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King County Consortium
Consolidated Housing and Community Development Plan
for 2010 — 2012

Executive Summary

The Consolidated Housing and Community Development Plaansolidated Plan”)
guides the investment of approximately $11 millp@r year in federal housing and
community development funds, and an additional $8Bon per year in other federal,
state and local funds, to address housing, homelagdscommunity development needs
throughout the King County Consortium over the rierée years, from 2010 through
2012.

The King County Consortium includes nearly allloé suburban cities in the county, as
well as the unincorporated areas of the countglodts not include the City of Seattle,
which prepares its own Consolidated Plan.

The Consolidated Plan is a requirement of the Ugaienent of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD), through which King County re@suhe federal dollars. These
HUD-funded housing and community development pnograave a broad national goal:
to “develop viable urban communities, by providoherent affordable housing and a
suitable living environment, and by expanding eeoroopportunities, principally for
low- and moderate-income persons” (theusing and Community Development Act of
1974 as amended).

Within that broad national goal, HUD requires thadg{County Consortium to consider
its own needs and set its own goals, objectived stnategies, as well as performance
measures. The goals and objectives set forthsrmbnsolidated Plan for 2010 through
2012 are:

Goal 1: Ensure Decent, Affordable Housing

Objective 1: Rental Housing. Preserve and expamdulpply of affordable rental
housing available to low- and moderate-income hiooisks, including households
with special needs.

Objective 2: Home Ownership. Preserve the housingvwe and moderate-
income home owners, and provide home ownershigtasse programs for low-
and moderate-income households that are prepatsettone first time home
owners.

Objective 3: Fair Housing. Plan for and support f@iusing strategies and
initiatives designed to affirmatively further fdiousing choice and to increase
access to housing and housing programs and services

Goal 2: End Homelessnesghis goal, and its associated objectives andegfi@s, is
intended to be consistent with the Plan to End Hessaess prepared by the regional
Committee to End Homelessness in King County)
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Objective 1: Prevention. Support programs thavgmehomelessness.

Objective 2: Permanent Housing. Support the aeaif a range of permanent
affordable housing options for homeless people.

Objective 3: Homeless Housing Programs. Providgnams and services to
address the temporary housing needs and other nébdsiseholds when
homelessness occurs.

Objective 4: Regional Planning and Coordinatiorppfach homeless planning
and coordination as a regional issue. The Consonwill work with the
Committee to End Homelessness, cities, mainstrgaterss, the Safe Harbors
initiative, housing funders, community agenciesitethWay, the private sector
including business, and homeless people on vadoaslination efforts.

Goal 3: Establish and Maintain a Suitable Living Ervironment and Economic
Opportunities for Low- and Moderate-Income Persons

Objective 1: Human Service Agencies. Improve thigtg of health and human
service agencies to serve our low- and moderaieaesidents effectively and
efficiently.

Objective 2: Low- and Moderate-Income Communitieaprove the living
environment in low- and moderate-income neighbodsémmmunities in
accordance with jurisdictions’ adopted Comprehengilans and the Countywide
Planning policies.

Objective 3: Economic Opportunities. Expand ecoicaspportunities for low-
and moderate-income persons.

A more detailed description of the goals and objestabove, together with specific
strategies and associated outcomes and performagasures, can be found in Chapter 3
of the Consolidated Plan.
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[. INTRODUCTION

Purpose of theConsolidated Plan

The purpose of the King County Consortiurt¥sdated Consolidated Housing and
Community Development Plan for 2010 — 2012onsolidated Plan”) is to guide the
investment of certain federal housing and commuahityelopment funds in King County
outside the City of Seattle during 2010 — 2012e Tonsolidated Plan sets forth goals and
performance measures, which are detailed in Ch3gbetow.

King County has prepared ti@nsolidated Plammn behalf of, and with the assistance of, a
consortium of jurisdictions. Thirty-three suburbaties and towns in King County, along
with the unincorporated areas of the county, makéha King County Consortium.The
Consortium is committed to finding effective, comated approaches to address the unmet
housing and community development needs of its kovdt moderate-income residents.

The table below shows the federally-funded prograimgse investments are governed by
this Consolidated Plan. The King County Consortre@geives an annual entitlement, or

formula grant, from each of these funds: the ComtyuPevelopment Block Grant (CDBG)
program, the HOME Investment Partnerships (HOMBygmm, and the Emergency Shelter
Grant (ESG) program. This Plan specifically appti@ those formula grants, but it also
provides guidance on federal homeless assistancéniy priorities, as well as state and local
dollars to address housing and homelessness.

! The cities of Normandy Park and Milton have chosento participate in the King County Consortiail(vh
participates with Pierce County), and the citieBe&ux Arts, Medina and Newcastle wish to partipa the
Consortia, but did not submit an agreement in tiongarticipate in 2009; consequently HUD entitletfends are
not currently available to address the needs ofdhiglents of Normandy Park, Beaux Arts, Medina ldadcastle.
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Federal Fund Source Geographic Areas  Major Allowable Activities
Covered

Community Development King County except Community facilities, affordable

Block Grant (CDBG) Auburn, Bellevue, housing, housing repair, homelessness
Kent and Seattle prevention services, operating
(which receive their assistance for homeless housing, public
own CDBG fundsy. infrastructure improvements, economic

Amount per year development, limited human services.

Approximately $6 million

HOME Investment King County except Affordable housing & home ownership
Partnership (HOME) Seattle

Amount per year

Approximately $4.5
million

Emergency Shelter Grant King County except Services and operations for emergency
Program (ESG) Seattle shelters for homeless people and
prevention of homelessness

Amount per year

Approximately $200,000

Guidance on Federal Homeless Assistance (“McKinney’Funds: In addition to the funds
listed above, the Consolidated Plan provides guiel@m the priorities for the use of federal
homeless assistance funds accessed through HUBslkamational continuum of care
competition.

Guidance on Other State and Local FundsThe Consolidated Plan also provides guidance for
the use of other state and local funds that camfinelet the objectives of the Consolidated Plan,
such as State Transitional Housing Operating andaRéAssistance funds (THOR), King

County Housing Opportunity Funds (HOF) and Regidgfédrdable Housing Program funds
(RAHP). In addition, certain other housing progsasuch as the Low Income Housing Tax
Credit program, must show that their investmengscansistent with this Consolidated Plan.

% See note 1 on prior page..

% The cities of Shoreline, Renton and Federal Wasetentered into a CDBG joint agreement with Kirayfity to
allocate the CDBG funds to which they are entitl@the funds for these cities are administered séplgrfrom the
CDBG funds for the remaining cities and UnincorpedaKing County in the Regular CDBG Consortium.
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The Consolidated Housing and Community Development Plan is consistent with, and
supportive of, the Growth Management Act and the King County Countywide Planning
Policies.

The King County CPPs provide the framework fordlegelopment of GMA-required local
Comprehensive Plarfer the jurisdictions in King County, contain hoogipolicies that address
local and regional efforts to provide housing flbirrcome segments of the population and
establish objective goals for affordable housingetlgoment. The King County CPPs provide
that all jurisdictions must cooperatively plan fan equitable and rational distribution of low-
income and affordable housing throughout King Cwprint

The GMA requires that local governments plan foy2ars of growth in thei€omprehensive
Plan. Growth projections are provided by the stateyeten years and King County must
allocate the projected growth through growth tesgetcities and unincorporated urban areas.
EachComprehensive Plamust contain chapters addressing the followinghelds: land use,
transportation, utilities, parks and recreatiorited facilities, economic development and
housing.

As an example, King County’s Comprehensive Plaabdishes policies to guide future growth
and development so that:

* 24% of the new housing stock should be affordableouseholds below 50% of the King
County median income;

* 17% of the new housing stock should be affordableouseholds between 50% and 80%
of the King County median income;

* 20% of the new housing stock should be affordableouseholds between 80% and
120% of the King County median income; and

*  39% of the new housing stock should be affordableouseholds above 120% of the
King County median income.

Each Comprehensive Plan must support its goalsdimqting adequate zoning capacity and the
development regulations needed to accommodatege @rhousing types, including affordable
housing developed through subsidized as well asfgrisector development and preservation
efforts.

The King County Comprehensive Plan provides a wéahge of policies to support housing
preservation, development and affordability:

* Housing Choice and Opportunity throughout King Ciyun
o Range of Housing Choices
o Ensuring and Expanding Affordable Housing Resources
» Affordable Housing Development
o Development Incentives for Low and Moderate-Incdfoeiseholds
0o Housing Development Subsidies
» Preservation of Existing Affordable Housing
* Access to Housing
* Reducing Development Costs
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* New Housing Models

» Direct Assistance to Households

« Homeowner Assistance

* Renter Assistance and Homeless Prevention
» Balancing Jobs and Housing

King County has recently updated its ComprehenBiaa. New and revised policies are aimed
at:

» Strengthening support for housing that serves apededs households by promoting
independent living opportunities, including univardesign features;

» Strengthening efforts that preserve existing haysimd improve housing quality through
flexible development standards;

» Creating more opportunities to diversify new hogsstock through measures such as
transit oriented development, five story wood frasnastruction, cottage housing and
accessory dwelling units;

» Supplementing efforts to create affordable hougorglow-income households through
apprenticeship programs and accessory dwelling;unit

» Strengthening measures to increase affordable hmmmership through opportunities
such as cottage housing;

» Working to preserve adequate affordable housingaapand supporting low-cost infill
development and growth management efforts sucblasqusing balance.

These policies guide development in the unincotedrareas of King County as well as the
County’s efforts in working with federal, state alotal partners on efforts such as the King
County CDBG and HOME Consortia and theonsolidated Housing and Community
Development Plan

The King County Consortium

As previously noted, King County has prepared phes on behalf of, and with the assistance of,
33 suburban cities and towns in the county, andthg County unincorporated area. Together,
these jurisdictions make up the King County Corisorf

King County is the official grantee. King County is the official grantee which receitbs
federal CDBG, HOME and ESG funds from HUD on beloélfhe King County Consortium.
This means that King County is responsible fordherall administration, planning, monitoring
and reporting requirements for these HUD prograiiifse King County Consortium has selected
a single program year of January 1 to DecembepBalfthe federal programs.

