



Executive Summary
AP-05 Executive Summary - 24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)
1.	Introduction
The 2022 U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Annual Action Plan provides a summary of the actions, activities, and programs Franklin County will implement during the third year (2022) of the Consolidated Plan (2020-2024) period to address the priority needs and goals identified by the Strategic Plan. Overall, the Action Plan functions as an annual guide and budget to explain how federal resources will be used to improve conditions for LMI households, racial and ethnic minorities, homeless persons, and other non-homeless special needs populations in Franklin County.
2.	Summarize the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan  
This could be a restatement of items or a table listed elsewhere in the plan or a reference to another location. It may also contain any essential items from the housing and homeless needs assessment, the housing market analysis or the strategic plan.

Please reference AD-26 Administration - Unique Appendices - Action Plan Summary for a summary of the objectives and outcomes of this plan.
3.	Evaluation of past performance 
This is an evaluation of past performance that helped lead the grantee to choose its goals or projects.
This is an evaluation of past performance that helped lead the grantee to choose its goals or projects.
In 2021, Franklin County effectively used federal and local resources to further its overall Consolidated Plan goals with respect to community development, housing, homelessness prevention, and special needs populations in an attempt to serve extremely low, very low, low, and moderate-income persons.  As indicated in the Consolidated Plan, these goals are to provide affordable housing opportunity, neighborhood and target area revitalization, and economic development and economic opportunity.


4.	Summary of Citizen Participation Process and consultation process 
Summary from citizen participation section of plan.
Summary from citizen participation section of plan.
Public participation is an essential part of the consolidated planning process because it helps ensure that decisions are made with careful attention to community needs and preferences. Moreover, the input of stakeholder and community members generates additional public awareness about the consolidated planning process. Involvement allows more perspectives to be featured during the decision-making process, which gives Franklin County more information to consider in the development of the Consolidated Plan priorities and goals. Receiving input and buy-in from planning officials, stakeholders, and residents of Franklin County plays a significant role in helping the plan take shape.
To this end, a public involvement process was developed to gather targeted feedback from stakeholder groups and provide opportunities for all community residents to participate in the planning process. The major activities of the public involvement process included the provision of a technical assistance workshop, multiple public hearings, a public comment period during which the draft plan could be reviewed, and the ongoing provision of staff support.
Citizen participation specifically solicited for the 2022 Action Plan was compiled through various efforts including publising public notices, publishing the draft plan on the Franklin County Economic Development and Planning Department's website, and emailing the draft Action Plan to numerous non-profits, government agencies, and participating jurisdictions. 
5.	Summary of public comments
This could be a brief narrative summary or reference an attached document from the Citizen Participation section of the Con Plan.
The County held the required public hearings during the 2022 Action Plan processes. Public Hearing Notices were published in the local Columbus Dispatch newspaper. The County also utilized email and the Franklin County Economic Development and Planning Department's website as an attempt to solicite input and provide local community development partners with a copy of the draft action plan. Additionally, the County accepts comments by email and phone.  
6.	Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them
RETURN TO THIS SECTION ON AUGUST 15th, AFTER SOLICITING FOR COMMENTS
CITIZEN COMMENTS ON THE 2022 ACTION PLAN
 
7.	Summary
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OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 09/30/2021)
PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies – 91.200(b)
1.	Agency/entity responsible for preparing/administering the Consolidated Plan
Describe the agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.
	Agency Role
	Name
	Department/Agency

	
	
	



	
	
	

	CDBG Administrator
	FRANKLIN COUNTY
	Economic Development and Planning

	HOME Administrator
	FRANKLIN COUNTY
	Economic Development and Planning

	ESG Administrator
	FRANKLIN COUNTY
	Economic Development and Planning


Table 1 – Responsible Agencies

Narrative (optional)
The Franklin County Department of Economic Development and Planning is the lead agency of the Consolidated Plan. The Department of Economic Development and Planning administers and implements the County’s housing, neighborhood revitalization, economic development, and homeless and human services programs. The primary function of the department includes planning and policy-making, program administration, management of grants and loans, and monitoring and inspection.
The Department of Economic Development and Planning administers the CDBG, HOME, and ESG programs, as well as investment partnerships and several smaller programs.
Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information
Genee' Cosby
Community Development Administrator
Franklin County Department of Economic Development and Planning
150 South Front Street, Suite 10, Columbus, Ohio 43215
geneecosby@franklincountyohio.gov
614-525-5578

AP-10 Consultation – 91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(l)
1.	Introduction
Franklin County is committed to addressing the community's priority needs in the most efficient and effective way possible. In order to do this, the Franklin County Economic Development and Planning Department coordinates with the City of Columbus, other county departments, Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority (CMHA), Community Shelter Board (CSB, the lead Continuum of Care agency), and other key stakeholders and organizations in central Ohio. By partnering with many different departments, agencies, and organizations the Department of Development is able to utilize the collective knowledge of local subject matter experts to help develop strategies and goals to solve the county's priority needs.
Provide a concise summary of the jurisdiction’s activities to enhance coordination between public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health and service agencies (91.215(l))
Franklin County has enhanced its coordination with public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health, and service agencies in the following ways:
· The Franklin County and Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission (MORPC) Housing Advisory Board (HAB) is the official board that reviews and approves affordable housing projects applying for County bond financing. In addition, the HAB reviews and comments on proposed housing bonds as required by the Ohio Revised Code. The County's Housing Bond strategy has been presented to the HAB.
Franklin County is a member of The Community Development (CD) Collaborative of Greater Columbus, which is a non-profit organization that pools resources to provide operating grants and technical assistance to build the capacity of community based non-profit housing developers. The CD Collaborative Board is comprised of various lending institutions such as, the United Way of Central Ohio, The Columbus Foundation, Enterprise Community Partners, Franklin County, and the City of Columbus. Staff for the Collaborative is provided through a contractual relationship with the Affordable Housing Trust for Columbus and Franklin County. Currently five nonprofit community development corporations are funded by the Collaborative.
Describe coordination with the Continuum of Care and efforts to address the needs of homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans, and unaccompanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness.
The County has representatives on the Continuum of Care (CoC) for Franklin County and the City of Columbus. The local CoC is known as the Rebuilding Lives Funder Collaborative (RLFC) which is staffed by the Community Shelter Board (CSB). Funding, monitoring, and system changes are discussed and determined by the RLFC (CoC).The County provides local general fund and Capital Improvement Bond funds in addition to federal ESG and HOME dollars to CSB as an intermediary agency to fund local nonprofit providers working to prevent homelessness and providing emergency shelter. Efforts also include and encourage initiatives of rapid re-housing and stabilization for individuals and families experiencing homelessness. Additionally, funds can also be used to support the community's Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) to guarantee that the community's plan to end homelessness is based on the most applicable and current homeless data available.
The County also provides local Capital Improvement Bond funds and federal HOME funds to assist in the development of permanent supportive housing for chronically homeless individuals and families.
CSB, along with its partner agencies, is designing and implementing a transformational new system designed to move single adults more quickly into stable housing, stop repeat homelessness, and add more capacity when overflow demands are high to make sure everyone who needs shelter is able to get it. There are three key components: First, a new emergency shelter will address the growing numbers of men, women and families who are experiencing homelessness so no one has to sleep on the streets in Columbus. This shelter also assisted in additional capacity for distancing during the COVID19 pandemic. Second, case managers called Navigators will link with a person when they enter the homeless system and work with them throughout their stay. Third, relationships with key partner agencies will be strengthened and enhanced.
Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the jurisdiction's area in determining how to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards for and evaluate outcomes of projects and activities assisted by ESG funds, and develop funding, policies and procedures for the operation and administration of HMIS
In Columbus and Franklin County the Continuum of Care (CoC) role and responsibilities is fulfilled by a committee called the Rebuilding Lives Funder Collaborative (RLFC). The RLFC provides stewardship for all the strategies developed under the Rebuilding Lives (RL) Plan; provides funding for the capital, services, and operations of supportive housing in Columbus and Franklin County; coordinates activities for the new plan; promotes collaboration to achieve goals and strategies; and secures resources for programs and projects. The County has ongoing membership, representation, and participation in the RLFC.
RLFC (CoC) Planning:
· Receive community and public policy updates relevant to homelessness issues
· Receive updates on the Rebuilding Lives Plan, the local plan to end homelessness
· Plan and conduct a sheltered and unsheltered point-in-time count of homeless persons (delegated to CSB)
· Conduct an annual gaps analysis of the homeless needs and services (delegated to CSB)
· Provide required information to complete the local Consolidated Plan(s) (delegated to CSB)
· Review and act on the annual funding allocations, inclusive of ESG and CoC funds, and establish funding priorities
· Review and act on the HUD CoC Application including all relevant charts and tables
· Review and act on any programs that should be removed from HUD funding and any proposed funding reallocations
· Review and make final determination on provider appeals
· Review and act annually on the proposed new supportive housing bonus project
· Designate a Collaborative Applicant
HMIS Operations:
· Designate a single HMIS for the CoC
· Designate an HMIS Lead
· Ensure consistent participation in HMIS (delegated to CSB)
· Ensure the HMIS compliance with HUD requirements (delegated to CSB)
· Review and approve the HMIS policies and procedures, privacy plan, security plan and data quality plan (delegated to CSB)
2.	Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process and describe the jurisdiction’s consultations with housing, social service agencies and other entities

Table 2 – Agencies, groups, organizations who participated
	1
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Columbus Urban League

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services - Housing
Service-Fair Housing

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: improved fair housing services.

	2
	Agency/Group/Organization
	COMMUNITY HOUSING NETWORK

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services - Housing

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Increased number of affordable housing units.

	3
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Community Shelter Board

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-homeless

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

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced homelessness prevention services.

	4
	Agency/Group/Organization
	ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT & COMMUNITY INSTITUTE

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Business and Civic Leaders

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Economic Development

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: improved government coordination enhancing community.

	5
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Homeport

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Housing
Services - Housing
Services-Education

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Increased number of affordable housing units.

