gaps, incidentally, are in
line with their own rhetoric and conscious political choices is the height of hypocrisy and political
cowardice (68)."

"If Idaho's local governments want local option tax and other mechanisms to fund things like parks,
senior centers, and youth centers, then they must take that request to the Idaho Legislature.
‘Tantrums about having to adjust to changes in the delivery structure of a federal block grant program
that have been made in order for that program to properly address unmet vital needs are
inappropriate at best; a sign of local governments deeply out of touch with the needs of the people
they serve at worst. .. Commerce would do well to recall that it is spending the federal government’s
money, and should treat its plans for that money with the seriousness it deserves. Just as “ignorance
of the law does not excuse” persons who find themselves entangled in the criminal justice system, so
the political expediency of cheapness does not excuse local governments or Commerce from
allocating CDBG funding responsibly. .| am also compelled to inform IHFA & IDC that, due to efforts
by local governments to criminalize homelessness across the state of Idaho, it is increasingly unlikely
that parks funded with CDBG money would in fact serve Idaho's lowest income residents in a way that
aligns with Congress's intentions. Perhaps if Commerce insists upon continuing with its existing plans
for this money, it could at least take into account whether the governments applying for the money
have criminalization measures on the books, subtracting points from any applicants that do.

NA-50, “Non-Housing Community Development Needs” cites “parks and recreation facilities,
community centers, and youth centers” as Idaho’s “top three public facility needs” (37). These
amenities are lovely things to have in a community, but they are not “needs.” Communities can
function without them. By contrast, communities cannot function without adequate housing that is
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affordable to all of their residents. The costs of homelessness—economic, social, and spiritual—loom
large across Idaho.

Details about the extent of the State’s efforts to determine “local government needs” are vague, and
merit further fleshing out in the final draft. The draft indicates that the State sent 237 “local
government needs” surveys to determine “Idaho cities and counties non-housing community
development needs” (37). Why was this “local government needs” survey limited to “non-housing
community development needs"? Additionally, of the “237 surveys sent out, a total of 98 responded”
(37). This abysmal response rate is troubling and begs questions about the method of outreach and
extent of follow-up to the initial request. Were local cities and counties sent a single emal, or were
the surveys sent by mail? Did they receive follow-up phone calls? Were cities and counties informed
about why they were being surveyed and the import their responses would have on the State’s
upcoming 5-year consolidated plan? Was an effort made to ensure that the cities and counties were
educated about the 5-year consolidated plan—what it is and why it matters?

‘The description of the need for “Public Improvements” in section NA-50, “Non-Housing Community
Development Needs,” notes street, water, and sewer systems as the top three non-housing needs,
based on the American Soclety of Civl Engineers 2012 Report Card for Idaho’ s infrastructure (38). In
contrast to the parks, senior centers, and youth centers favored by local governments in their survey
responses, these public improvements are genuine needs. However, given that there are a number of
other existing and potential funding sources for these vital needs—Garvee bonds for transportation,
for example—using CDBG funds to cover these needs strikes me as robbing Peter to pay Paul. Are
federal taxpayers being asked to shoulder the burden left by irresponsible (infaction of state
lawmakers? The final draft of this section would be much improved by a consideration of who—local,
state, federal—bears what responsibility for Idaho’s failing grades in these areas.

‘The draft indicates that median home values are higher than the home-buying market—new-hires in
particular—can afford (46). An intriguing and important fact, the draft offers no explanation for this.
discrepancy. | hope this information gap will be addressed in the final draft.

All but one of the barriers to affordable housing cited in MA-40, “Barriers to Affordable Housing,” are
“City and County Zoning.” Examples would be helpful. The “Efforts Planned to Reduce Housing
Affordability Barriers” does not mention zoning. (56-57)

Disproportionately greater need among Latinos across all incomes. The draft does not explain what
the State will do to remedy this disparity.

For the most part, the needs outlined in the “Priority Needs” section are ordered in alignment with
the data outlined in the needs and market analyses sections. | am concerned, though, about the sheer
number of high priority needs. It seems to me that given a limited amount of resources, the funds
affected by this consolidated plan ought to be more narrowly focused. This s the fiscally responsible
thing to do. Individual households on limited incomes are advised to prioritize and pay rent or their
mortgage first. Seems to me the state of Idaho ought to be following this same advice on a macro
scale with respect to the funds governed by this plan.

The strategic plan lumps together funding for housing and non-housing related activities under CDBG.
This is confusing at best; and creates an appearance of a deliberate effort to mislead at worst. The
public would appreciate Commerce’s honesty about the extent of its commitment to Housing First.
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Commerce’s commitment to assisting with the homeless population is outlined in SP-45 Goal
Summoary. Specially, goal #2 - public infrastructure / facilties for compliance and goal #3 — public
facilities / infrastructure for rehabilitation.