The Plan covers two different consortia of King Couty jurisdictions. King County prepares
the Consolidated Plamn behalf of the King County CDBG Consortium ahd HOME
Consortium. Most jurisdictions belong to both ¢ hot all jurisdictions do. Therefore, there are
differences between these two consortia.

4 The City of Seattle administers its own CDBG and\Ntprograms and develops its own Consolidated flaklousing and
Community Development. For more information cohtae Seattle Human Services Department at (206)0&53.



Dratft 7/21/2009

The CDBG Consortium

The CDBG Consortium, organized in 1975 as a HUDgheded “urban county” to receive
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds, @oises 30 cities and towns and the
unincorporated areas of the County. Different ¢@sracross the nation have different
arrangements with their cities for administeringB&®funds.

In addition to the City of Seattle, the cities aflRvue, Kent and Auburn do not participate in
the CDBG Consortium because they receive their G@BG funds directly from HUD. The
cities of Milton and Normandy Park have opted dutath the King County HOME and CDBG
Consortia (the City of Milton participates with Rie County). The cities of Beaux Arts, Medina
and Newcastle currently do not participate in tlomdrtia but plan to participate in the future.

In King County three additional cities are eligilide their own CDBG funds from HUD but
have entered into a three year CDBG Joint Intetlagaeement with King County HCD to
receive and administer those funds, with the atlonaof the majority of each cities share of
funds at the discretion of the Joint AgreementeSiti These Joint Agreement Cities are
Shoreline, Renton, and Federal Way.

King County has negotiated a three year Regular G@®nsortium Interlocal Cooperation
Agreement with the remaining 27 cities. The CDB&®&ar Consortium Agreements and
CDBG Joint Agreements will expire at the end of 2@hd will need to be renegotiated for the
2012 to 2014 period.

The Regular CDBG Interlocal Cooperation Agreemeetgies consortium-wide activities, and
divides the remainder of the CDBG funds betweerNbeh/East sub-region and the South sub-
region. These funds are allocated competitivelgrtgects serving the residents of these sub-
regions, based on the Consortium-wide objectivekenConsolidated Plan.

The HOME and ESG Consortia

The City of Seattle receives and administers its @®BG and HOME funds and does not
participate in either of the King County ConsortiEhe cities of Bellevue, Auburn and Kent, which
receive their own CDBG funds, participate onlyhie HOME Consortium (HOME-only cities),
as well as other local consortium programs.

All but five of the remaining King County jurisdiohs participate in the HOME Consortium,
which was organized in 1992 for the purpose ofisgdfOME funds and other federal housing
funds, such as Emergency Shelter Grant Fan@lkus, the HOME Consortium is larger than the
CDBG Consortium, comprising 33 cities and the uarporated areas of the County.

HOME and ESG funds are allocated as single Conso+tvide pots of fundsHOME funds are
administered by the King County Housing and CommyuDevelopment Program (“HCD”)
Program as a single Consortium-wide pot of fund) & Housing Finance Program Request for

® See note 1 regarding cities of Normandy Park,dvijlBeaux Arts, Medina and Newcastle.
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Proposals (“RFP”) process at least annually. Eererg Shelter Grant funds are also
administered by King County HCD as one Consortiuidewpot of funds. HCD announces the
availability of these funds through a periodic “Heless Assistance Fund” RFP process for
multiple year awards.

An inter-jurisdictional “Joint Recommendations Committee” (JRC) provides
recommendations on specific funding decisions, asWas guidelines and proceduresThe
Joint Recommendations Committee (JRC) recommergdallihcation of federal funds and some
local funds to specific projects and advises ortifipeguidelines and procedures for King
County and the consortium partners. The JRC wested through the interlocal cooperation
agreements, and is officially advisory to the Kidgunty Executive. The JRC is also involved
in the development, review, and endorsement o€Cthresortium’sConsolidated Housing and
Community Development Plan

The JRC consists of seven (8) cities representit{eéected officials or high-level staff) and
three (3) County representatives (Executive stadf@ar department directors). The JRC has the
following general duties under the current inteslomooperation agreements:

e Housing: the JRC allocates about $3 to $4 millmfederal HOME funds, about $2 to $4
million in local document recording fee surchargeds, and about $1 million in Veterans
and Human Services Levy capital to low-income hogigirojects throughout the county.
The King County members of JRC advise the counttherallocation of the county’s local
housing dollars, if such are available.

* Community Development: the JRC advises the Courective on Consortium-wide
CDBG guidelines, including loan guarantees thatld@wolve the entire Consortium’s
funds, and the portion of the CDBG dollars ava#agabout $2.5 million) for annual
allocation to the North/East and South sub-regafrthe consortium.

* Homelessness: the JRC allocates approximately 8@0Qer year in RAHP
homeless/transitional housing operating funds,abalit $800,000 per year in CDBG and
ESG funds for emergency shelter and emergency fiomdwuseholds at risk of
homelessness. The JRC also advises King Countfeattle on the priority activities to
include in the joint application for federal McKieyn homeless assistance funds.

» Guidelines and Procedures: the JRC recommendsligisl@nd procedures on a range of
housing, homeless, community and economic developissues to the King County
Executive, including review/recommendation of @ensolidated Housing and Community
Development Plan

» State and Federal Legislative Priorities: the JB@Gs&s King County on state and federal
legislative priorities regarding housing, homeless] community development issues.

® Four (4) city representatives from the Regular @Bonsortium, two (2) city representatives from doint
Agreement cities and two (2) city representativesnfthe HOME-only cities.

10
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Il. Key Findings: A Summary of the Needs Assessmé&rHousing Market Survey, and
Input from the Public and Stakeholders

This chapter is a summary of demographic infornmatiompiled from the US Census (2000) and
the American Community Survey (2007); a surveyivfe housing market conditions in the
Consortium; the One-Night Count of the Homeledsing County (January 2009); and input
from the public and from housing and community graent stakeholders throughout the
Consortium. For more detailed information in arfytleese areas, please refer to the
appropriate Appendix in this document.

Demographics
1. Growth
» The growth rate for all of King County, includiniget City of Seattle, slowed from that of
the 1990’s. From 2000 to 2007, the County greusyover 7%. Given the 2008 —
2009 recession, the County will probably grow bgw@if% over the 2000 — 2010
decade.
* Growth in the Consortium area is projected to loeiad 12.5%.
* The highest rate of Growth in the Consortium si2@80 has been in the East Small
Cities and South Small Cities. The East Urban grew by the largest number.

2. Diversity
» The percentage of persons of color residing indbesortium doubled from 10.2% of the
population in 1990 to 23.9% of the population i®@0 In 2007, the percentage of
persons of coldrwas 30.6%, three times the proportion in 1990.

3. Language
* In 2007, 24.1% (about 288,100 residents) of thesGdium population over the age of 5
spoke a language other than English at home. 44fese speak English less than “very
well”.
* An average of 50 different languages is spokenanymurisdictions in the Consortium,
with as many as 77 languages spoken in some jciiso$. This highlights the need for
a multilingual approach to providing services.

4. Income
* Incomes grew in King County during the 1990’s and-2000’s, but growth has been
sporadic. Growth in real income is likely to sted@ or decline in the last two years of
the decade, resulting in very modest real incorogvtir over the decade.

5. Low-Income and Poverty Households
» The percent of low-income households and houseliolgsverty increased in the
Consortium at the same time that high-income haaldstwere also increasing.

" Persons of color include all residents exceptetidentified as non-Hispanic white. Some of thidemtified as
“white only”(73.9%) are also identified as Hisparand hence count as persons of color. 69.4%eopdipulation is
self-identified as non-Hispanic white.

8 United Way of King County, “Languages Spoken imé¢kiCounty School Districts.”

11
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* In 2007, nearly 21% of the households in the Cdnsarearned 50% of area median
income (AMI) or less, up from 16% in 1990.

« The poverty rateincreased from 8% to 8.4% of the population indK@ounty from
1990 to 2000. In 2007, it is estimated at 9.9%img County as a whole.

* In the Consortium in 2007, approximately 98,200geoor 8.4% of the population lived
in poverty.

* A two person household with an income at 100% efféderal poverty threshold could
afford about $360 / month in rent.

» Poverty in the Consortium is most concentratethéSouth Urban Area (see Maps in
Appendix A: Needs Assessment).

6. Unemployment
» The jobless rate in King County has varied thisadie¢ but rose sharply in 2008 — 2009,
reaching nearly 8% in March of 2009. Unemployneamd loss of reliable income due to
the recession has put more low, moderate, andreeelian income households at risk of
losing their homes or of being heavily burdenedwliteir housing costs.

7. Families and Children in Poverty
» 22% of female-headed families are poor, compar&d4® of all families.
» Children constitute nearly 40% of all persons livin poverty in the Consortium. They
constitute about 30% of poor persons in the Coasty whole.

8. Elderly Households

» King County residents between the age of 60 and&4ased by 72.4% between 2000
and 2007. In addition, residents from 55 — 59a@ased by 49.5%. Together, this means
that 225,000 residents could reach retirement ageden 2008 and 2016

* In the Consortium over 150,000 residents are likelgeach retirement age in the next 7
years (by 2016).

» Senior housing needs could reach critical propostio the next ten years, and there is
strong support for a variety of programs and peticincluding promotion of universal
design in housing, and elder-friendly accessibighi®rhoods, which will allow seniors
to “age in place”.