	6
	Agency/Group/Organization
	MID-OHIO REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Regional organization
Planning organization

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	7
	Agency/Group/Organization
	National Church Residences

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Housing
Services - Housing
Services-Health

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Increased number of affordable housing units.

	8
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Homes on the Hill CDC

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Housing
Services - Housing
Services-Education

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Increase number of affordable housing units.

	9
	Agency/Group/Organization
	United Way of Central Ohio

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-homeless
Services-Education
Services-Employment

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their reiew and comment. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	10
	Agency/Group/Organization
	GROVE CITY, OHIO

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	11
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CITY OF HILLIARD

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Economic Development
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	12
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CITY OF REYNOLDSBURG

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	13
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CITY OF WHITEHALL

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	14
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CANAL WINCHESTER

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	15
	Agency/Group/Organization
	VILLAGE OF HARRISBURG

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	16
	Agency/Group/Organization
	VILLAGE OF URBANCREST

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	17
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CLINTON TOWNSHIP

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	18
	Agency/Group/Organization
	DARBYDALE/PLEASANT TOWNSHIP

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	19
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CMHA

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services - Housing

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving housing options in the community.

	20
	Agency/Group/Organization
	CD COLLABORATIVE OF GREATER COLUMBUS

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services - Housing

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	21
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Franklin Park Conservatory

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-Education

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Economic Development

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review an document. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	22
	Agency/Group/Organization
	LIFECARE ALLIANCE

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-Persons with HIV/AIDS
Services-homeless
Services-Health

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review an document. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	23
	Agency/Group/Organization
	MID-OHIO BOARD FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-Persons with Disabilities

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Non-Homeless Special Needs

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review an document. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	24
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Ohio State University

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-Education

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Economic Development

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review an document. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	25
	Agency/Group/Organization
	REBUILDING TOGETHER CENTRAL OHIO

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Tool Loan Library

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Public Service for low income residents

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review an document. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development.

	26
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Bexley

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	27
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Franklin County Department of Jobs and Family Services (FCDJFS)

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - County

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Improved government coordination enhancing community development in Columbus.

	28
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Dublin

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	29
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Gahanna

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	30
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Grandview Heights

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	31
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Upper Arlington

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	32
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Westerville

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	33
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of Worthington

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	34
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Village of Groveport

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	35
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Village of Lockbourne

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	36
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Village of Marble Cliff

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	37
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Village of Minerva Park

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	38
	Agency/Group/Organization
	City of New Albany

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	39
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Village of Obetz

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
HOPWA Strategy
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	40
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Village of Valleyview

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	41
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Blendon Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	42
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Brown Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	43
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Franklin Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	44
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Hamilton Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	45
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Jackson Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	46
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Jefferson Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	47
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Madison Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	48
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Mifflin Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	49
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Norwich Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	50
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Perry Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	51
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Plain Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	52
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Pleasant Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	53
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Prairie Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	54
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Sharon Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	55
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Truro Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	56
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Washington Township

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Other government - Local

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs - Families with children
Homelessness Needs - Veterans
Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Lead-based Paint Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced citizen participation and improved government services.

	57
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Food for Good Thought

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-Persons with Disabilities

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Non-Homeless Special Needs
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	Agency was presented a draft of the action plan for their review and comment. Outcome: Enhanced coordination improving local community development

	58
	Agency/Group/Organization
	Greater Columbus Community Helping Hands

	
	Agency/Group/Organization Type
	Services-Education
Business Leaders
Civic Leaders

	
	What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?
	Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

	
	Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved coordination?
	 



Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting
Efforts were made to consult with as broad of a range of agencies as possible; no agency types were specifically excluded from the consultation process.

Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan
	Name of Plan
	Lead Organization
	How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap with the goals of each plan?

	Continuum of Care
	Community Shelter Board
	The goals of the Strategic Plan portion of the Consolidated Plan were developed in close coordination with those of the Rebuilding Lives Plan, which is Columbus' Continuum of Care planning document. The Rebuilding Lives plan is made up of a comprehensive and interrelated set of strategies to decrease the number of people who experience homelessness. The Community Shelter Board works with the County and other partner agencies on four goals in the Rebuilding Lives plan: 1) access; 2) crisis response; 3) transition; and 4) advocacy. The Consolidated Plan's Strategic Goals align with and further support these goals.

	PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan
	Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority (CMHA)
	CMHA is the City of Columbus and Franklin County's Public Housing Authority. The County reviewed CMHA's PHA 5-Year and Annual Plan when developing Strategic Goals related to public housing. The Strategic Plan specifies that Franklin County is committed to collaborating and cooperating with CMHA on the redevelopment of public housing sites and units as outlined in the PHA 5-Year Plan.

	Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice
	Franklin County and City of Columbus
	The Analysis of Impediments (AI) to Fair Housing Choice outlines how Franklin County will take steps to affirmatively further fair housing. The purpose of these actions is to ensure housing choice for all residents of Franklin County by eliminating housing discrimination on the basis of race, color, religion, sex, disability, familial status, national origin, sexual orientation, or gender identity. The AI's Fair Housing Action Plan was considered throughout the Strategic Planning process, and the goals align with and further support fair housing.


Table 3 – Other local / regional / federal planning efforts

Narrative (optional)


AP-12 Participation – 91.105, 91.200(c)
1.	Summary of citizen participation process/Efforts made to broaden citizen participation
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impacted goal-setting

The County initiated the citizen participation process for its 2022 Action Plan by holding two informational public hearings, one on January 13th and the other on the 14th, 2022. The hearings examined community development needs, discussed eligible activities under the HOME and CDBG programs, provided figures concerning anticipated resources, covered the application information and provided technical assistance. 
 
The Action Plan draft and funds availability were advertised in the Columbus Dispatch, , , , on July 13th, 2022 offering access to the plan, soliciting public comment on it and announcing the plan’s third and fourth public hearings (August 12th 2022). In addition the draft plan was sent out to all County political jurisdictions

Citizen Participation Outreach
	Sort Order
	Mode of Outreach
	Target of Outreach
	Summary of 
response/attendance
	Summary of 
comments received
	Summary of comments not accepted and reasons
	URL (If applicable)

	1
	Internet Outreach
	Minorities
 
Persons with disabilities
 
Non-targeted/broad community
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
	The draft 2022 Action Plan and public hearing notice was emailed to the Franklin County community development network of public agencies and organizations, as well as participating organizations. The email requested that comments on the Action Plan draft be made to Franklin County for consideration.
	Citizen comments attached to plan.
	No comments were not accepted.
	 

	2
	Public Hearing
	Minorities
 
Persons with disabilities
 
Non-targeted/broad community
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
	Public Hearing notice was published in the local newspaper and placed on County website and sent to jurisdictions and agencies.
	Members of the public provided input by a virtual hearing by calling the community development team at the Franklin County Economic Development and Planning Department and by attending the public hearings. Citizen comments attached to plan.
	No comments were not accepted.
	 

	3
	Newspaper Ad
	Minorities
 
Persons with disabilities
 
Non-targeted/broad community
 
Residents of Public and Assisted Housing
	Public notice placed in Columbus Dispatch on March 28th.
	Comments attached to plan.
	All comments were accepted.
	 


Table 4 – Citizen Participation Outreach

	
	Annual Action Plan
2022
	26


OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 09/30/2021)

Expected Resources 
AP-15 Expected Resources – 91.220(c)(1,2)
Introduction
The Franklin County receives annual entitlement funding from the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME and  Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) Grant. The CDBG budget is a combination of this entitlement amount, program income, anticipated prior year carryover funds and encumbrance cancellations. The CDBG program income is received from housing loan repayments, economic development loan repayments (including loan repayments from the county's economic development sub recipients), as well as the revenue from several CDBG-funded county programs. These resources are expected to be available to fund county projects that address the priority needs and objectives identified in the Strategic Plan.
The HOME program budget combines the entitlement award with the program income amounts received from housing loan repayments.
Anticipated Resources
	Program
	Source of Funds
	Uses of Funds
	Expected Amount Available Year 1
	Expected Amount Available Remainder of ConPlan 
$
	Narrative Description

	
	
	
	Annual Allocation: $
	Program Income: $
	Prior Year Resources: $
	Total:
$
	
	

	CDBG
	public - federal
	Acquisition
Admin and Planning
Economic Development
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services
	2,059,111
	0
	0
	2,059,111
	4,292,347
	  

	HOME
	public - federal
	Acquisition
Homebuyer assistance
Homeowner rehab
Multifamily rental new construction
Multifamily rental rehab
New construction for ownership
TBRA
	1,010,636
	0
	0
	1,010,636
	1,814,260
	  

	ESG
	public - federal
	Conversion and rehab for transitional housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight shelter
Rapid re-housing (rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional housing
	176,312
	0
	0
	176,312
	320,049
	  


Table 1 - Expected Resources – Priority Table

Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how matching requirements will be satisfied
The creation and maintenance of affordable housing requires the use of both government and private financing and the encouragement of cooperation between the private non-profit, for-profit and the public sector. To the greatest extent practicable, available federal, state and local public and private sector resources are leveraged to generate the maximum benefit from housing activities.
The Affordable Housing Trust for Columbus and Franklin County invests in HOME-eligible county projects. These funds are local dollars dedicated to the development of affordable housing.
CDBG funds are often utilized to provide assistance for business growth and development. There are many allowable uses of the funds including payroll assistance, working capital, purchase of equipment and machinery and renovation of an existing business. Federal funds, provided through a loan or grant, are used to leverage other financial sources and fully fund the project.  This additional funding may be provided by the business owner or other public and private partners that may include other funding sources including County, the State of Ohio or other financial institutions.
Each year the county is required to provide a 25% match for all HOME grant expenditures.  The County fulfills the HUD Cash Match requirement by providing a 25 percent cash match for every HOME dollar it expends. This match goes towards affordable housing and is matched by a non-federal source. In 2022, the County has identified $252,659 as its federal cash match amount. The match is easily met by virtue of the County’s annual allocation to the Rebuilding Lives effort (in 2022 the contribution will be $3,400,000.)
For a more detailed account of how Franklin County leverages federal funds, please see the discussion section below.