Itis one thing to be forthcoming and choose, transparently, not to spend CDBG funds in alignment
with the State’s housing needs; it is another to create the appearance of being on the Housing First
bandwagon only for the balance sheets to reflect betrayal at a later date. . . All but one of the barriers
to affordable housing listed in the first draft are local zoning. While Zoningis certainly important, itis
by no means the entire picture. IHFA, having been involved from the beginning, is well aware that a
group of stakeholders convening over the past year to create an analysis of impediments to fair
housing for refugees has, in the course of its discussions, come up with many more barriers to
affordable housing than are reflected here. Perhaps the person responsible for this draft could get in
touch with Erik Kingston~ the IHFA representative at those meetings, and use his notes to properly fill
out this section in the final draft. .. also noticed that while zoning is mentioned, no specific
examples-- of zoning codes in particular cities/counties that create barriers to affordable housing--are
cited, and the plan does not clearly state what IHFA & IDC's roles will be in addressing these issues.
The dratt talks about education, but does not specify education / information about how zoning
affects affordability. More specifics would be appreciated in the final draft.

3. Not accepted-Two comments submitted had the same language: The new Plan should prioritize
funding for Idaho top unmet housing need: Affordable housing for our poorest residents, beginning
with chronic homeless. Permanent supportive housing programs that take a Housing First approach
are the most cost effective and have great success in Utah and Arizona Housing First frees up
resources for community service providers and aligns with the State's 10-Year Plan to end Chronic
Homelessness and with the Federal Opening Doors program to end chronic veteran' homelessness by
nextyear!

Prior comment mirrors this comment with reasons for non-acceptance identifed

4. People fare better on all kinds of measures—from jobs to education—when they are stably housed
« Housing one person experiencing chronic homelessness frees up ten emergency shelter beds.

« Housing First in 2014 for all people experiencing chronic homelessness in Idaho would have saved
taxpayers between $15 and $37 million—conservatively estimated.

5. Not accepted: Due to the increasing cost of construction projects, raising the limit on CDBG from
$500K to $750K would be a good idea

Commerce will not pursue an administrative rule change to increase the moximum CDBG award from
'$500,000 to $750.000 at this time. It is ikely that construction costs are increasing, however, it's
likely that the state CDBG allocation will not be increasing in the next five years. _In fact, its possible
that the state CDBG program will lose funding, due to federal funding cuts and the addition of more
entitlement cities.Also, with the unigueness of the CDBG program’s ability to fund a number of
eligible activities, Commerce prefers the flexibility to spread CDBG throughout the state, via more
projects. in an effort to benefit mare LM individuals and invest CDBG where its need is the greatest.
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6. Thanking IHFA for ‘continuing to prioritize targeted solutions for preventing and reducing
homelessness, providing administration of the Homeless Management Information Systems (HMIS),
and directing efforts to increase the Continuum's effectiveness and efficiency through coordinated
assessment and strategic planning.
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Housing First! Sample Letter

Hopefuly you will agree with methat housing is one of the most basic of human rights. In our
grezt state, it is appalling that we have a housing crisis a all—yet we do.

Your organizations have it within your grasp to actually DO something about it. NOW isthe
timeto end homelessness here n Idaho.

Itis our opinion that you (and your organizations) should be acting with a sense of urgency.
ACT asif it was one of your family members experiencing homelessness-- perhaps a veteran
who proudly served and returned to country experiencing PTSD. Now they are not only unable
t0 get proper care for their service-related disabilities, they are having greet difficulty
obtaininglkeeping employment, and areiving on the street. Perhapsthey areasingle mother
struggling to overcome mental health problems, attempting to support their child/children while
worrying about where they Il sleep that night, or how they’II prepare food for their family.

John Bradford’s saying “There but for the grace of God go I” comes to mind. Please keep this in
mind and act accordingly..

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on housing & community development priorities
for the State of Idaho’s upcoming 2015-2019 Five-Y ear Consolidated Plan (Plan). Idaho
taxpayers deserve o get as much bang for each tax dollar spent on housing & community
development s possible.

According to Idaho’s 2014 Housing Needs Survey, Idahos top unmet housing need is rental
housing that i affordeble for our poorest residents! The federal CDBG, HOME, & ESG funds
governed by the Ptan should be put to use meeting this need, beginning with people experiencing
chronic homelessness.”

The most cost effective solution to chronic homelessness is permenent supportive housing that
takesaHousing First approach.”

Housing First has been enormously successful in places like Uteh and Arizonawhereit has been
adopted state-wide." Therefore, the Plan should also:

Request and give preference to proposalsthat meet the criteria outlined in the US Interagency
Council on Homelessness’ Housing First Checklist.”

Adopt the Housing First Checklist to screen applications for funding that purport to teke a
Housing First approach.

Housing First is already working in some Idaho communities. In the Treasure Valley, the Boise
City Ada County Housing Athority (BCACHA) administers four Housing First programs-
CHOIS, Sheiter + Care, HOPWA, and VASH—in partnership with local supportive services
providers El-Ada Community Action Partnership, Terry Reilly Health Services, Sefe Place
Ministries, Health & Welfare Region 3, and Veterans® Affairs.” These programsserve
peoplein 219 households (does not include S+C region 4) and are estimated to save
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taxpayers___per person per year, conservatively.
On average, BCACHA’s Housing First programs cost $8,500 per person, per year. Extrapolating
using thisfigure, Idaho could end chronic homelessness for less than $4 million per yeer.""