9. Disabilities
* In 2007, 10.0% of King County residents betweenatpes of 5 and 64 had some level of
disability, essentially the same percentage a®@2210.1%)

10. Change in Household Size and Type
* By 2007, two-thirds of all households in King Couwere one- or two-person
households, housing 40% of the population.
* While large (six and seven-person households) asa@ during the 1990s, they have
declined somewhat from 2000 — 2007. However,tiieaid could reverse if hardship in

° The poverty level is a threshold measure presdrityethe federal government. The measure has dwponents,
income level and family size by number of relatbddren. Unrelated individuals and two-person rehads are
further differentiated by age (under 65 & 65 anérdv The poverty level in 2008 was $22,017 féaraily of four
(4) with two (2) related children; the poverty léwas $14,490 for a two-person household undenfi;was
$13,032 for a two-person household 65 & over.

12
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finding affordable housing causes more househaolddduble up”, or young adults to
stay in their family home.

» Just over 40% of people in King County live in family households.

11. Criminal Justice Continuum

* In June 2008, there were about 14,000 offenderseandmates from state facilities on
active community supervision residing in King CodfitIn addition, about 48,000
persons were held and released from jail in Kingr@@p in 2008, after an average stay of
less than 20 days.

* Many ex-inmates are homeless, and because ofrdoaird are excluded from a number
of housing programs.

» Lack of access to stable housing upon release esdbe likelihood of successful re-
entry into society, thus increasing threats to putdfety through higher rates of
recidivisnt™.

12.HIV-AIDS Population

* There were at least 6,320 King County residentsdiwith HIV or AIDS at the
beginning of 2008 Public Health staff estimate that approximaté)ySor 5,047 of
those individuals reside in Seattle, and approxetge20% or about 1,270 live in King
County outside Seattle (Consortium area).

» Based on assessment data, over 1,030 people VisihdHIVV/AIDS need assistance
finding housing and/or emergency, short-term ogomg rental assistance. These needs
include transitional and permanent housing placeseas well as help paying rent to
maintain current housing.

* Local and national evidence indicates that homeksssputs people at higher risk of
contracting HIV/AIDS.

Housing Market: Rental Housing

1. Market Rate Rentals
» Apartment rents have risen slightly faster tharatidn despite two periods of relatively
high unemployment this decade. In 2009, the megianhfor all units in the South
County was about $825, while it was over $930 ;3leattle and Shoreline area, and
$1160 in the East County sub-region. At a medig$il@65, rents are highest in the rural
cities.

» Those earning 80% of median income and above aaadlygind rentals they can afford,
but the supply of affordable rental housing drofisignificantly between 40 - 60% of
median income, and a housing cost burden beconpeseay.

19 Department of Corrections, “Community Classifioatby County of Supervision as of June 30, 2008.

1 Bradley, K., Oliver, M., Richardson, N., Slayt&r, “No Place Like Home: Housing and the Ex-prisghe
Community Resource for Justice, November 2001.

2 HIV/AIDS Epidemiology Unit, Public Health—Seat#eKing County and the Infectious Disease and
Reproductive Health Assessment Unit, WashingtoteS2@partment of Health. HIV/AIDS Epidemiology Repo
Second Half 2007: Volume 71.

13
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In the County as a whole, 85% of market rate rerded affordable to those earning 80%
of median income or above. About 34% are afforeléblthose earning 50% of median
income, although about 44% of renter households @t amount or less.

At 40% of median income, only 8.3% of rental umite affordable throughout the
County. That income group represents about ond-tfiall rental households.

The sufficiency of the supply of market-rate resiiglcomplicated by the fact that very
low income renters are often forced to occupy higlost units because there are
virtually no rental units in their affordability mge. On the other hand, households in
higher income brackets (median income or above) @supy mid-range units although
they could afford more expensive ones. Thus tpelgwf mid-range units is constricted
by demand from both ends, making it difficult fenters in the 50 — 80% of AMI range
to find units they can afford.

Assisted Housing Units

There are at least 36,700 assisted housing unisg County, which provide affordable
housing — mostly rentals, but some ownership untts households under 80% of AMI.
While this assisted housing stock is an essertiatiribution to providing housing for the
lowest income groups, there remains a significaficd of units for the approximately
120,000 households earning below 50% of mediamieco

Affordability in the Sub-Regions

The South Urban Sub-Region of the Consortium hasdst majority (about two-thirds)
of affordable assisted housing (publicly funded)yeell as the greatest amount of
affordable market rate housing.

In the South Sub-region, approximately 14% of marate rentals are affordable to those
earning 40% of median income.

The South Urban Sub-Region also has the oldesirgasck in the Consortium, with
many apartment units in need of rehabilitation,ntemance of affordable rents, and, in
some cases, more stable management.

The King County Housing Authority HOPE VI Projec¢tRark Lake Homes (now
“Greenbridge”) in White Center is a priority projebat addresses the need to revitalize
deteriorating public housing stock in the Southasrii\rea and to revitalize the most
distressed community in unincorporated King Coutdyntegrate public housing
residents into a new mixed-income community, andiversify the housing stock in this
area of concentrated poverty.

Given that the South Urban Sub-Region has by fafdigest percentage of existing
affordable units of housing in the Consortium amel dldest housing stock, new
affordable housing projects in the South Urban Asleauld generally be acquisition and
rehabilitation projects that rehabilitate existmegtal housing and preserve it as

14
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affordable, and that yield at least a portion oftaéunits that are more affordable than
the existing units being acquired.

Only about 8% of the market rate rental housintp@East County is affordable to those
at 50% of median income. This group includes wandé households with incomes from
$30,000 to $40,000 per yearhe creation of new affordable apartments was timeber
one priority of the low- to moderate-income personthe East Urban Area who
participated in the public input process. The eetage of low-income households in this
area that are cost-burdened is the highest adfi@lutban areas of the Consortium.

The Rural Cities follows the East Urban Sub-Regioith the second lowest percentage
of rental units affordable to persons at or bel®#o5of AMI, or at or below 40% of
AMLI..

4. Policy Implementation

In order to actualize the framework Countywide Rlag Policies that address both
regional and local efforts, and that require judsdns to work cooperatively to ensure
that each sub-region has a fair share of affordablesing to meet the needs of the lowest
income residents of the region, new constructioaffafrdable rental housing should
generally be focused in the East and North Urbdn8gions of the Consortium.

It is important that the Consortium continue to kvaiith the private market to encourage
the development of affordably-sized single-famibukes and other affordable ownership
options, as well as affordable rental options i@rme of income levels within privately-
developed projects. This allows qualified modegatd median-income households to
transition from rental housing to home ownershig thereby reduces the demand on the
rental market.

Owner Housing Stock and Housing Market

1. In 2008, ownership housing was more affordable th&2004 — 2007, but the median-priced
home still cost almost $100,000 more than the nmettieome household could afford.

The median sales price of all homes in King Colsirygle family, townhomes,
condominiums, and mobile homes) declined aboufrd% $397,000 to $390,000 in
2008 and had dropped to $351,500 by May 2009. rEpesented roughly a 12% drop
over the previous twelve months. Nationally, hgrees fell about 19% during the
same 12-month period..

The median sales price for single family homesd@&was $425,000, a 7% decline
since 2007, and about the same as the medianipr2@96. The median sales price for
condominiums fell from $292,000 in 2008 to $270,45May 2009

In 2008 a median-income household of two to thersqgns could just barely afford the
medium-priced condominium, or a comparably-pricedrthouse. However, the
continued decline of prices into early 2009 mealarger inventory of homes that the
median income household could afford.
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* A household earning 80% of median income, or aB66t000 in 2009, could afford a
home priced at no more than $223,000. Less thandfG#b homes sold in King County
in 2008 (including condominiums) were priced at #s@aount or less.

2. Low and Moderate-Income Home Buyers

* There remains a large affordability gap for mode#iatome households who wish to
purchase a home. There is a need for first-tinmeehbuyer assistance, especially to
those households that are under-served in thetpnmarket.

» Although there are fewer very low-income home owriban very low-income renters,
there are still many very low-income home ownerghaConsortium that have a severe
cost burden and are at risk of losing their hongefihancial emergency occurs. These
households are vulnerable to lenders who advertisg solutions, such as consolidating
debt and taking cash out of their home, often us@gdulent or other unscrupulous
tactics at exorbitant costs that can place thedtmld in jeopardy to lose their home

* Housing repair continues to be a need of thesegialds who have no other resources
available to take care of their home.. Therenged and there is stakeholder support for
increasing the per-project funding limits in theibimg repair program to allow adequate
funds for rising repair costs.

4. Policy Concerns

* There is strong stakeholder support for a new @mghat will allow the housing repair
program to replace obsolete mobile homes in paterevthe County has a long-term
“Agreement” with the owner, and replace them wigwer and nicer manufactured
homes. This program may be combined with down-gatrassistance to help new
home buyers purchase the replacement homes. iBh&s® strong support for long-term
strategies to keep “Agreement” parks affordableobeythe term of the agreements.

» There is a need and support from stakeholders donty staff to advocate for a waiver
or regulatory change to allow for financial assis&to pay for condo common area
assessments for low- to moderate-income condo esan if the condo complex is not
made up of at least 51% low- to moderate-incomieleass.

Homelessness

1. Homeless Population
* Nearly 9,000 people were counted living on theessrer in cars, in shelters and in
transitional housing programs during the 2009 OightNCount® in King County,
including Seattle. 2,512 of those counted wertaéenConsortium area outside of Seattle.
* This snapshot of homelessness on one given nigheofear searches for the unsheltered
homeless through many urban areas of the Countyt thoes not capture all who are
homeless.

13 The “One Night Count” includes both a street ccam a survey of emergency shelter and transitiooasing
programs. Demographics about persons who are lessal our County come from the survey portiorhefd¢ount.
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About 850 persons were found to be living unshetten the Consortium areas, outside
of Seattle, during th2009 One Night Courffanuary 30, 2009). This is a 30% increase
over the 655 unsheltered persons found in the Gbasoarea in 2008.