If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that may be used to address the needs identified in the plan
The County maintains a land bank which acquires parcels and structures through tax foreclosure and Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP) funded acquisitions. The land bank has also received demolition funds through the Neighborhood Stabilization Program, the Ohio Attorney General and the Hardest Hit funds. These cleared sites can then be put to more productive use through low cost acquisition and redevelopment.  Additionally the land bank has adopted a land trust.
 
Discussion


Annual Goals and Objectives

AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives
Goals Summary Information
	Sort Order
	Goal Name
	Start Year
	End Year
	Category
	Geographic Area
	Needs Addressed
	Funding
	Goal Outcome Indicator

	1
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
	2020
	2024
	Affordable Housing
	 
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
	CDBG: $1,025,000
HOME: $900,000
	Rental units constructed: 210 Household Housing Unit

	2
	Ensure Safe and Sanitary Property Conditions
	2020
	2024
	Affordable Housing
	 
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
	CDBG: $925,000
	Homeowner Housing Rehabilitated: 40 Household Housing Unit

	3
	Provide Housing For Special Needs Populations
	2020
	2024
	Affordable Housing
Homeless
Non-Homeless Special Needs
	 
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
Increase Public Safety and Improve Health Outcomes
	CDBG: $800,000
HOME: $900,000
	Rental units constructed: 120 Household Housing Unit
Homeowner Housing Rehabilitated: 20 Household Housing Unit

	4
	Provide Homebuyer Education and other Counseling
	2020
	2024
	Affordable Housing
	 
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
	CDBG: $15,000
	Public service activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 75 Households Assisted

	5
	Ensure Equal Access to Housing
	2020
	2024
	Affordable Housing
	 
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
Promotion of community development
Promotion of public serevices
	CDBG: $100,000
	Public service activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 2500 Households Assisted

	6
	Foster Business Expansions in Areas of Need
	2020
	2024
	Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	Promotion of economic development
	CDBG: $175,000
	Businesses assisted: 60 Businesses Assisted

	7
	Foster Development of Skills for Residents in Need
	2020
	2024
	Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	Reduce Poverty and Enhance Economic Opportunity
Youth Services
Promotion of community development
	CDBG: $50,000
	Public service activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 30 Persons Assisted

	8
	Provide Education/Recreational Youth Programs
	2020
	2024
	Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	Reduce Poverty and Enhance Economic Opportunity
Youth Services
Promotion of public serevices
	CDBG: $25,000
	Public service activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 100 Persons Assisted

	9
	Improve Health Outcomes
	2020
	2024
	Non-Homeless Special Needs
Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	Increase Public Safety and Improve Health Outcomes
Promotion of public serevices
	 
	Public service activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 350 Persons Assisted

	10
	Increase Access to Housing and Emergency Shelter
	2020
	2024
	Affordable Housing
Homeless
	 
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
Homeless Mitigation and Prevention
	CDBG: $300,000
	Homelessness Prevention: 3000 Persons Assisted

	11
	Public Facilities/Infrastructure Improvements
	2020
	2024
	Non-Housing Community Development
	 
	Public Facility and Infrastructure Improvements
	CDBG: $250,000
	Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 100 Households Assisted


Table 2 – Goals Summary

Goal Descriptions

	1
	Goal Name
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Goal Description
	 

	2
	Goal Name
	Ensure Safe and Sanitary Property Conditions

	
	Goal Description
	 

	3
	Goal Name
	Provide Housing For Special Needs Populations

	
	Goal Description
	 

	4
	Goal Name
	Provide Homebuyer Education and other Counseling

	
	Goal Description
	 

	5
	Goal Name
	Ensure Equal Access to Housing

	
	Goal Description
	 

	6
	Goal Name
	Foster Business Expansions in Areas of Need

	
	Goal Description
	 

	7
	Goal Name
	Foster Development of Skills for Residents in Need

	
	Goal Description
	 

	8
	Goal Name
	Provide Education/Recreational Youth Programs

	
	Goal Description
	 

	9
	Goal Name
	Improve Health Outcomes

	
	Goal Description
	 

	10
	Goal Name
	Increase Access to Housing and Emergency Shelter

	
	Goal Description
	 

	11
	Goal Name
	Public Facilities/Infrastructure Improvements

	
	Goal Description
	 





[bookmark: _Toc309810475]Projects 
AP-35 Projects – 91.220(d)
Introduction 
Given the limited nature of resources, Franklin County prioritizes the needs identified through the Consolidated Planning process to direct the allocation of funds in a manner that maximizes community impact. Needs were prioritized in a Strategic Planning session during which the results of the Needs Assessment and Market Analysis were shared.  This information was used to determine priority needs and develop the Strategic Plan Goals. Through the county's budgeting process the following projects were funded to implement the Strategic Plan Goals.

Projects
	#
	Project Name

	1
	CDBG Administration

	3
	Affordable Housing Inspections

	4
	CHDO Technical Assistance

	5
	Housing Advisory Board

	6
	Fair Housing Services

	7
	Home Repair

	8
	Down Payment Assistance Program

	9
	CHDO Operating

	10
	CHDO Development

	11
	Rebuilding Lives

	12
	Housing Retention Services

	13
	Meals Distribution and Nutritional Program

	14
	Summer Meal Program

	15
	Tool Loan Library

	16
	Housing Counseling

	17
	Hearing Enhancement Services

	18
	Stepping Off to College

	19
	Microenterprise Loan Program

	20
	Employment Services

	21
	Minority Contractor Initiative Program

	22
	Homelessness Prevention Services

	23
	Homelessness Outreach

	24
	Comm. Shelter Board Community Partnership


Table 3 - Project Information

Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved needs
The allocation priorities are a product of communities priorities, analysis and citizen input. Generally speaking, the CDBG, HOME and ESG funds will continue to fund the same category of programs as in 2020. There is a great need for the rehabilitation of both owner and renter-occupied housing in Franklin County. The county has a large and growing inventory of vacant and abandoned housing units that could be returned to the market if they were rehabilitated. Along with the need for large-scale intensive rehabilitation, there is a large demand for repair assistance. In terms of obstacles, the demand for housing rehabilitation and repair services far outpaces available funding. 




AP-38 Project Summary
Project Summary Information

	1
	Project Name
	CDBG Administration

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	 

	
	Needs Addressed
	 

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	This allocation provides funds for the overall administration, management, monitoring, budgeting, and evaluation of the CDBG program, $298,186 in CDBG funds.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	 

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	2
	Project Name
	Affordable Housing Inspections

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Ensure Safe and Sanitary Property Conditions

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority - HUD regulations require the County to periodically inspect the rental units in its loan portfolio (units that have been rehabilitated or constructed with County HOME dollars.) CMHA conducts the inspections on behalf of the County.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	TBD

	3
	Project Name
	CHDO Technical Assistance

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Community Development Collaborative of Greater Columbus Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¢Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿ this allocation is for the monitoring and auditing of CHDO affordable housing projects, fulfilling a HOME program set-aside requirement.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	HOTH Housing

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	4
	Project Name
	Housing Advisory Board

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	CDBG: $10,000

	
	Description
	Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission - the Housing Advisory Board (HAB) was established to help expand and preserve the supply of affordable housing throughout Franklin County.  HAB serves that end by reviewing and making recommendations on bond projects to the Franklin County Board of Commissioners and monitoring those subsequently, successfully funded projects.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	Depends on use of bonds

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	5
	Project Name
	Fair Housing Services

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Ensure Equal Access to Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Promotion of public serevices

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Columbus Urban League Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¢Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿ this allocation provides fair housing services to the community including education, advocacy, testing and enforcement of fair housing laws and implementation of the community Fair Housing Plan. The program is anticipated to provide services to approximately four-thousand (4,000) County residents.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	6
	Project Name
	Home Repair

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¢Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿ the urgent repair program provides grants to low-income families to address a major failing household system that threatens the occupantÃ¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¢Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿s immediate health and safety. The program anticipates rehabilitating seventy (70) homes.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	 

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	7
	Project Name
	Down Payment Assistance Program

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	CDBG: $300,000

	
	Description
	The allocation funds a first-time Homebuyer Down Payment Assistance program for income-eligible Franklin County residents. The program anticipates providing down payment assistance to fifteen (15) households.Housing counseling will be a separate project.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	8
	Project Name
	CHDO Operating

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	HOME: $50,531

	
	Description
	Supports CHDO operating (%5 of HOME allocation.)

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	9
	Project Name
	CHDO Development

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	HOME: $151,595

	
	Description
	Supports development efforts of the affordable housing trust.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	Depends on site selection

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	10
	Project Name
	Rebuilding Lives

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	HOME: $250,000

	
	Description
	This allocation is annually made to the Continuum of Care, Community Shelter Board designated Rebuilding Lives Project (which addresses homelessness and assists individuals suffering from de-habilitating circumstances and/or illnesses.)