Housing First Facts

People fare better on all kinds of meastres—from jobs to education—when they are stably
housed.""

Housing one person experiencing chronic homelessness frees up ten emergency shelter beds.
Housing First for all people experiencing chronic homelessnessin Idaho this year would have
saved taxpayers between $15 and $37 million—conservatively estimated.

Please take 6 minutes to watch thisincredibly sensible video showing the impact of Housing
First in Utah: http:/lyoutu befY FZijmT 1021, And check out this online Washington Post article
about New Carver Apartments, aHousing First development of the Skid Row Housing Trust in
Los Angeles: http:/ww.washingtonpost.convblogsiwonkblog/wp/2014/07/14/this-is-what-housing-for-
thehomeless-coud-actually-look-like!.

Housing First saves taxpayers’ money, frees up resources for community service providers, and
aligns with Idaho’s Action Plan to Reduce Homelessness and with Opening Doors, the national
plan to prevent and end homelessness.” Most importantly, Housing First saves lives!

The evidence is in. Homelessness s over if we want it. Together, we can bring Idaho’s annual
point-in-time count to zero. You are Idaho’s leaders for housing policy. Whatever you do will set
thetone.

Sincerely,

people who earn at or below 30% of the Area Median Income.

hitps://commercestorage biob, core windows.net/media/Default/CDBG320Files/Statewide320Housing%20Needs3205urve
0. According to the US Census Bureau, the median household income in the state of Idaho is $47,015:

hitp://quickfacts census gov/afd/states/16000.htmi. 30% of this is $14,104.50. For context, it i helpful to note that Idaho’s
full-time minimum wage workers earn $10,712 per year: https://labor idaho gov/publications/Minimum Wage Impact.pd.
*According to Idaho's Action Plan to Reduce Homelessness, four out of every five dallars spent on homelessness is spent on
people experiencing chronic homelessness (8). See: htto://www.cdaid.org/files/municipal_services/IdahoHomeless.odf.
According to this year's state-wide Point in Time Count, 12% of those experiencing homelessness in Idaho were chronically
homeless (12). See:
hitp://wenw.idahohousing.com/Portals/0/Media/grant320programs/2014%20State%2001%20idah0%20Point-In-
Time%20Count%20Report%20Final-042314.0df. Housing people who are chronically homeless willfree up resources to
address other housing needs statewide.

“See: http://usich gov/population/chronic and http://www.endhomelessness.org/pages/chronic_homelessness.

“Smart, Christopher. “Utah Praised for Initiative to End Chronic Homelessness.” The Salt Loke Tribune. October 10, 2014,
Online version last updated October 15, 2014: htp://wwwwsltrib.com/strib/politics/58493059-0/according-chronic-

Submitted to HUD on 4/1/2015 Page 14 0f
15




image39.jpeg
2015-2019 State of Idaho Five-Year Consolidated Plan for Federal Affordable Housing and Community Development Programs

homeless-homelessness. html.csp. Santos, Fernanda. “Program to End Homelessness Among Veterans Reaches a Milestone in
Arizona.” The New York Times. January 15, 2014: httos//www.nvtimes.com/2014/01/16/us/program-to-end-homelessness-
among:veterans hits-milestone-in-arizona.htmi? =2,

* http:/Jusich.gov/resources/uploads/asset _library/Housing_First_Checklist_FINALpdf

* patterson, lllian. Housing Programs Manger, Boise City Ada County Housing Autharity. “Housing Programs Overview.”
Presentation to Boise City Ada County Continuum of Care Coordinating Team. September 25, 2014, Pages 15-21.

hitp://hed cityofboise.org/media/272437/cocteam_recapd-25-14.pdf

" The 2014 Point in Time Count identified 244 people experiencing chronic homelessness in the state of Idaho (23).
Annualized, this means that 488 people in Idaho experienced chronic homelessness this year.

““Cohen, Rebecca. “The Impacts of Affordable Housing on Health: A Research Summary.” Insights from Housing Policy
Research. Center for Housing Policy and National Housing Conference. Washington, DC. May 2011.
ttp://www.nhc.org/media/files/Insights_HousingAndHealthBrief.pdf

* pendieton, Lioyd. Director, Homeless Task Force, State of Utah. “Homeless Planning.” Presentation to Boise City Ada County
Coalition for the Homeless. April 1-2, 2014.

* Chronic homelessness in Boise, for example, costs taxpayers $40,000-$85,000 per person per year—in 2007 dollars (City of
Boise 10-Year Plan to Reduce & Prevent Chronic Homelessness, 6). See:
hitp://mavor.citvofboise.org/media/243715/23842_10-Year3%20Plan%20Final.odf.

¥ See: htto://www.cdaid.org/fles/municipal_services/\dshoHomeless.pdf and htto://usich. gov/opening_doors/
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