On the date of the One Night Count 1,662 persone wecupying shelter or transitional
beds outside of Seattle, representing about an@&Upancy of available beds.

2. Policy Concerns

There is strong support from stakeholders, lowntmlerate-income persons who
participated in our public input forums (particljaBouth Urban Area residents), from
published studies, and from the Committee to Enthélessness in King County (our
region’s Continuum of Care planning body) to makenkless prevention services a high
priority.

Stakeholders, particularly in the South County,regped concern about lack of both
shelter and transitional housing units for famili&Jaiting lists for transitional housing
and also for longer-term affordable rental housirg often greater than six months,
putting many families at risk of homelessness. Agithese families, victims of
domestic violence are especially at risk.

The Consortium’s practices for investment of cdpitdnomeless housing will continue
to be guided by theTen Year Plan to End Homelessness in King Coumtiiich is the
regional Continuum of Care Plan. The CEH has astbpbjectives for th&en Year
Plan, including a “Housing First” model for homelessukmng.

A “Housing First” model aims to pair homeless paswith services and permanent
housing immediately. This model does not favogdainvestments in neshelters or
newtransitional housing unless the transitional hogisillows “transitioning in place”.
This model does not prohibit on-going operatiomal aervices assistance to existing
shelters and transitional housing.

Community/Economic Development

The Consortium has established priorities for @smunity/economic development strategies.
In developing these priorities, many sources weresiclered, including the work of the
Committee to End Homelessness, the Interjurisdieliddvisory Group of participating city
staff, the focus groups, stakeholder and publiatimpocesses conducted by the Consortium for
the Consolidated Plan, community forums and assa#smsuch as United Way of King
County’s Human Service Community Assessment, aretings with representatives from other
local and state governmental agencies and othemt€aolepartments and divisions.

I. Human Services Priorities:

1. Homelessness prevention
2. Emergency food/food banks, including non-food nemdsh as diapers
3. Health
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Disability

Seniors

Households in shelters and transitional housing
Employment training and counseling

Child care

Youth

[I. Community Facility Priorities:

ogkrwnE

Multi-purpose neighborhood facilities
Health facilities

Youth facilities

Facilities that serve persons with disabilities
Facilities that serve seniors (South Urban)
Child care facilities (East Urban)

. Public Infrastructure Prioriti¢&

1.

3.

4.

Replacement and/or improvement of failing septid sewer systems, including paying
assessments for low- to moderate-income  households

Development and/or improvement of street and sitlesyancluding accessibility
improvements and safety improvements.

Acquisition of park land and development of par&garty for recreational activities.

Replacement and/or improvement of water systemsatel treatment systems.

IV. Economic Development Priorities:

1.

2.

Assistance to increase job counseling and jobitrgiapportunities.

Direct economic development assistance to for-plafsinesses, including small
businesses, to create jobs.

Rehabilitation and/or improvements of publicly-psivately-owned commercial
property.

VI. Economic Development Stakeholder Concerns amap8irt

1.

There is stakeholder support for the Consortiuexaore methods to coordinate
Consortium funding for regional and sub-regionahawunity facility projects.

There is strong support for the Consortium to heagérategy related to the development
of Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies (NRS).

14 Ppublic Infrastructure priorities also include thadentified in the Comprehensive Plans of Consorti
jurisdictions.
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3. The White Center area, the area of highest powentgentration in the County is an area
of high priority for community/economic developmetitategies.

General Stakeholder Concerns and Support

For detailed comments from the 2009 StakeholderRartgic Meetings, please see Appendix C
in the accompanying document.

1. Stakeholder input and housing needs data indibatehighest need for rental housing
funds are for new rental units serving househal@9% of AMI and below and for
households from 31% to 50% of AMI.

2. There is strong stakeholder support for a strategiyprioritizes the development of new
units of housing that serve the lowest income hioolsks, especially families with
children, and including households with specialdse¢he preservation of existing
affordable housing at risk of conversion to mark¢ housing; and mixed income and/or
mixed use projects that contain priority housingsuserving the lowest income levels.

3. There is also strong support for the Shelter Plu® Gtrategy that matches appropriate
supportive services with housing for populationthvparticular needs.

4. There is strong stakeholder support for a stratieglymakes funds available to acquire

land for priority affordable housing in areas theg slated for future transit or higher
density development
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lll. Strategic Plan

This Consolidated Plan is a Strategic Plan: that iays out not only the Consortium’s goals and
objectives for the next five years, but also speaifrategies designed to help make progress
toward those goals and objectives.

The goals are ambitious, and reflect the purpok#eeovarious federal housing and community
development funds covered by this Consolidated:Plan

* Ensure decent, affordable housing

* End homelessness

» Establish and maintain a suitable living environtreamd economic opportunities for low-
and moderate-income people

How will we know if we are making progress towahese goals? What would be the impact on
the low- to moderate-income residents of the CdnsaP To learn the answers to these
guestions, the Plan establishes desired outconigsmeasurable outcome indicators, to show
what might be different in the Consortium if the@ame were actually to be achieved.

The desired outcomes are impacted by many facepgcially the larger economy, and the
health of other federal programs, such as the @e8tprogram, and are far beyond the
capability of the Consortium’s programs to accostpkingle-handedly. But while our goals and
outcomes may exceed our reach, it is only by mattiegeach that we can hope to influence
them. The chosen outcome indicators will be messarer time and will be used in the future
to evaluate our strategigs

Finally, most of the strategies also have annudbpeance measures associated with tffem
These performance measures are primarily short-oetputs. The Consortium has more control
over outputs and while they tell us valuable infation about what our programs have
produced, they do not necessarily tell us whatfarénce our work has made to the community.

15 While the broad goals and objectives generallyetdesired long-term outcomes associated with tiresgme
cases the outcomes are associated with individizkgies.

16 Some of the strategies do not have short-termairouiput or annual outcome goals, and will be reggbon in a
narrative fashion in the CAPER.
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Goal One: Ensure Decent, Affordable Housing

There are three objectives under the goal of emgulecent, affordable housing. They relate to
1) rental housing, 2) home ownership, and 3) fauding choice.

Goal One Long-term Outcome There will be an adequate supply of affordablaednog in
the Consortium for low- and moderate-income houkishso that fewer households are
paying more than they can afford.

Goal One Indicator: The 2010 Census will show that, as compared t@@® Census, the
percentage of households at or below 50% of Arediafelncomé’ who are severely cost-
burdened® will have been reduced.

Affordable Housing Objective #1: Rental Housing. Reserve and expand the supply of
affordable rental housing available to very low- ad moderate-income households,
including households with special needs.

Strategy 1A:

Make capital funds available for the new constarcof sustainably-designed, permanently
affordable rental housing, for low- and moderatesme households; for the acquisition of
existing rental housing and the rehabilitationhaftthousing into safe, decent, healthy, and
permanently affordable rental housing for low- amoderate-income households; for the
acquisition of land on which to build affordabledéor mixed-income rental housing; and for the
long term preservation (through acquisition andabelitation) of existing affordable rental
housing units.

Fund Sources: Federal CDBG and HOME dollars; ldoaument recording fee surcharge
revenue including Regional Affordable Housing Peogr(RAHP) dollars; occasionally local
cities’ dollars; and occasionally special needssirudollars for specific populations, such as
persons with developmental disabilities and persatis mental illness and/or chemical
dependency.

Fund Limits and other details: Refer to the Kingu@ty Consortium Procedures and Guidelines
adopted by the Consortium’s Joint Recommendatiamar@ittee.

Strategy 1A Annual Output Measures:
1. An average 0250 unitsof rental housing will be constructed, or acquiaed

rehabilitated®. At least30 of the 250 units of rental housing shall be targete
persons/households with special ne®ds.

17500 of Area Median Income for a household of three was $37,950 in 2009.

18 Severely cost-burdened means paying more than 50% of one’s household income for housing.

' This number is an estimate, as the type of projects funded and other factors may affect the annual outputs.

20 Special needs includes the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities and homeless households. Persons with
disabilities includes, but is not limited to, persons with mental illness, persons with alcohol dependency or in recovery
from alcohol/chemical dependency, persons with developmental disabilities, and persons with HIV/AIDS.
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2. An average d?80 new renter householdsvill be served by rental units completed during
each year (see table below for breakdown of thésgoahousehold types and income levels
that will be served annually).

Strategy 1A HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Decent Housing
* Outcome: Affordability

HUD requires us to set goals for how many househaiel will serve annually with the housing
that is produced through our capital funding pragray level of income and the categories of
household types listed in the table below. We hesesl the needs assessment, our experience
over the last five-year plan period, and our apéited resources in the next few years, to create
the following average annual goals.

Goals for the average number of renter household®tbe served annually in completed
housing units, by household type and income:

Goals for Average Number of Renter Households to Be Served Annually
At or Below
30% of Area | 31% to 50% | 51% to 60% | 61% to 80% Total
Median of AMI of AMI of AMI
Income (AMI)
MEDIUM All Income
HIGH NEED | HIGH NEED NEED LOW NEED Levels
Small Related Households (2 - 4 persons) 30 36 7 3 76
Large Related Households (5+ persons) 6 22 4 2 34
Senior Households 16 22 3 2 43
Households with Special Needs* 16 12 3 2 33
All Other Households 30 48 11 5 94
Total Renter Households Served
Annually: Goal =270 98 140 28 14 280
* There is a high need for affordable housing in the consortium for the following special needs populations: households
with an individual with a development disability, mental illness, chemical dependency, or households which are
homeless. There is a medium need for affordable housing in the consortium for persons with HIV/AIDS. The majority of
households with HIV/AIDS prefer to reside in the City of Seattle.
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Priorities for the allocation of limited capital funds for the development of affordable
rental housing under Strategy 1A:

Priorities were developed out of the key findingd @onclusions section of this plan; needs
were analyzed from 2002 Census and American Contyn8nrvey data, HUD tabulated data,
housing market studies, and the stakeholder ankicgoput processes.