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	OHFA tax-credit dependent 

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	11
	Project Name
	Housing Retention Services

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
Ensure Equal Access to Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Community Housing Network - this program provides housing retention services to low income tenant households that have a history of mental illness, addiction and/or homelessness. The program anticipates assisting one-hundred and fifty (115) households.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

	
	Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	The program anticipates assisting one-hundred and fifty (115) households

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	12
	Project Name
	Meals Distribution and Nutritional Program

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	 

	
	Needs Addressed
	 

	
	Funding
	CDBG: $40,000

	
	Description
	The allocation supports a nutritional program including the distribution of meals to low-income residents. LifeCare will distribute an estimated two-thousand (2,000) meals and seven hundred (700) food pantry packets to an estimated 65 households.***ALSO NEED TO ADD IMPACT PROGRAM***

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

	
	Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	4400 meals to low income households 

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	13
	Project Name
	Summer Meal Program

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Improve Health Outcomes

	
	Needs Addressed
	Youth Services

	
	Funding
	CDBG: $25,000

	
	Description
	summer youth meal program.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

	
	Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	10,000 low income children 

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	14
	Project Name
	Tool Loan Library

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Ensure Safe and Sanitary Property Conditions

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing
Increase Public Safety and Improve Health Outcomes

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Rebuilding Together Central Ohio/ModCon Living this program provides a tool loan program to low income Franklin County residents and nonprofit partners. The program anticipates making nine-hundred (900) tool loans to County residents.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

	
	Estimate the number and type of families that will benefit from the proposed activities
	900 household benefiting from 2,000 tool loans

	
	Location Description
	Dependent on clients

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	15
	Project Name
	Housing Counseling

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Ensure Equal Access to Housing

	
	Needs Addressed
	Preserve and Expand Affordable Housing

	
	Funding
	CDBG: $85,000

	
	Description
	Homes on the Hill - the program provides housing counseling services to eligible homeowners and potential homeowners advising those clients in regards to purchasing a home, renting, defaults, foreclosures and credit issues. It is anticipated that fifty (50) households will receive housing counseling services. Homeport - Housing counseling in addition to down payment assistance

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	16
	Project Name
	Hearing Enhancement Services

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	 

	
	Needs Addressed
	 

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	The Mid-Ohio Board for Independent Living (MOBILE) - provides adaptive equipment for the hearing impaired. The program anticipates serving thirty (30) clients.

	
	Target Date
	 

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

	
	Location Description
	 

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	17
	Project Name
	Stepping Off to College

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Foster Development of Skills for Residents in Need

	
	Needs Addressed
	Youth Services

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Greater Columbus Community Helping Hands - provides college entry readiness skills to high school students preparing to enter college including the provision of a lap top computer upon successful completion of the program.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	City of Whitehall School District

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	18
	Project Name
	Microenterprise Loan Program

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Foster Business Expansions in Areas of Need

	
	Needs Addressed
	Reduce Poverty and Enhance Economic Opportunity

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Economic & Community Development Institute - this allocation provides microenterpise revolving loans to low and moderate income business owners (new and expanding) who employ 1-5 employees. To qualify for assistance, the owner applicantÃ¿Â¿Ã¿Â¢Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿s household earnings must not exceed 80% of the area median income. It is anticipated that ECDI will aid a minimum of twenty (20) businesses and create or retain a minimum of six (6) jobs.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	19
	Project Name
	Employment Services

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Foster Development of Skills for Residents in Need

	
	Needs Addressed
	Promotion of economic development

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Food for Thought - provides employment services including job coaching to autistic  Franklin County residents.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	20
	Project Name
	Minority Contractor Initiative Program

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Foster Business Expansions in Areas of Need

	
	Needs Addressed
	Reduce Poverty and Enhance Economic Opportunity
Promotion of economic development

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Program will provide technical assistance to minority contractors and potential loans to assist in the expansion of their businesses

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	21
	Project Name
	Homelessness Prevention Services

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Increase Access to Housing and Emergency Shelter

	
	Needs Addressed
	Homeless Mitigation and Prevention

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Community Shelter Board - This allocation provides essential services to the homeless.  The Community Shelter Board awards the grant dollars on behalf of the County to community agencies based on community needs and priorities.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	22
	Project Name
	Homelessness Outreach

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Increase Access to Housing and Emergency Shelter

	
	Needs Addressed
	Homeless Mitigation and Prevention

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Community Shelter Board Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¢Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿Ã¿Â¿ provides homelessness outreach services to individuals and families at risk of or currently experiencing homelessness.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 

	23
	Project Name
	Comm. Shelter Board Community Partnership

	
	Target Area
	 

	
	Goals Supported
	Increase Access to Housing and Emergency Shelter

	
	Needs Addressed
	Homeless Mitigation and Prevention

	
	Funding
	: 

	
	Description
	Funds will be used to support County homelessness prevention services.

	
	Target Date
	6/30/2023

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

	
	Location Description
	County-wide

	
	Planned Activities
	 


[bookmark: _Toc309810477]AP-50 Geographic Distribution – 91.220(f) 
Description of the geographic areas of the entitlement (including areas of low-income and minority concentration) where assistance will be directed 
Almost all of the CDBG, HOME and ESG programs operate countywide where programs are geared to benefit primarily low- to moderate-income families.
Funds will be strategically allocated to ensure that investments achieve the strategic goals of this plan and meet CDBG national objectives and other programmatic requirements. Accordingly, the county will take a community-driven approach to funding, one that prioritizes investments which provide the greatest increase in quality of life for LMI residents.  In this way, investments will be tailored to supplement the specific assets and opportunities of the communities receiving funding.
Geographic Distribution
	Target Area
	Percentage of Funds

	
	


Table 4 - Geographic Distribution 

Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically 
See above.
Discussion
HUD CPD resources are provided to programs that operate county-wide as well as in specific geographic areas. The Housing rehabilitation programs operate throughout the county. The Stepping Off to College program serves students in the Whitehall City School District.   

Affordable Housing 
AP-55 Affordable Housing – 91.220(g) 
Introduction
Franklin County invests federal funds in the development of rental and for sale units, the rehabilitation and repair of existing homeowner units and the provision of supportive services and emergency shelter benefiting low and moderate income households. This section shows specific goals for the number of homeless, non-homeless, and special needs households that will be provided affordable housing during the 2022 program year.  Also shown is the number of affordable housing units that will be provided with CDBG and HOME funds. Programs that will provide these units are the CDBG and HOME Affordable Housing Funds and the Rebuilding Lives Program. 
	One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported

	Homeless
	3,000

	Non-Homeless
	250

	Special-Needs
	80

	Total
	3,330


Table 6 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

	One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through

	Rental Assistance
	3,000

	The Production of New Units
	210

	Rehab of Existing Units
	40

	Acquisition of Existing Units
	0

	Total
	3,250


Table 7 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type

Discussion
The Community Shelter Board (CSB) oversees the implementation of the Rebuilding Lives Program. This two part program consists of meeting both the short-term and long-term needs of homeless men and women through emergency shelter and the development and operation of permanent supportive housing. The county uses HESG and general funding to provide these supportive services to 3,000 persons. 
It is anticipated that the County will complete four (4) projects working with local for-profit and non-profit development organizations, creating approximately 210 units (the final plans based on funding are not completed - (proposed vendors: Community Housing Network; Community Builder's project in Bexley and one continuum of care housing tax credit project.    
CDBG funding will be used to work with approximately 40 existing homeowners to address repairs benefitting low-income persons and low-income elderly and/or disabled persons.        


AP-60 Public Housing – 91.220(h)
Introduction
The Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority (CMHA), a separate governmental entity, administers public housing new construction, rehabilitation and modernization activities, home ownership opportunity programs and the Housing Choice Voucher Program for its tenant population. CMHA is the primary provider of affordable housing for extremely low-income families, elderly and the disabled in Columbus. CMHA’s affordable housing objectives are achieved through administration of Housing Choice Vouchers (HCV) and new affordable housing. 
Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing
CMHA will convert all remaining public housing through the RAD (rental assistance demonstration) Program or use disposition authority to transition their portfolio out of public housing and into other sources of subsidy. 
CMHA will continue to acquire and develop mixed-income housing with the goal of acquiring 500 units per year for the next two years.
Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and participate in homeownership
Franklin County promotes homeownership opportunities and links with CMHA's Section 8 Homeownership and Family Self Sufficiency programs to coordinate dollars and assistance.
If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be provided or other assistance 
CMHA is not a troubled PHA.
Discussion
See above.
AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities – 91.220(i)
Introduction
The lead agency for the homeless service system in Columbus is the Community Shelter Board (CSB), an independent non-profit agency founded in 1986 by a group of civic leaders, business associations, local government leaders and representatives from a variety of foundations. CSB does not provide any direct services to the community. Its main responsibilities are resource development and investment, service delivery coordination and planning, fostering collaboration, program accountability, and public policy reform. The CSB allocates funding annually to partner agencies for programs serving homeless individuals and families in Columbus. The CSB receives funding from many and varied sources such as the Franklin County, the City of Columbus, Federal funds, Ohio Department of Development, United Way, Together Rebuilding Lives, and private and corporate donations.
Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness including
Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their individual needs
The county, in partnership with the Community Shelter Board, has created a unified system to better respond to homeless persons who are not accessing shelter, including a coordinated call and dispatch system, common documentation and shared outcomes for the street and camp outreach program. The Maryhaven Collaborative Outreach Team is improving access to resources for adults living on the streets, reducing the number of adults experiencing long-term street homelessness; reducing frustration for the community trying to help homeless people and is more efficiently deploying resources to reduce duplication of efforts in Columbus and Franklin County. The County’s $75,000 allocation to homelessness outreach supports this effort. In addition the County provides $50,100 in CDBG funds and approximately $160,000 in ESG funds.
Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons
The Consolidated Plan Homeless Strategy revolves around two target groups: 1) homeless households (individuals and families with children) who have a disabled member and have experienced long-term homelessness and 2) homeless households without a disabled member who have experienced short-term homelessness, as well as households at-risk of homelessness. Strategies for both of these groups involve the prevention of homelessness and, if homelessness occurs, the provision of shelter, transitional housing, permanent housing and supportive services for those in need. The lead agency for the homeless service system in Columbus is the Community Shelter Board (CSB). The CSB provides access to shelter beds for men, women, and families in Columbus and Franklin County. Beyond providing a secure and clean place to sleep, all programs provide access to basic services such as showers, meals, healthcare and material assistance as well as referrals, supportive services and crisis assistance. Most shelters have resource centers that provide internet access, telephones, employment leads, job training resources and other community resources as well as support staff to assist individuals in obtaining jobs and housing.
Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were recently homeless from becoming homeless again
In partnership with the Community Shelter Board, the county has created a unified system for permanent supportive housing. The Unified Supportive Housing System (USHS) includes a centralized eligibility determination and placement, periodic review of tenant needs and "move up" incentives to encourage tenants to be more independent. Fewer adults and families will experience long-term homelessness. Additionally, there are more housing units available, easier access to supportive housing for prospective tenants, one application process and improved targeting of scarce housing resources. People with the greatest needs receive priority for housing. 
Helping low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely low-income individuals and families and those who are: being discharged from publicly funded institutions and systems of care (such as health care facilities, mental health facilities, foster care and other youth facilities, and corrections programs and institutions); or, receiving assistance from public or private agencies that address housing, health, social services, employment, education, or youth needs.
The Community Shelter Board coordinates prevention and shelter diversion programs to assist families and individuals who are homeless, precariously housed, or living on the streets, to locate and maintain stable housing. Families and individuals are provided with relocation services, referrals, tenant education and linkage to short-term financial rental assistance to quickly resolve the family or individual housing crisis. 
Discussion


AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.220(j)
Introduction: 
Franklin County does not have enough affordable housing to meet current needs and the private market is not producing a high volume of affordable rental housing. As discussed in the Consolidated Plan, there are many barriers to providing affordable housing.  A number of market characteristics impact the production of new units, including: the large growth of population in Columbus; increased demand for rental housing units; rising rental and homeownership costs; the recovery of the housing market; the production of new housing units by the private market; current housing affordability; demolition of public housing units; the number of people on the Section 8 waiting list; and the cost of land and development. Neighborhoods continue to seek the highest possible quality and amenities for housing developed in their communities and this tends to increase costs and make housing units less affordable to those seeking to live in these areas. The process of obtaining plan approval and building permits requires the use of paid professionals such as architects, engineers and spec writers to address building issues.  Additionally, state code and newly developed pro-active code enforcement raises the bar for property maintenance requirements which can be a challenge for the elderly and disabled.  
As mentioned above, the Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority has reduced the number of public housing units in the community. Between 2019 and 2024, approximately 25% of the privately owned Section 8 contracts are set to expire, which could decrease the number of affordable housing units.
Actions it planned to remove or ameliorate the negative effects of public policies that serve as barriers to affordable housing such as land use controls, tax policies affecting land, zoning ordinances, building codes, fees and charges, growth limitations, and policies affecting the return on residential investment
The Economic Development & Planning Department continues to implement recommendations from the Columbus & Franklin County Housing Task Force to provide property tax incentives, increase housing code enforcement and expansion of the county and city Land Banks. The Land Bank Program of the Land Redevelopment Office will partner with Code Enforcement to identify, and if possible acquire, vacant tax delinquent properties in order to expedite their return to productive use. In 2021, the Code Enforcement Section anticipates issuing 1100 zoning, housing and environmental code orders. The County provides housing rehabilitation programs to assist these populations with maintaining code compliance. 
General ideas to overcome barriers:
• Link non-profit agencies with for-profit developers and expanding density levels
• Target areas based on public infrastructure, transportation and job centers
•Maximize the use of subsidies for low-income households
• Public infrastructure improvements in affordable housing areas
Remove density restrictions in neighborhoods
Allow ancillary housing on already developed lots
The City of Columbus utilizes a HOME funds to invest in communities housing stock. The City also uses Affordable Housing Bond funds to invest in affordable housing unit construction. The City follows strict community input processes in advance of land use and zoning changes for affordable housing project. Although this sometimes can be so involved that the projects are delayed, it is important that the neighbors of the new developments are allowed sufficient opportunity to comment on development plans. 
The County is strategically investing in community transit options and transit oriented development planning. This is also true for the City of Columbus and the Central Ohio Transit Authority, the public institution which serves as the public transportation provider for the County and City. Building affordable housing on or near quality public transportation is a priority for the County funded by way of the magnet fund. 
Additionally, the County continues to invest general funds in code enforcement and eviction prevention programs. Recently, the County has removed eviction records for all Franklin County residents that were five years or older. 
Discussion: 
Franklin County will coordinate with community development organizations that have shown the capacity and neighborhood buy-in to bring housing developments to fruition. The county will look to these partners to help overcome barriers to affordable housing through such incremental steps as educating the public and civic leaders about affordable housing, advocating for transportation options in all areas of the county and working together to attract additional subsidy to overcome high cost of housing redevelopment over the long term.
AP-85 Other Actions – 91.220(k)
Introduction: 
Described below are the county’s planned actions to carry out the following strategies outlined in the Consolidated Plan. 
Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs
A key underserved group in Franklin County are individuals with special needs, particularly those living with a disability. Low funding levels are consistently cited as the reason for the shortage of services. The County attempts to secure additional funds through its housing rehab programs that place a no interest loan on home that is not payable until the homeowner sales of vacates their property. In addition, the County funds a Senior and Disable housing repair program through the Economic & Community Development Institute. Further, all County rental programs require tenants to be at or below 80% AMI. County homebuyer programs continue outreach with lenders including on-site training and outreach at homebuyer education classes (Including pre and post counseling). 
All rental programs require tenants to be at or below 80 percent AMI. City homebuyer programs continue outreach with lenders including on-site training and outreach at homebuyer education classes.
The funding of supportive services to provide ongoing housing case management services will include the development of updated, comprehensive housing plans implemented in a timely and consistent manner.
Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing
Coordinated goals for the County include:  
1. Support the development of multi-family housing with low-income housing tax credits.
2. Continue to fund owner occupied repair/rehab through loans to persons earning 80 percent or less LMI.
3. Combine transit lines and housing projects through the magnet fund.
The County's HOME program prioritizes the redevelopment of existing affordable housing rental units. New units are added to the inventory through this program. The city bond- funded Rental Rehabilitation Program, which focuses on smaller rental units also adds units to the total inventory. HUD- approved homeowner counseling agencies assist with foreclosure prevention and pre-purchase counseling.
Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards
Franklin County Public Health has partnered with the City of Columbus which has been awarded 3.9 million in Lead Hazard Reduction Demonstration Program funds and will receive a portion of these funds in 2019. All contractors used in both housing programs are licensed Lead Abatement Contractors and are able to recognize and deal with lead hazards in construction projects. The County allocates CDBG funds to housing repair programs that utilize lead hazard standards and abatement.
Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families
Addressing poverty is one of the County’s most important functions. This was demonstrated through the County's adoption of the Eliminating Poverty Blueprint. In partnership with other governmental bodies, non-profits, businesses, institutions and local
foundations, the County is working to employ the following goals and strategies: 
• Initiating workforce development programs coordinating businesses with local curriculums.
• Linking transportation such as bus service to job sectors
• Creating jobs and through local incentives
• Provide sufficient housing which working families can afford.
Programs funded with CDBG and HOME funds provide homeowner and rental rehabilitation and repairs, new construction of rental and homeowner units and downpayment assistance for income-eligible, first-time homebuyers. These activities, that produce and preserve affordable housing, are important in reducing the number of poverty-level families in the county. Using CDBG funding, county programs also support activities that provide child care and recreational activities, health care programs that provide education and training for low income individuals, and economic development programs that require the creation of jobs. Using general fund dollars, the county provides funding for anti-poverty activities such as literacy and job training. 
The county implements the federally required Section 3 program which is intended to ensure that when employment or contracting opportunities are generated by HUD funded Section 3 covered projects, preference is given to qualified low and very low income persons or business concerns (implementing the new HUD section 3 guidelines.)
Actions planned to develop institutional structure 
See the 2020-2024 Consolidated plan (SP-40).
Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social service agencies
There are a number of ongoing collaborative efforts in the community. Guided by the Community Shelter Board, the city, county and other entities participate in efforts to address and end homelessness through the A Place to Call Home. The Community Development Collaborative is funded by the city, county and other private organizations to provide operating support and technical assistance to Community Development Corporations. The Columbus Affordable Housing Task Force which consists of HUD, state and local government staff and development organizations meets every quarter to discuss affordable rental projects and preservation opportunities.  There is an ongoing collaboration with the Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority regarding development opportunities, use of project- based vouchers and other related issues. The Housing Dialogue group brings practitioners and academics from The Ohio State University, Knowlton School of Architecture, to look at housing issues from different perspectives. Additionally, a group of local non-profit organizations has formed the Housing Alliance to make a case for affordable housing and need for resources in the community. 
Discussion: 
See above.
Program Specific Requirements
AP-90 Program Specific Requirements – 91.220(l)(1,2,4)
Introduction: 
The following are the program specific requirements for the Annual Action Plan. 
Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) 
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(1) 
Projects planned with all CDBG funds expected to be available during the year are identified in the Projects Table. The following identifies program income that is available for use that is included in projects to be carried out. 

	

	1. The total amount of program income that will have been received before the start of the next program year and that has not yet been reprogrammed
	0

	2. The amount of proceeds from section 108 loan guarantees that will be used during the year to address the priority needs and specific objectives identified in the grantee's strategic plan.
	0

	3. The amount of surplus funds from urban renewal settlements
	0

	4. The amount of any grant funds returned to the line of credit for which the planned use has not been included in a prior statement or plan
	0

	5. The amount of income from float-funded activities
	0

	Total Program Income:
	0



Other CDBG Requirements 
	

	1. The amount of urgent need activities
	5,622,337



	
	

	2. The estimated percentage of CDBG funds that will be used for activities that benefit persons of low and moderate income.Overall Benefit - A consecutive period of one, two or three years may be used to determine that a minimum overall benefit of 70% of CDBG funds is used to benefit persons of low and moderate income. Specify the years covered that include this Annual Action Plan.
	95.00%





HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME) 
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(2) 
1. A description of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is as follows: 
No other forms are utilized (such as tenant based assistance.)