Priorities, as established in this section, aretlm@tsole criterion on which affordable rental
housing project applications are evaluated. Ptojae also evaluated for quality, feasibility,
and sustainability. If projects are generally dguaerms of quality, feasibility and
sustainability and there is competition for funpiseference will be given to projects that serve
priority needs, either in whole or in part.

In making housing project funding decisions the sbwtium will consider the fact that larger
capital awards may be necessary to produce housitgserving the needs of the lowest-
income households, as well as the fact that thenelme higher costs to acquire property in areas
of the County that are less affordable to very ltavmoderate-income households. These
factors may reduce the number of units funded aratéated annually.

1. Priorities for Households Served:

* Households at or below 50% of area median incomé@l(A

* Households with Special Needs

* Homeless housing - the Consortium will follow tleeemmendations of the Committee
to End Homelessness (CEH), the CEH Funder's Grodptee CEH “Ten Year Plan to
End Homelessness”, incorporated herein by referembe CEH Funder’s Group
prioritizes permanent supportive housing, includimgs utilizing a “housing first”
philosophy, other permanent housing for homelessdlaolds and non time-limited
housing that allows households to “transition iacef** over newtransitional housing
and new shelters.

2. Acquisition and Rehabilitation of market-ragmtal property to improve the quality of
existing rental housing stock and preserve it fig@dble for very low- to moderate-income
households:

» Units serving households at or below 30% AMI aee tighest priority
* Units serving households from 31% to 50% AMI

3. New Construction of rental housing that is afédble to very low- to moderate- income
households:

» Units serving households at or below 30% AMI ae tiighest priority
* Permanent supportive housing is a high priority

2 Transition-in-place” means that a household can stay in their current housing unit when they “graduate” from the need for
transitional services; the service provider may then shift the transitional services to another unit in the same housing complex for a
newly housed, formerly homeless household.
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* Units serving households from 31% to 50% AMI

4. Mixed-income and/or mixed-use housing projétés complement local planning efforts and
contain some portion of units for very low-inconeukeholds:

* Mixed Income projects provide a means to generagh dow from some units to support
much-needed very low-income units, which are argyimnder this plan; mixed income
projects should be socially and economically irdaéen.

» KCHA HOPE VI Project — the completion of the figgtase of Park Lake Homes and the
redevelopment of the second phase of the Park Hakees public housing into a mixed
income senior community that integrates the puiasing throughout the community
and diversifies the housing stock in this areaavfcentrated poverty.

5. Preservation of existing housing that is afainie to households at or below 50% of area
median income that is at risk of conversion to raairlate housing.

6. Strategic planning to acquire desirable landaftordable housing

» Capital funds may support the acquisition of lamdgriority affordable rental housing in
areas that are targeted for future transportatiiica in areas slated for higher density
development. In any given funding round, this ptyomust be weighed in the context of
the number of strong, feasible applications foljguts that are ready to go forward in the
near future to meet affordable housing needs.

7. Urban Area Priorities

» Projects in the South Urban Area will generallyableigher priority if they are acquisition
and rehabilitation projects.

» The Consortium prefers that new construction ptsjee done in the East and North
Urban Areas

» All priorities are needed in the East and NorthasriAreas.

Determining whether housing projects proposed for ther funding sources are consistent
with the Consortium’s Consolidated Plan

1. Consortium structure for signing a Certifioatiof Consistency with the Consolidated Plan

* In order to streamline the process of obtainingréftcation of consistency for housing
projects in the Consortium, King County Housing &ammunity Development (HCD)
staff can provide “Certifications of Consistencgt housing projects that will be located
in any jurisdiction that is a member of the CDBGnSaortium.

» King County staff may provide certifications for ME-only jurisdictions that have their
own Consolidated Plan and do not participate inGB8G Consortium, but this is at the
discretion of the jurisdiction. Projects locatadduburn, Bellevue and Kent should be
aware that they may need to get certification fthenstaff of these three cities directly
rather than from King County HCD staff.

» King County HCD staff can provide an “Approval oélgcation Plan”, provided certain
conditions are met, for projects located in altref CDBG and HOME-only jurisdictions.
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HOME-only cities staff and project applicants mesbrdinate with King County HCD
staff where there is the potential for tenant retmn and a relocation plan approval is
required.

2. Certification Criteria:

The Consortium will use our priorities as a gengratle for certifying projects as consistent
with our Consolidated Plan. The Consortium witbkdor a tangible public benefit from
affordable housing projects seeking Certification:

» The project will lower rents as compared to marké& rents for the area where it will be
located, in all or some of the units;

* The project has a relocation plan that is consistéth the Consortium’s relocation
policies and a budget that will cover the relocati@eds of tenants who may be
displaced by the project.

» In addition, projects applying for HUD program fundVA State Housing Trust Funds or
the WA State Housing Finance Commission’s tax ¢neaigram must provide a portion
of units (at least one) which are affordable todeholds at or below 30% of Area
Median Income and that will be screened and magatéor a household or households at
that income level.

Strategy 1B:

Make capital funds available to rehabilitate erigtiental units for low to moderate-income
households. This strategy is different from adgjois and rehabilitation in Strategy 1. A., as
Strategy 1.B addresses rehabilitation only; themoi acquisition involved. It either addresses
the rehabilitation needs of existing affordable 4poafit housing, or existing for-profit housing
where the owner is willing to restrict the affordey of the rents for a specified period of time.
It includes making modifications to the rental (g)itof low- to moderate-income tenants with a
disability in order that the units will be accessib

Fund Source(s): Federal HOME and CDBG dollars,@udsionally local funds that are
targeted for special needs populations.

Fund Limits and other details: Refer to the Kingu@ty Consortium Procedures and Guidelines
adopted by the Consortium’s Joint Recommendatiamar@ittee.

Strategy 1B Annual Output Measure: From5 — 40units will be rehabilitated and/or modified.

Strategy 1B Short-term Outcome: The tenant(s) have an improved quality of life do the
improvements/rehabilitation and/or modification(s).

Strategy 1B Outcome Indicator: Tenant-based survey, conducted by agency or leththat is
awarded funds.

Strategy 1B HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:
» Objective: Decent Housing
» Outcome: Affordability/Accessibility (Designationdepends on goal of a particular
project)
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Strategy 1C:

King County staff will work in partnership and/avardination with Consortium Cities’ staff and
community stakeholder organizations on the follayamd other housing-related activities.
These activities do not have annual output or oun&goals, and will be reported on, as progress
occurs, in narrative fashion.

* The Consortium will support the creation of affdstéarental housing in the private market
through zoning and incentive programs in all Cotigor jurisdictions, such as impact fee
waivers, density bonuses, inclusionary zoning dloda@ion of surplus County or City
property for affordable housing; County staff véa#isist in providing technical assistance, as
feasible, to help Consortium cities meet Countywsienning Policy goals for affordable
housing.

» King County will assist non-profit affordable hongidevelopment organizations in
assessing their need for development technicadtassie, and will consider providing funds
for such assistance through the funding cycle fimréable housing capital, depending on
the documented need of an organization.

* King County will provide a credit enhancement paogrthat promotes the development of
housing for low to moderate-income households tiindoan guarantees on long-term
permanent project financing, and will explore otimerovative methods of assisting with the
financing of affordable housing.

* King County will collaborate with the King Countyodsing Authority to support the
planning process and development of Phase 1 (Griegebp and Phase 2 of the Hope VI
mixed-income housing and community developmentgatagt the Park Lake Homes site in
White Center. This work will be done in conjunctiwith a neighborhood revitalization
strategy that has been developed with the WhiteeaZ@ommunity (see Goal #3, Objective
#4), and is incorporated in this Plan as Appendix L

» King County will support legislation and other iatives designed to increase funding and
other support for affordable housing; and will ainate with statewide and community-
based housing agencies to provide housing educiatidhe public and policy makers in
order to build support to increase the housing ifuptbase and to enhance acceptance of
affordable housing.

* King County will work with local housing authoriseo provide mutual support and
coordination on affordable housing planning isswesapplications for various programs,
such as rental assistance and vouchers targepeadons with disabilities; on planning
issues such as the allocation of project-basedhasahat complement the Consortium’s
priorities; on efforts to educate and inform lamdkabout the benefits of participating in the
Section 8 program; and on the development of qihmgrams that may benefit our region.

» King County will work with housing funders, mainséim service systems (such as the
developmental disabilities system, the drug/alcaystem, and the mental health system),
and housing referral, information and advocacy wizgions to plan for community-based
housing options for persons with special needdete@lop supportive housing plans and
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partnerships for populations that need enhancedihggupport in order to be successful in
permanent housing; to advocate for funding foraperations and maintenance of housing
for very low-income households and households stbcial needs, and for the services
needed for supportive housing.

* King County will partner with the King County Dewgimental Disabilities Division
(KCDDD) to provide housing program(s) that expanthmunity-based housing options for
persons with developmental disabilities and wilblexe similar opportunities with systems
that serve other special needs populations.

« King County will coordinate, to the extent feasjbMth housing funders, and housing
information and advocacy organizations to streaenlimding applications, contracting, and
monitoring processes.

» King County will prioritize the development of aggram, consistent with other goals and
priorities set forth in this plan, to fund affolda housing projects that are:

» environmentally sound (“green” housing);

» sustainable;

* projected to save on long-term costs for the ovanel the residents;

» designed to accommodate all persons, regardlaseiofevel of mobility; and
» allow residents to age in their home.

This program will adopt the standards of the Wagtoin State Evergreen Program, which is
required for all projects seeking Washington Skédesing Trust Fund support; and may
draw on LEED environmental standards or a simyatesn of environmental standards to
encourage a high level of environmental sustairtgf@hd durability. HCD will also
encourage the utilization of “universal desitfrstandards for affordable housing project
applicants that volunteer to participate. The ©ainsm will coordinate efforts to implement
this program so that participating projects doeratounter barriers from local codes that
may conflict with the adopted standards, or delaysntracting.

* King County will work with housing and communityakeholders to implement the Landlord
Liaison Project throughout King County in orderéaluce barriers to securing permanent
rental housing for very low and low-income houselsol

» King County may encourage and support housing deees in applying for HUD Section
202 and 811 programs to provide housing for ser@ndspersons with disabilities.

» King County may explore the feasibility of land karg for the construction of affordable
rental housing, especially in areas targeted fluréutransit and/or slated for higher density
development.

Strategy 1C HUD Community Planning and Developmenf{CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Decent Housing

22 For more information about Universal Design seforsfable Housing Objective #3, Strategy 3.B (2).
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» Outcome: Availability/Affordability/Accessibility (Designation depends on goal of
particular project).

Affordable Housing Objective #2: Home Ownership. Reserve the housing of low- to
moderate-income home owners, and provide home owrsdip assistance programs for low-
and moderate-income households that are prepared toecome first-time home owners.

Strategy 2A:

Make capital funds available to repair and/or inmerdncluding accessibility improvements, the
existing stock of homes owned by low to moderateine households (also includes individual
condominiums, town homes, and mobile/manufactucedds that are part of the permanent
housing stock). Programs funded under this styatedude, but are not limited to, major home
repair and emergency home repair.

Fund Sources: Federal CDBG and HOME dollars, pgaténother funds available for energy
efficiency.

Fund Limits and other details: Refer to the Kingu@ty Consortium Procedures and Guidelines
adopted by the Consortium’s Joint Recommendatiamar@ittee.

Strategy 2A Consortium-wide Major Home Repair and Energency Repair Program
Annual Output Measures:

1. An average of750wner-occupied homes will be improved/repaired afgu

2. An average ol 75 low- to moderate income homewners will have their existing home
repaired and/or improved annuallgSee table below for breakdown of household income
levels.

Strategy 2A Consortium-wide Major Home Repair and Energency Repair Short-term
Outcome: The owners will have an improved quality of lifeth little or no cost. Through
improvements to their housing, some home ownelsh&ibble to continue to live independently
in their own home.

Strategy 2A Outcome Indicator: Survey of participating home owners.

Average number of owner households to be served amally by income level under Strategy
2A:

At or below 31% to 50% 51% to Total Owner
30% of Area of AMI 80% of Households
Median Income AMI Served
Annual Goal
Owner Households 67 61 47 175
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Strategy 2A. Minor Home Repair. The consortium may fund city-sponsored minor home
repair projects to assist low to moderate-incomadmwners with small home repair needs, as
opportunities arise.

Strategy 2A HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Decent Housing
» Outcome: Affordability/Accessibility

Strategy 2B:

1. Make funds available for first-time home buypportunities, including education, housing
counseling and down payment assistance for lowdderate-income households who are
prepared to purchase their first home; especialyskholds who are under-served in the
ownership housing market, including households wjtecial needs. Note: in most cases this
will involve increasing access to the existing ktoEownership housing, but in some cases
this may involve creating new ownership housing.

2. Use Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSPdh to acquire and rehabilitate
foreclosed properties and to provide first-time lebonyer opportunities to purchase the
properties. Depending the success of a NSP-2capioln, work with Washington State to
implement the NSP-2 program, including the actgtcited in this strategy, plus additional
planning objectives included in this plan

Fund Sources: HOME, occasionally CDBG, and logabf targeted for special needs
populations; federal Neighborhood StabilizationgPam recovery funds through Washington
State.

Fund Limits and other details: Refer to the Kingu@ty Consortium Procedures and Guidelines
adopted by the Consortium’s Joint Recommendatiamar@ittee.

Strategy 2B Annual Output Measure: 1) Homebuyer services and assistance will beigeov

to 10 - 35households; 2) Through the NSP-1 Program, acg@hapbilitate, provide energy
efficiency upgrades to approximately 12 foreclopemperties, and provide first-time homebuyer
opportunities for approximately 6 to 12 income-iig households to purchase the properties.
Strategy 2B Outcomes and Indicators:

Outcome #1 The household will succeed as a homeaoamkbe satisfied with
homeownership over time.

Indicator #1 Survey of participating homeownergesdr 1 and year 5.

Outcome #2 The homeowner will build equity initheme.
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Indicator #2 Comparison of King County propertgaels for participating properties at
year 1 and year 5.

Strategy 2B HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Decent Housing
* Outcome: Affordability

Strategy 2C

King County staff will work in partnership and/avardination with Consortium City staff and
community stakeholder organizations on the follayawctivities. These activities do not have
annual output or outcome goals, and will be repboie, as progress occurs, in narrative fashion.

» King County will support the creation of a rangeaffbrdable home ownership opportunities
through zoning and incentive programs in all Cotigor jurisdictions, such as impact fee
waivers, density bonuses, inclusionary zoning &edallocation of surplus County or City
property. County staff will assist in providingkaical assistance, as feasible, to help
Consortium cities meet Countywide Planning Poli€¥P) goals for affordable housing (See
the Introduction Section of the plan for more imh@tion about the CPP).

» King County will work with certified housing courlgg agencies and the county-wide Asset
Building Coalition to support efforts to assistanee-eligible homeowner households at risk
of foreclosure.

» King County will support the acquisition and presgion of mobile home parks, when
feasible, to protect low and moderate-income mdidlee owners who might otherwise be
displaced due to redevelopment. King County wiflere a comprehensive strategy to
further extend the long-term affordability of mabhome parks that currently have an
agreement with the County, including strategielsaee parks owned by park residents.

» King County will support the work of the King Coyntiousing Authority to ensure that
there are affordable ownership opportunities far émd moderate-income households,
especially Park Lake Homes tenants who are pregardecbme ownership, in the
Greenbridge HOPE VI project in White Center.

» King County will work with housing authorities awsdmmunity agencies to provide targeted
outreach to federally subsidized tenants and dtheto moderate-income tenants who are
prepared to work towards the goal of achieving homeership.

» King County may work with community stakeholdergptan for and support programs that

reduce the cost of homeownership for low to mod@eiratome households, such as land
trusts, limited-equity co-ops, and sweat equitygpams.
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» King County may work with special needs populatiand stakeholders to develop
homeownership opportunities for special needs Hmlde for whom home ownership is
appropriate.

* King County may advocate for a waiver or regulattimgnge to enable the Consortium to
assist low- to moderate-income condo owners wighpdlyment of common area repair
assessments that exceed regular homeowner dueseandaffordable to the low- to
moderate-income condo owner.

» King County may explore land banking for the acias of land on which to construct
affordable ownership housing, especially land that an area targeted for future transit
and/or slated for higher density development.

* King County may work with local housing authoritiesher funders and financial
institutions to explore the development of Sec8dmmeownership program(s) in our
region. A Section 8 homeownership program wouldkwaith households that are prepared
to become homeowners to use a Section 8 vouch&iposubsidize the purchase of a home
rather than ongoing rent.

Strategy 2C HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:
» Objective: Decent Housing

» Outcome: Availability/Affordability/Accessibility (Designation depends on goal of
particular project).

Affordable Housing Objective #3: Fair Housing. Pla for and support a fair housing
strategy to affirmatively further fair housing and increase access to housing, as well as to
housing programs and services, for low to moderatacome households. King County staff
may work with Consortium city staff and community gakeholder agencies to carry out its
Fair Housing Action Plan. This strategy does not &ve annual output or outcome goals,
and will be reported on, as progress occurs, in naative fashion.

The King County Consortium developed an “Analydisnapediments to Fair Housing Choice”
(Al) in 2006, and adopted a “Fair Housing Action Plaor”2007 — 2011 based on the 2006 Al.
The Consortium’s current Fair Housing Action Platiaties may be updated annually as new
fair housing issues arise in the community.

The major impediments identified in the Consortisrmurrent Al include:

1) Discriminatory conduct creates barriers in rentalding, especially in the areas of:
Disability, Race/Color, National Origin, Family 81a and Gender.

Findings for this impediment were established tgiothe following methods: focus groups,
analyzing civil rights office complaint data, analyg testing data and interviews/testimony
from stakeholders.
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2)

3)

4)

5)

Disparate impacts exist in rental housing, angabarriers to a number of populations.
Rental property screening procedures often hayedase impacts on persons with
disabilities, persons who do not speak English fasidanguage, and persons who are
undocumented.

Findings for this impediment were established ttothe following methods: focus groups
and interviews/testimony from stakeholders.

Discriminatory conduct creates barriers in hguechase and ownership housing for persons
of color (primarily non-Asian persons of color)King County; barriers also exist for
persons with disabilities and predominantly in ¢badominium market.

Findings for this impediment were established tgiothe following methods: fair lending
testing data and interviews/testimony.

Disparate impacts exist in home purchase anceship housing for persons of color
(primarily non-Asian persons of color): denial/vdthwal rate on mortgage applications is
considerable higher for persons of color than fhitevhouseholds; FHA lending in King
County is highly concentrated amongst Hispanic abakls; the highest levels of subprime
home purchase and refinance loans are in predothimamority and racially diverse areas
of the county; the highest levels of payday lendingjin predominantly minority and

racially diverse areas of the county — many housishare in trouble on their home payment,
in part, due to overextension on payday loans.

Findings for this impediment were established thtothe following methods: HMDA data,
Washington State DFI Study of Payday Lending, iné&vs/testimony.