2. A description of the guidelines that will be used for resale or recapture of HOME funds when used for homebuyer activities as required in 92.254, is as follows: 
HOME POLICIES 
Recapture Guidelines for HOME Homebuyer Programs
Per 24 CFR 92.150, Franklin County adheres to the following recapture guidelines (as opposed to the resale option) in the operation of its HOME funded homeownership programs. These guidelines are to be adhered to for all homeownership programs administered by the County or any designee including Subrecipients and Community Housing Development Organizations (CHDOs) designated by the County.
The guidelines are based on 24 CFR 92.254 (a)(4)(ii), which stipulates the conditions for recapture of the HOME investment used to assist low-income families in acquiring a home. Two factors that are important in developing the guidelines are the fair return to the buyer at time of sale, as well as insuring that the homeowner is not put in a negative equity position.
It is also important to realize that there are two forms of subsidy; a subsidy on the development cost of a project which brings the total project cost down to the market value of the house to be sold, and a subsidy to the homebuyer that lowers the cost of the house from market value to a price affordable by the buyer. These factors along with other polices determine the amount of HOME funds to be recaptured.
Given these considerations, the amount of HOME funds to be recaptured will be equal to the difference between the appraised value of the house and the price paid by the buyer, not to exceed the total amount of HOME funds in the project. This amount would become the HOME second mortgage. The balances of HOME funds in the project, if any, are deemed to have been a development subsidy and will not be recaptured.
The minimum length of time in which the recapture provisions will be in force is based on the amount of HOME funds subject to recapture as described below:
These affordability periods are outlined at 24 CFR Part 92.254(a)(4), as follows:
Table 9 – HOME Affordability Periods 
If the low-income homebuyer does not reside in this property (as the principle residence) for the applicable period, the County will enforce one of the following two recapture methods as allowed under the HOME guidelines:
1)         Shared net proceeds, or
2)         Reduction during the affordability period
The method of recapture will be determined on a project or program basis.
HOME Types of Activities and Forms of Assistance
Types of Activities:
Franklin County uses its HOME allocation to provide incentives to develop and support affordable rental housing and homeownership through the acquisition (including assistance to first-time homebuyers), new construction, reconstruction, and moderate or substantial rehabilitation of housing.  This may include real property acquisition, site improvements, conversion, demolition, and other expenses, including financing costs, and relocation expenses.
Please find a description of the remaining HOME guidelines at the bottom of this section.  
 
1. A description of the guidelines for resale or recapture that ensures the affordability of units acquired with HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a)(4) are as follows: 
See description above in section 2.
 
1. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is rehabilitated with HOME funds along with a description of the refinancing guidelines required that will be used under 24 CFR 92.206(b), are as follows: 


3. A description of the guidelines for resale or recapture that ensures the affordability of units acquired with HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a)(4) are as follows: 
HOME POLICIES 
Recapture Guidelines for HOME Homebuyer Programs
Per 24 CFR 92.150, Franklin County adheres to the following recapture guidelines (as opposed to the resale option) in the operation of its HOME funded homeownership programs. These guidelines are to be adhered to for all homeownership programs administered by the County or any designee including Subrecipients and Community Housing Development Organizations (CHDOs) designated by the County.
The guidelines are based on 24 CFR 92.254 (a)(4)(ii), which stipulates the conditions for recapture of the HOME investment used to assist low-income families in acquiring a home. Two factors that are important in developing the guidelines are the fair return to the buyer at time of sale, as well as insuring that the homeowner is not put in a negative equity position.
It is also important to realize that there are two forms of subsidy; a subsidy on the development cost of a project which brings the total project cost down to the market value of the house to be sold, and a subsidy to the homebuyer that lowers the cost of the house from market value to a price affordable by the buyer. These factors along with other polices determine the amount of HOME funds to be recaptured.
Given these considerations, the amount of HOME funds to be recaptured will be equal to the difference between the appraised value of the house and the price paid by the buyer, not to exceed the total amount of HOME funds in the project. This amount would become the HOME second mortgage. The balances of HOME funds in the project, if any, are deemed to have been a development subsidy and will not be recaptured.
The minimum length of time in which the recapture provisions will be in force is based on the amount of HOME funds subject to recapture as described below:
These affordability periods are outlined at 24 CFR Part 92.254(a)(4), as follows:
Table 9 – HOME Affordability Periods 
If the low-income homebuyer does not reside in this property (as the principle residence) for the applicable period, the County will enforce one of the following two recapture methods as allowed under the HOME guidelines:
1)         Shared net proceeds, or
2)         Reduction during the affordability period
The method of recapture will be determined on a project or program basis.
HOME Types of Activities and Forms of Assistance
Types of Activities:
Franklin County uses its HOME allocation to provide incentives to develop and support affordable rental housing and homeownership through the acquisition (including assistance to first-time homebuyers), new construction, reconstruction, and moderate or substantial rehabilitation of housing.  This may include real property acquisition, site improvements, conversion, demolition, and other expenses, including financing costs, and relocation expenses.
Please find a description of the remaining HOME guidelines at the bottom of this section.  
 
1. A description of the guidelines for resale or recapture that ensures the affordability of units acquired with HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a)(4) are as follows: 
See description above in section 2.
 
1. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is rehabilitated with HOME funds along with a description of the refinancing guidelines required that will be used under 24 CFR 92.206(b), are as follows: 


4. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is rehabilitated with HOME funds along with a description of the refinancing guidelines required that will be used under 24 CFR 92.206(b), are as follows: 
On a case by case basis, the county may use HOME funds to refinance existing debt in connection with the rehabilitation of multifamily housing. Eligible properties may be located anywhere in the county. Under no circumstances will HOME funds be used to refinance multifamily loans made or insured by any Federal program, including CDBG. In addition, the guidelines established by the county require that 1) the multifamily housing undergoing rehabilitation and refinancing is necessary to continue to provide affordable housing to low income families, 2) rehabilitation must be the primary eligible activity for which at least 60 percent of the HOME funds are used, 3) eligible projects must require a minimum level of rehabilitation of $10,000 per unit, 4) a maximum of 40 percent of HOME funds may be used for the refinancing of existing debt, 5) the use of HOME funds must be conditioned upon a low income affordability period of a minimum of 15 years, and 6) the county must review the management practices of the property owner to insure that disinvestment has not occurred, that the long term needs of the project can be met and that the feasibility of serving the targeted population over at least a 15 year affordability period can be demonstrated.

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) 
Reference 91.220(l)(4) 

1. Include written standards for providing ESG assistance (may include as attachment) 
Since March 2012, the Community Shelter Board (CSB) consolidated all program policies and procedures into one in accordance with 24 CFR Section 576.400. The combined document, CSB HEARTH Operating Policy and Procedures, is inclusive of all federal regulations. Contracts between CSB and grantees require the agency to follow the CSB HEARTH Operating Policy and Procedures. In addition, grantees are monitored annually through a Program Review and Certification process. The review ensures programmatic/service provisions, facility, data, fiscal and governance standards are followed in accordance with all HUD regulations.
2. If the Continuum of Care has established centralized or coordinated assessment system that meets HUD requirements, describe that centralized or coordinated assessment system. 
Community Shelter Board implemented the Coordinated Point of Access (CPoA) for single adults attempting to obtain shelter. CPoA has specialists available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week to conduct a preliminary triage and assessment and to explore diversion possibilities via a prescribed set of diversion questions. Single adults determined to meet shelter eligibility criteria are then referred to the most appropriate shelter bed. Single adult shelters must coordinate services through the CPoA with the exception of the shelter serving inebriated single adults who are receiving access directly through community services. Once in shelter, the individual's need is assessed using the community's Vulnerability Assessment, within the first five days of shelter stay.
For the Family Shelter System, all families seeking shelter must contact the family front door, the YWCA Family Center (FC), to determine eligibility for shelter. The FC staff conducts diversion and triage in order to determine the best avenue for the family. If the family has to be admitted into the FC, after a need assessment is completed, they will then be referred to the best rapid re-housing (RRH) program to address their needs. All families need to meet certain eligibility criteria for participation in RRH programs but housing first principles are followed at all times.
Both centralized systems are participating in the local HMIS and all intake information is collected into our open system, facilitating service provision.
3. Identify the process for making sub-awards and describe how the ESG allocation available to private nonprofit organizations (including community and faith-based organizations). 
Franklin County makes a sub-award to the Community Shelter Board. The Community Shelter Board was created in 1986 to respond to the growing problem of homelessness in Franklin County. The founders include: the Franklin County Board of Commissioners, the City of Columbus, the United Way of Central Ohio, the Columbus Foundation, the Columbus Chamber and many other organizations concerned about the quality of life in Franklin County. The CSB in turn sub-awards ESG funds to nonprofit providers of homeless services.
4. If the jurisdiction is unable to meet the homeless participation requirement in 24 CFR 576.405(a), the jurisdiction must specify its plan for reaching out to and consulting with homeless or formerly homeless individuals in considering policies and funding decisions regarding facilities and services funded under ESG. 
Franklin County meets the homeless participation requirement in 24 CFR 576.405a.
5. Describe performance standards for evaluating ESG. 
Program performance standards are established by Community Shelter Board (CSB) and recommended to the Continuum of Care (CoC) Board for approval and incorporate HUD requirements and local standards. Program performance standards are reviewed annually by the CoC Board. CSB incorporates these standards into annual program agreements with each sub-recipient. An annual Program Outcome Plan (POP) is part of the agreement. The POP establishes individual program performance goals for all homeless programs, by type. If CSB and the sub-recipient disagree on the annual POP, the sub-recipient may appeal. CSB monitors program performance and provides monthly, quarterly, semi-annual and annual community data reports. Each POP performance goal is assessed versus actual performance as achieved or not achieved. Achieved Goal is defined as 90% or better of a numerical goal or within 5 percentage points of a percentage goal, except where a lesser or greater value than this variance also indicates an achieved goal, or if the metric is fixed.


See above.


Attachments


Grantee Unique Appendices
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Mortgage Lending

Homeownership s it 1o 3 community's economic wellbeing. To live up to the requiremens of fir
Housing law, il persons must have the abiity to e where they want and can afford. Prospective
Homebayersneed acess to mortgage credt, and programs thatoffer homeownership should b avalable
without dscrimination. Thi secton assesses the degree to which the housing needs of Columbus and
Frankln County residents ae being met by home loan lenders.

The Home Mortgge Disiosure Act of 1975 (HVIDA) requires most mortgsge lending insitutions to
disclose detaled nformation about their home-lending actites annually. The objective of the MDA
include ensuring that borrowers and loan applicants are recevingfai treatment nthe home loan market.