Informational, Systemic and/or Institutional legments to Fair Housing Choice (primarily
for persons with disabilities). These impedimentdude: lack of comprehensive service
systems for persons with hoarding disorder; lackd#quate temporary guardianship and
guardianship services; inadequate payee prograceves the need; lack of an affordable
housing locator system that is accessible to psraath disabilities; complaints regarding
WA State Human Rights Commission intake and ingasiton process; lack of “just cause”
eviction protection county-wide; zoning code ddfons.

Findings for this impediment were established tgrothe following methods:
interviews/testimony and zoning code data.

Strategy 3A: King County and the Consortium will carry out th&iatives and activities
identified in the adopted Fair Housing Action PR80D7-2011 in order to further fair housing in
the region.

Action Area 1:

Coordinate fair housing workshops, trainings antleach with local partners covering
rental housing issues as well as zoning/land ssegs Trainings will be crafted to meet the
needs of housing funders, housing providers, semmioviders, private attorneys,
commissioners and judges and planners.

Action Area 2
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Coordinate fair housing/lending/predatory lendingrkghops and trainings on ownership
housing issues with local partners. Trainingd el crafted to meet the needs of lenders,
realtors and real estate agents, community-basesiigpcounselors, senior services
agencies and homebuyers.

Action Area 3:

Provide written informational materials about fagusing, basic landlord-tenant issues and
fair lending/predatory lending. Materials will beeated for housing consumers, landlords,
community agencies and others. Look for fundingastunuties for a fair housing
advertising campaign.

Action Area 4:

Provide technical assistance to contracted hoysiogders and others to affirmatively
promote fair housing choice. Consider a menu baeaned fair housing requirements for
contracted agencies, as well as agencies entagnegrments with King County to include
affordable housing in a for-profit development; mionnew requirements.

Action Area 5

Work with the community to advance programs antiatives that promote positive change
for persons impacted by impediments to fair housimgice, including providing civil rights
enforcement services and working to fill supporseevices and housing needs, including
“success in housing” strategies for homeless haldsh

Strategy 3A HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Decent Housing
* Outcome: Accessibility
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Goal Two: End Homelessness

There are four objectives under the goal of entimyelessness. They relate to (1) homeless
prevention; (2) permanent supportive housing; (8héless housing programs that provide
temporary housing, such as emergency and transltitousing operating support; and (4)
regional planning and coordination.

Homelessness Objective #1: Prevention. Support Ryrams that Prevent Homelessness.

Strategy 1.A: Support the Consortium-wide Housing Stabilityd?ean a program that
provides grants, loans and counseling to houselfailsg an eviction or foreclosure, and to
households trying to secure the funds to move petmanent rental housing.

Fund source(s):
CDBG Public Services funds.
Veterans and Human Services Levy funds
Homelessness Prevention and Rapid Re-housingdmo@iPRP)

Annual Output Measure:
Average number of households served annually pet $ource:

CDBG 135
Veterans Levy 213
Human Services Levy 224
HPRP 130

Short Term Outcome: At least 75% of the housels®#dsed remain stable in permanent
housing. Indicator: Sample client follow up &&t? months later.

Strategy 1.B: Support other initiatives and programs desigoegr¢vent homelessnesllo
performance measures; progress will be reporteéhamarrative fashion as it occurs.

Strategy 1.C: Ensure that Consortium homelessness preventitiatives and programs are
consistent with the Ten Year Plan to End Homelessne
No performance measures; progress will be repoot@th narrative fashion as it occurs.

Homelessness Objective #2: Permanent Housingupport the creation of a range of
permanent affordable housing options for homelessduseholds.

Strategy 2.A: 1) Provide permanent supportive houdimgugh the Shelter Plus Care program
per federal program requirements for persons wgalilities; 2) Provide permanent supportive
housing opportunities for the broad population @ileless households through the locally
funded Supportive Housing Progran, which adminsstee Homeless Housing and Services
Funds; 3) support additional programs as opporasdrise.

Annual Output Measures:
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1) Provide520 unitsof permanent supportive rental housing each yeaugh Shelter Plus Care
rental assistance and associated supportive serAr@rovide250 unitsof permanent
supportive housing annually through the local Sufppyp®Housing Program.

Short-term Outcome: A majority of the householdgeskwill remain housed and increase their
housing stability.

Indicator 1: Number and percentage of househdtds$ temain permanently housed six (6)
months after entering the Shelter Plus Care progeameflected in the Annual Progress Report
(APR).

Indicator 2: Number and percentage of househdids temain permanently housed one year
after entering housing through the locally fundegbiortive Housing Program.

Strategy 2.B Implement Rapid Re-housing Program with HomelRrgvention and Rapid Re-
housing (HPRP) recovery funds to serve homelessdimlids with low to moderate barriers to
housing, placing them in permanent housing andigiy short to medium term rental
assistance and case management.

Annual Output Measures:

1) 50 families with children housed with an appropriate level of temporaryakeassistance and
housing case management;

2) 40 households without children (singles or couplefpoused with an appropriate level of
temporary rental assistance and housing case maeage

Strategy 2.C Coordinate with public housing funders, commuhised organizations,

housing organizations and other stakeholders tofolaa_range of additional permanent housing
units and optionshat serve very low-income households at 30% ofl AN below, and that are
targeted to serve homeless households, includinghmuses, SRO’s and units that allow
households to “transition in placeNo performance measures; progress will be repootedh
narrative fashion as it occurs. Please note, haxethat Goal One: Ensure Decent, Affordable
Housing, above, has unit goals related to thistsgs.

Strateqy 2.D Ensure that all initiatives and programs reldtedermanent supportive housing
for the formerly homeless, and other forms of peremt housing targeted to homeless
households are consistent with the Ten Year Pl&ntbHomelessness in King Countyo
performance measures; progress will be reporteéhamarrative fashion as it occurs.
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Homelessness Objective #3Homeless Housing Programs. Provide programs and saces
to address the temporary housing needs and other eds of households when homelessness
OCCuUrs.

Strategy 3.A: Allocate funds for emergency shelter and trams#l housing progranfer
operations and maintenance, supportive servicesemtdl assistance.

Annual Output Measures:
1) Provide 213,225 unit nightsof emergency shelter annually.
2) Provide 130,267 unit nightsof transitional housing annually.

Short-term Outcome: Homeless persons/householdsadeeand sheltered from the elements for
the night.
Indicator: Each bednight represents another persafe and sheltered for the night.

Long-term Outcome, for some shelters and all titzmsal housing: Increase the housing

stability of homeless households by helping thewerafong the housing continuum into more

stable housing.

Indicators:

* Number and percentage of individuals and/or houkkEhewho move frormmergency shelter
to transitional or permanent housing.

* Number and percentage of individuals and/or houkEheho move frortransitional
housing_topermanent housing, or who successfully “transitioplace”.

Strateqy 3.B: Ensure that all initiatives and programs reldtethe provision of emergency
shelter and transitional housing are consisterit thi¢ Ten Year Plan to End Homelessness in
King County

Homelessness Objective #4: Regional Planning and @dination. The King County
Consortium will approach homeless planning and coalination as a regional issue. King
County will work with the Committee to End Homelessess, cities, mainstream systems, the
Safe Harbors initiative, housing funders, communityagencies, United Way, the private
sector including business, and homeless people.

The strategies below do not have annual outputubcame goals, and will be reported on, as
progress occurs, in narrative fashion.

Strategy 4.A: Ensure that all homeless projects and initiatsuggported with local, state and

federal funds are consistent with the vision, pples and recommendations of the Ten Year
Plan to End Homelessness in King County.
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Strategy 4.B: The Consortium will continue to provide leadepshnd participation in the
countywide HUD Homeless Assistance (McKinney) Caomtim of Care annual competitive
funding round, or its successor.

Strategy 4.C: The Consortium will participate in efforts to ingwe the efficiency and
accountability of the regional homeless servicéesys particularly through the Homeless
Management Information System (Safe Harbors).

Strategy 4.D: The Consortium will work with other systems pidivig support services for

persons at risk of homelessness (for example, thr@t&ll Health system) to ensure state or
federal legislative support for coordination of Bimg and support services.
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Goal Three: Establish and Maintain a Suitable Livhg Environment and
Expand Economic Opportunities for Low- and Moderatelncome Persons

The three objectives relate to 1) improving thdigbof human services agencies to serve our
residents, 2) improving living conditions in lowdamoderate-income neighborhoods and
communities, and 3) expanding economic opportunifoe low- and moderate-income persons.

There is no one overarching outcome for this comtp@amd economic development goal.
Rather, there are separate outcome measures redatetividual strategies within each of the
three objectives.

Community/Economic Development Objective #1: Humarservices Agencies. Improve the
ability of health & human service agencies to serveur low- to moderate-income residents
effectively and efficiently.

Strategy 1A:

Make capital funds available for community facégj in order to improve the capacity of health
and human service agencies to provide priority husgvices to our low- to moderate-income
residents effectively and efficiently.

Fund Sources: Regular CDBG formula allocation abdBG-R recovery funds.

Strategy 1A Annual Output Measure: An average o8 community facility capital projects
will be completed.

Strategy 1A Long-term Outcomes: Human service facility providers will be ableltpincrease
the amount or type of services they provide, andjancrease the number of people they serve,
and/or 3) increase the quality and/or accessiktifythe building as well as the geographic
location) of service provision.

Strategy 1A Outcome Indicators: Agencies/providers will provide outcome data tigio
project accomplishment reports.

Strategy 1A HUD Community Planning and Developmen{CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Suitable Living Environment
» Outcome: Accessibility for the purpose of creatinguitable living environments

Strategy 1B:

The Consortium will allocate funds for priority hamservices for emergency shelter and related
services and emergency needs, such as food, forad®id utility shutoff, transportation,

eviction prevention and other emergency needs;edisas other priority service needs identified
by the Joint Agreement Cities.

Fund SourcesCDBG Public Services funds and occasionally Idgads.
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Strategy 1B Annual Output Measure: An average 050,000unduplicated persons will be
served.