HMDA data, which s provided by the Federal Financia Institutions Examination Coundll FFIEC), includes
Home loan application data reported by banks, savings associated, credit unions, and mortgage
companies. tincludes the type, purpose, and characteristics of esch home mortgage loan appiication that
lenders ecelve during the calendar year. It also includes addtional data related to those applications
including loan priing information, acton taken, property location by census tract, and additional
information about loan applicants Including sx,race, ethicity,and income.

The source fo this anayssis ract-Jevel HMDA datafor Franki County censustacts or the years rangng.
from 2013 0 2017, which includes  total of 55,577 conventional mortgage home loan applicatons and
307 home loan applicatons for government.insured morlgages (e.5., FHA-nsured, VAguaranteed, or
FSA/RHS guaranteed loans).” Within each HMDA record some of the data variabls are 100% reported:

Loan Type," “Loan Amount and "Action Taken," or examples, but other datafekds arefes complete
According to the HMDA data, these records represent applications taken entirely by mall Internet, or
phone in which the applicant decined to dentify their sex, race, andfor ethnicy.

Mising race, ethnicity, and sx data are potentially problematic for an assessment o discrimination. If
the missing data are non-random, there may be adverse impacts on the accuracy of the analyss. Ideall,
any missing data for »specifc data variable would affct » smal proporton of the otal number of oan
ecords and threfore have only  minimal effect on the analytical esults. Complee data about apglicant
ncome, race, and ethnicty were avallable for 82.9% of conventiona loan applications and 87.4% of
Bovernment backed loan appications.

There i no reguirement forreporting reasons or  loan denial,and this nformation was not provided for
15.3% of conventional mortgage loan denias and 22.45 of government.backed loan denials. Futher, the
HMDA data does not incude a borrower' total financil quaifications such as an actua credit score,
property type and value, oan-to-value ratoorloan product choices.Research has shown that diferences
in denial rates among racal or ethric groups can aise from these creditrelted factors not availble in
the HMDA data.* Despite these limitations, the HMDA data piays an impartant role in far lending.

= cude ot appation o h s of .t Frly el i th rcparty il e e
ouna'speincia daling v I WA e mrage il bescured by st o

8.5 AveyBhtta N, Brevoor . sndCan, .5, 2012.Th Morgae Marke i 201 Hehlghts romth st Reortsd
Under h e Mg Dl Ac.” Bt fGovrrarsof e Ferl s Sy, Feer s S, Vol 8,
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enforcement, Bank examiners frequently use HMDA data in conjunction with nformation from loan fles
0 355e55 an inuiton's comliance with the farlending laws.

The table below shows loan denial rate for low, middle, and upper income applicants by race and
ethricity. For conventional loans, white applicants made up 85.1% o total appicans, Black applicants
made up 5%, Aslans comprised 6 5%, and Latinos consitted 22%. The applicant poolfor governimen:
backed oans was somewhat more diverse: 71.4% whie, 20.1% Black, 2.5% Asan, and 49% Latin.

TABLE 10 LoAN APPROVAL RATESBY RACE AN ETHICTY I FRANKLIN COUNTY, 2013 - 2017
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Appicants [T
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For low-income appikants, conventional oan denial rates ranged from 11.6% for whites to 20.6% for
Latinos and 23.45% for lack appicants. Government:backed loan denial ates were 15.1% for low-income
‘whites, and inthe 20-23% ange for low-income applicants of color. Middle-income applicants had lower
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denialrates than the low-income group for alraces and ethnicitie. For conventional loan applicants n
the middleincome band, Afican Americans had denial rate of 1775 and Latinos o 15.4% compared to
6.85% for whites At the igh-income leve,conventional loan denialraes ranged from 5.8% for whies to
£2.7% for Asian. Overal this analysis indicatesthatloan outcomes for white applicants were generaly
betterthan for appicantsof colr, regardiess ofincome level orloan type.

The table o the following page identifie reasons for loan denial or whie, Black, Asian, Latino and other
applicants. Findings are summarized below:

- For conventionsl home loans, denial reasons were les fkely o be proviced for Latino applicants
24.1%) than for other applicants (ranging from 13 to 16%). For government backed loans, denial
easons were less likely 1o be provided for white and Afrcan American applicants (both a e less
than one-quarter of denials) than other population groups.

= The most common reasons for conventional loan denials for white applicants were collateral and
ncomplete credit appication, ffectng outcomes for 25.4% and 23.0% of denal,respectively. For
Afrcan Americans, top denialreasons fo conventionalloans were debi-to-ncome rato (24.5%) and
credit history (23.7%). These were also the top two denial reasons for Latino applcants for
conventional mortgage loans.

« For al acil and ethnic groups the top four reasons for loan denils were the same: colateral,
incomplete cregit applicatons, redit isory, and debi-to-ncome ato. Other denial easonsafected
10%oress of denied loan applicationsfor allpopulation segments.

‘Census tracts ofen approximate neighborhoods and can provide s convenient measure of the small area.
effecs of oan discrimination. Table 12 provides the counts and ates of oan actions for Frankin County.
census tracts by the racial nd ethnic compositin ofthe tract.

T st two categoriesshow oans that were approved by a HMIDA-reportingoan insttuton. Many loans
were approved and resuited in 2 martgage ("Loan Originatec”), although in some cases an applcation
was approved bu the applicant decided not 1o finalize the loa; these are categorized as “Approved But
Not Accepted.”

Morethan hafof onventional oans 55.3%) were for omes ncensus ractswhere whiteresidents made
up 0% or more o the population. Government-backed loans were used for purchases in more dverse
nelghborhoods — 35.6% were for homes n tracts where whit residents made up 80% or more of the
papulaton and another 40.0% were n tracts where white residents made up betueen 60 and 80%of the
population.

‘Overal, loan arigination atesforboth conventional and government. backed loans ae stronglycorreated
with racial and ethnic compositon. The highest conventional loan orgination ate (79.6%) were I tacts
where peopl of color constituted 0t 9.9% of the populaton. Orginaton raes declined steasily s the
white population share decreased. In tracts where people of color made up 90% or more of the
populaton, only 5.1 of conventional applications resulte n loans. While other factors about these
oans that may indicate reasons for denal, such as applcant income, credt informaion, and loan
value rato, ae not refecte hre, this data does ndicae that both conventiansl and government backed

@
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Toans are consideraby less likely 1o be approved for properties I census tracts where peopl of color
make up greater shares of the population than n tracts where the frge majoriy of the population is
white

TABLE 11~ REASONS FOR LoAN DENIALBY APPUCANT RACE D ETWNICTY I FRANKLIN COUNTY, 20132017
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TABLE 12~ LoA ACTIONS B RACIALAND ETANIC COMPOSTION OF CENSUS TRACTSIN FRANKUN COUNTY, 2013
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Evictions and Housing Instability

A common concern reported by residents and ther stakeholders invalved evicions and the eviction
pracess in Oni, which several takeholdersnoted sllows fo  shor timelin from when an eviction begins
10 when a tenant must move out, Stakeholders 3o reported that race and familal status are two of the
strongest ndicators of eviction, withrefugee and immigrant familes often disroportionatel impacted

by evictons
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According to Princeton University's viction Lab, the first nationwide database of evictons, there were.
18,373 eviction fiings and 11,139 evctons in Frankin County n 201, Ofthese, the vast majority (515
were in Columbus. For every 100 rentl urits in Columbus, there were 4.6 evictons in 2016, which was.
2.1 more than the national verage For households without anywhere else to go, an eviction canlead
10 homelessness; fo all household, it makes it more dficut to btain housingn the uture, Additionall,
fear of retalatory eviction, particulary among the area's most vulnerable renters, may make them
hesitant to address maintenance/repai necds and other housing condition that endanger halth and
safety with thei andlords.

ZONING, AFFORDABILITY, AND HOUSING CHOICE

‘Comprehensive land use planning is  citialprocess by which communites address a myrlad of publc
polcy isues such a housing, transportation, health, ecreation, environmental protection, commerc
and retal services, and land values, and address how the nterconnection and complexty o these issues.
can ultimately impact the entie municipalty. "The land use decisions made by 3 community shape s
very character ~ what s like to walk though, wha is ke to drive through, who fvs i it what kinds
ofjobs and businesses exstn i, howiwel the natura environment survives, and whether the community
is an atiractive one oran ugly one.” Likewse, decisons regarding land use and zoning have  direct and
profound impacton affordable housing and fair housingchaice, shaping  communityor regons potential
diversity, growth, and opportunity for al. Zning determines where housing can be buit, the type of
Housing that is allowed, and the amount and densiy of housing tha can be provided. Zoning also can
directly or indirctly afect the cost of developing housing, making it harder o easir to accommadate
affordable housin.

‘Thefolowingsections willxplore () how Ofo tate law impacts localland use and soring autharity and
decision making and () how the zoning and land use cades of the Gty of Columbus and Frankin County.
impact housing affordablty and fair housing choice within those borders.

Intersection of Local Zoning with Federal and state F

Housing Laws

‘One goa of oningis to balance individua property rights with the power f government to promote and
protect the health ssety, and general welfare of the overal community. Zoning codes regulate how 3
parcelof fand inacommunity may be used and the densityof development Local governments may diide
thei jurisciction into zoning disricts by adopting a 20ning map consistent with the comprehensive plan
define categoriesof permitted and specialfcondiional uses fo those disricts; and establish design or
performance standards for those uses. Zoning may regulate the height, shape, and placement of
Structures and lot sizs or shapes. urisdicions also can expressly prohibi certain types of uses within
2oning districts In his way, local ordinances may define the type and density of housing resources
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avallable to residents, developers, and ther organizatons ithin certain areas, and s a resul Influence.
the availabilty and afordatity of housin.