Strategy 1B HUD Community Planning and Developmen(CPD) Performance Measures:
» Objective: Suitable Living Environment

» Outcome: Affordability/Accessibility for the purpo se of creating suitable living
environments

Community/Economic Development Objective #2: Low- ad Moderate-Income
Communities. Improve the living environment in low & moderate-income
neighborhoods/communities in accordance with jurisittions’ adopted Comprehensive
Plans and the Countywide Planning Policies.

Objective #2 Outcome: The community is a healthier and/or safer pladese, and/or has
more amenities, including increased geographicssiiodity for low and moderate-income
communities and increased physical accessibilityp&sons with disabilities.

Objective #2 Outcome Indicator: Project-specific accomplishment reports will lsed to

gather data after the project has been completedheme has been an adequate amount of time
to assess the impacts of the project on healtatysahd/or increased amenities for the
community.

Strategy 2A:

Make CDBG capital funds available for high prioriyblic improvement needs such as public
infrastructure, water, sewer, sidewalks, etc., fackity needs and accessibility improvements,
in a range of low- to moderate-income areas ofxbesortium.

Fund Sources: Regular CDBG formula allocation abdBG-R recovery funds.

Strategy 2A Annual Outputs: An average 08 public improvement projects will be completed
annually.

Strategy 2A HUD Community Planning and Developmen{CPD) Performance Measures:

* Objective: Suitable Living Environment
» Outcome: Affordability for the purpose of creating suitable living environments
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Strategy 2B:

Revitalize deteriorated areas with high rates ofpty in the Consortium.

King County has developed a Neighborhood RevitatinaStrategy Area (NRSA) for the White
Center neighborhood in unincorporated King Coumyich has the highest poverty rate in the
county. The White Center NRSA is appended to thesGlidated Plan as Appendix L.

The Consortium may explore whether there are dilgr poverty areas that may benefit from a
NRSA and whether there are human services neetlarthapecific to NRSA neighborhoods.

Consortium cities will lead the process of explgrimhether there are any areas within their
jurisdiction that may benefit from a NRSA.

Strategy 2B Outputs and Outcomes:Will be determined independently for each NRSA
developed. Outcomes may include increases in propalues, safer streets, less crime, etc.

Strategy 2B HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Economic Opportunity
* Outcome: Sustainability

Community/Economic Development Objective #3: Ecomaic Opportunities. Expand
economic opportunities for low- and moderate-incom@ersons.

This objective will be carried out pursuant to tbkowing principles:

The strategies under this objective will be comsistvith the regional economic
development vision contained in the updated CouitlyWwlanning Policies.

Assistance to for-profit businesses will be prodide a manner that maximizes public
benefits, minimizes public costs, minimizes dirf@tancial assistance to the business,
and provides fair opportunities for all eligibledmesses to participate.

Definitions:

"Micro-enterprise"means a business having five or fewer employaespo more of whom
owns the business.

"Person developing a micro-enterprisgéans any person who has expressed an interest and
who, after an initial screening, including incontigieility, is expected to be actively

working towards developing a business that is ebgoeto be a micro-enterprise business at
the time it is formed.
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Strategy 3A:

Assist small and/or economically disadvantagedrassies that are located in predominantly low
to moderate-income communities and are providimgiees predominantly to those
communities, or that are creating or retaining jfdvdow to moderate-income persons, or that
are combating blight, by providing CDBG loans aodr guarantees.

Fund Sources: Federal CDBG funds; leveraged grivatestments.

Strategy 3A Outputs and Outcomes: This strategy does not have annual goals, aridwil
reported by narrative in the CAPER as opportundigese.

Strategy 3A Outcome Indicator: Number of businesses assisted that are servatppiinantly
low to moderate-income communities and/or numbdulbtime equivalent jobs created or
retained.

Strategy 3A HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Economic Opportunity
e Outcome: Sustainability

Strategy 3B:
Assist with the development of micro-enterpriseibess by providing assistance for

comprehensive economic development activities desigo address the economic needs of low
to moderate-income persons or households seekisigrtioor expand their own small businesses

Fund Sources: Federal CDBG funds, and privateifignd

Strategy 3B Outputs: Assist an average of 50 individuals with trainiteghnical assistance
and/or access to business support group meetinbacivities.

Strategy 3B Outcomes:Help small businessegin critical start-up business knowledge;
improve both personal and business financial posiind credit; increase business viability,
profitability and stability; and use access to draans to increase inventory, lower costs and
increase profits.

Strategy 3B Outcome Indicators: Agencies/providers will provide outcome data thitoug
project accomplishment reports that reflect the Inemof new businesses developed, income
growth, job creation as a result of business agtand other metrics.

Strategy 3B HUD Community Planning and Development(CPD) Performance Measures:

» Objective: Economic Opportunity
e Outcome: Sustainability
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Resources Available to Address the Goals of the Csaolidated Plan
Revenue Outlook for 2010-2012
An approximation of the amount that the Consortwithreceive on an annual basis through the

federal entitlement programs is listed below. Eh@siounts can vary from year to year, and are
subject to annual appropriation by Congress.

Entitlement Program Average Amount Per Year
Community Development Block Grant $6,000,000

HOME Investment Partnership $4,400,000
Emergency Shelter Grant Program $ 200,000

Total Federal Entitlement Programs (Average) $10,600,000

In addition to the federal entitlement program fsimdade available to the Consortium, the King
County Housing and Community Development Programiaigters other federal, state and
local funds to address the goals established i€tmesolidated Plan

Fund Source Average Amount Per Year
Housing Opportunity Furfd $ 200,000
Regional Affordable Housing Prografn $2,000,000
McKinney Homeless Assistance Progréms

e Shelter Plus Care $5,400,000

e Supportive Housing Program $ 900,000
Transitional Housing Operating and Rental $1,000,000

Assistance Program (THOR)

Document Recording Fee Surcharge Funds
for Homeless Housing (2163/1359/2331) $7,500,000

Veterans and Human Services Levy for
Housing and Homelessness (through 2011) $4,400,000

% This is a local King County fund that is appropethannually by the Metropolitan King County Couraid can
vary greatly from year to year.

% This is local fund source that is administeredinyg County pursuant to an interlocal agreemenivben the
County and the cities who choose to participatguiting the City of Seattle. Most of the funds ased for capital,
but a portion is used for operations and mainteaaupport for homeless housing.

% McKinney funds are applied for annually in a cofitpes process. Seattle and King County apply tbgefor
the region.

% State funds for operating support to transitidrmising projects that serve homeless householdseamgbrary
rental assistance subsidies in private market hgusir homeless households.
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Mental lllness and Drug Dependency (MIDD)
Funds for Supportive Services in Housing $2,000,000

Total Other Fund Sources (Average) $23,400,000

While the annual revenue that the Consortium adstars is helpful in addressing the
broad goals of the Consolidated Rldms not adequate to meet all of the needs oftlow
moderate-income residents in our region. In otd&llocate limited resources to address
broad goals for the region, the Consortium willdal the following principles:

1. Scarce resources will be used to address the mesgtipg priorities of the King
County Consortium, as identified in the “Key Fingsi section, and as developed in
the objectives and strategies of the “Strategia’Pdaction.

2. The King County Countywide Planning Policies (CPpreyvide overall direction to
the housing and community development efforts efking County Consortium.
Pursuant to the CPPs, the Needs Assessment afileh&indings” section of this
plan, the Consortium will work towards achievingaance of affordable housing
and economic opportunities throughout the urbawtir@areas of King County, such
that all sub-areas have an adequate continuunfartlable housing types, a suitable
living environment and economic opportunities (geelntroduction to this Plan for
more information about the CPPs).

3. The Consortium will strive to increase regionall@bobration in the implementation of the
strategies that we have adopted to reach our godl®bjectives.
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Distribution of King County Administered Funds for
Housing and Community Development Activities: 2008

Public Improve ments ) "
First Time Home- 3.9% CommunltyoFacmtles Emergency & Other
Owner Assistanc 2.1% Public Services

0.6% 2.1%

Housing Re pair
6.5%

Micro-Enterprise and
Ec. Dev.
0.1%

Homelessnes
Prevention
4.2%

omeless Permaner
Supportive and

Temporary Housing

45.9%

Description of Chart Labels:

Affordable Housing Developmentare capital funds utilized for the developmenhefv units
of affordable housing: CDBG, HOME, Regional Affold@ Housing Program, Veteran’s and
Human Services Levy, and some additional local $uindm the King County Developmental
Disabilities Division and King County Mental llinesind Drug Dependency (MIDD) Fund.

First-time Home Owner Assistanceare primarily HOME funds utilized for first-timeoime
buyer activities.

Housing Repairare HOME and CDBG funds utilized for the repaitteé homes of low to
moderate-income homeowners through the HousingiRBpagram.

Homelessness Preventioare CDBG funds and local Veteran’s and Human Sesvievy
funds used for programs which provide one-time fufwd eviction prevention with the goal of
increasing housing stability and preventing honsiess.

Homeless Permanent Supportive Housing and Temporariousing arefederal competitive
funds through McKinney, ESG formula funds, THORetands and local Homeless Housing
and Services funds utilized to create permanem@tpe housing opportunities for homeless
households, and for the operations and maintenaineenporary housing for homeless
households: transitional housing and shelters.

Emergency and Other Public Servicesre CDBG funds for public services (such as foadl an

transportation assistance or short-term help fbpayment) other than homeless prevention and
homeless services, and public services that aoeitprs for the joint agreement cities.
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Micro-Enterprise and Economic Development areCDBG funds for micro-enterprise
development, small business loan program and eceraegwelopment.

Community Facilities are CDBG funds for community facilities such agyhborhood centers
serving low to moderate-income neighborhoods.

Public Improvementsare CDBG funds for public infrastructure projesteh as sewer and
water improvements and sidewalks and parks projects

45