‘Whil localgovernments have the power to enact zoning and land use regulatons,that power i mited
by state and federal air housing aws (e, the Ohio Fair Housing Law, the federal FHAA,the Americans
with isabites Act, consitutional due process and equal protection), which aply not only o private.
individuals but als0 1o government actons. See H.R. Rep. No. 100-711, 3t 24 (1988), reprinted in 1988
US.C. CAN. 2173, 2185 (showing that Congress'ntent was that the amendments “would 350 3pgly ©o
state or localland use and health and safey laws,regulatons,practces or decisons which discriminate.
against indviduals with handicaps"). I a recent landmark disparate impact case under the FHA, the
Supreme Court affirmed that part of the FHAYs cenral purpose i to eradicate diseriminatory housng.
practices, ncuding speciclly unlawl zning laws and other housing restricions, Tex. Dep' of Hous. &
Cmty. Affis v. nclusive Ctys. Projec, Ic. 135 .Ct. 2507, 25212522 2015) (cltng multple published
court pinions Involving challenges to local zonng and land use decisons and sating: *Suts targeting
such practice reside at the heartland of disparate-mpact labilty.”) Besides Inentional discrimination
and isparate treatmen, discrimination under the FHA slso includes

[Alrefusalto make reasonable accommodations nrues, poliies, pactices,orsevies, when such
accommodations may be necessary o afford such person equal opportunity 0 use and enjoy @
dwellng. A § 804()3)b).

This provision has been held to apply 1o zoning and land use decisions by local governments. e, €9,
Howard v. ity of Beavercreek, 276 .34 802 (6th Cir. 2001 (finding Section 80A(A31(b) “creates an
affimative cuty on municipalities ... o afford s dsabled citizens reasonable accommodations i s
municipalzoning pactices i necessary 0 afford such persons equal opportunity nthe use and enjoyment
of thei property); Smith & Lee Assocs, Inc.v. iy of Taylr, 102 .34 781, 794-795 (6t Cir.1996) (holng.
that city had violated the FHAA by faling to allow adultfster care homes o operate in areas zoned only
forsingle-family neighborhoods).

In 1965, the Ohio legilature amended its Laws Against Discimination to Include protections against
discrimination i housing, making it one of the fist states to enactfair housing leislaton. In 1992, the.
state'scivl rghts and aniiscrimination laws were amended to expand the lasses of persons protected.
by the Ohio Fair Housing Law and to enhance the enforcement powers of the Ohio Civl Rights
‘Commission. The amendments braught Ohic'fir housing statut nto "substantal equivaence™ ith the
federal FHAA by adding "famill satus” tothe protected classes and ncluding a one-year g period for
Housing disrimination charges. Currently, Ohio'sFar Housing Law protects persons on the basis of rae,
colo,reliion,sex, nationslcrgi, cisabilty, famill satus,or miltary status.

Ohio qualifies to participate in HUD's Far Housing Asistance Program (FHAP). The Ohlo Cul Rights
‘Commision partners with HUD to investigate and resolve faf housing complaints and enforce the stat’s
falf housing and fai lencing laws. The Comission’s authorty s derivfom Ohio Revsed Code Chapter
4112 and Ohio Adrministrative Code Chapter 4112, The Commission has the pawer and duty to receve,

(0w . Coo . § 303 ot s, (oot The ONo Sorame Cour and ower st couts have consstenty hld tat 3
Sl adotes “comprehanse ol i 1t prereuile (0 3 vl mnica oning ordnnce. S e, Cobibo
o, .+ Montgomey S5 Ohio 554 60 199, et deied, 1152854, 115 €624 1022191

0




image93.jpeg
investigae,render formal determinations, and conllate charges o unlawful discriminaton n th areas
of employment, housing, public accommodations, credi,and disabily innstitutions of higher education.
Moreover, the Commission seeks to educate the public about thestate's civlights aws and prepares a
comprehensive educationalprogram for the students of Oho's public schools The Commisson receives
and nvestgates thousands of offcial charges of discrimination each year.

1an incividual has evidence that hisher rights under the FHA orstatefar housing aw have been vilated
in finalland use or zonin decison, he agareved person may il a complaint with the Ohio i Rights
‘Commision orwith HUD,or fl 3 awsuit directy i stateorfederalcourt within the statute of mitations
period. (HUD refers matters involing the legaly of state or local zoning or other land use law or
ordinance o the Department o Justice forfuther enforcement.See 42 U..C. 3610(g)2)(C).

In additon, the City o Columbus has adopted a local far housing ordinance, Code of Ordinances Se.
223102 Under the local ordinance, t i 3 first-degree misdemeanor to reckessly commit an urlawful
discriminatory practce. In additon t the protected classes under the FHAA and Ohio Far Housing Law,
the localordinance extends fair housing protections o persons on the basis ofsexual orentation, gender
idenity or expression, and ancestry.

Franklin County has not adopted is own separateflf housing ordinance.

Fair housing laws do not preempt local zoning laws but do apply to muicipaits and local government
unit,and prohibit them from making zoning o land use decisions of mplementingand use policies that
exclude or otherwise discriminate against protected persons. Even where a specfc oning decison does.
ot violte 3 fair housing law, HUD entitement communities must certify annually tht theywil set anc
implement standards and policies that proect and advance fair housing choice fo all.

ity of Columbus Zoning Ordinance Review

Although comprehensive plans and zoning and land use codes play an important role in regulatin the.
health and safty ofthe structural environment, overly restrictive codes can negatively impact housing
affordabity and fair housing cholce within  jursdiction. Examples of zoning provsions that most
commoniy result n barrerstofir housing choice incude:

+ Restrictive forms ofland use thatexclude any specific form of housing, partculrly mult-family
Housing,or that require large ot sizes or ow-density thatdeter affordable housing development.
by limiting it economic feasbily;

 Restrictive defintons o family that Impede unrelated individuals from sharng a dwelling it
 Plcing administrative and iing constrains on 8roup homes or persons withdisailtes;

 Restrctons making it dificut for residents with disabiltes o locate housing In certain
neighborhoads or to modify thirhousing;

+ Restrctons on occupancy of shternative sources of afordable housing such 55 accessory
dwelings, mobe hormes, and med-use structures.

2
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The Gity's and County' reatment of these types of issues are explored and evaluated Inthe tables and
narrative below:

Becatse zoning codes present a crucial rea of analsi or  study of impediments tofaf housing choic,
the latest avalable zoning ordinances o Columbus and of Franklin County were reviewed and evaluated
against a It of ten common fair housin isses. Taken together,these ssues give a picture of (1) the
degree towhichexclusionary zoningprovisions may impact ffordabie hovsing opporturites within those.
urisictons and (2) the degree to which the zoning code may impact housing opportunities for persons
with disabilties. The zoning ordinance was assgned a ik score of ether 1,2, or 3 fo each of th ten
issues and was then gven an aggregate score calculated by averaging the Indvidual scores, with the
possile score defined as fllows:

ik - the provision posesliterisk for discrimination o imitation of faf housin chaice,
oris an afirmativ acton that ntentionally promotes and/or rotectsaffordable housing and fir
housing choice;

tedlum sk —the provison s nefther among the most permissive nor most restrictive; while
it could complcate firhousing choic, s effct i o kel to be widespread;

igh isk—the provsion causes o has potental o el in systematic and widespread housing.
discrimination orthe limitation of far housing chice,oris an isue where the juridicton could
take affirmative acton tofurther affordable housing orfair housing choice buthas not,

The following chart st the ten fsues reviewed and the Ciy's and County' scores for each issue. A
complete report for each jurisdiction, including citations 1o relevant statutes, code sections, and
explanatory comments, s ncluded as an appendix o this document,

Taai 13 Zone Cooe Risk Sconss

Gryol  frankii

Columbus_ County
350 Does th uridctions EiLon of iy hve e Eec o revening unreated g g
Indiiduts rom shaing the same resdence? I th defotn unressonsbly restrtve?

16 Does the definton of“famsly” disriminate against o treat dferenty nrelated
indiiduls ith st o members of an othr rotected clss?

22, Does the soningcade treat ousing o ndiduat withdsabiities (., group omes, 1 2
Congregate i homes, suportve services housi, personslcre homes, e dferenty

from other inlefami esdental and mitfamil residentluss? For exampl, s such

ousingonyallowed ncrtinresidentisl dircs musta special o condtonalusepermic

e aranted befoe sting such housing i certai esdendil ditricts,ec.?

2b.Doesth zoning rdinance unressonaby restricthousig opportunitiesfor dividuals
Wit disabiis who requie st supportive serices? O I ousing or ndiiduals with
saities llowd i the same manner s ater ousin nresdential ditricts?
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35,00 th ursicton' poles,Feguiation, and/or Tomingordnances rovie  proces or
persons with iabites o seekressonable modfications or resonable secommoratons o
zoing lan us,or other regatryrequrements?

3. Doesthejurisicton require 3 publichearing  obtai public Input for specic xceptons
o Toning nd anhuse rules for spplcantswith dsbies 1, 4 the pblc hesing
proces ol recuied for apicants seeking husin for personswith disbites o equid
for sl pplcants?

2. Dos th ordnance mposa spacing o disprson equirements o certai protected
Housing ypes?

5 Does the rfsiction restrct any nherentl residentl uss protected by i hsinglaws
(such 35 residential substance abuss trestment fcities) ol t non-esdental zones?

. Does the oridictionstoing nd and s rles consttte excusionary toing that
precludesdevelopment of affrdable okowincome hovsig by imposing unessonatle
residntal design egulationsfsuch s igh minimur ot e, idesree ronages rge
setbacks,low FARS, arge minmu bulding sauae footage orarge Iable for ares,
restcionson number of bedrooms per unt, and/or low maximum bulding heghts)?

7. Does the roningarcinance il provide esdental districts where mulfamil housing s
permited aofight? Are mulifrily cwelingsexclude from 3 s farily eing
dirics?

.00 multfamity dstrcts esric dvelopment ol o low-density housing ypes?

8 Ave uneasonable restrctions lace on the constucton, fenta, o occupaney of
iernatv typesof ffrdabl o ow-ncome hausing for example,sccessory dwelingsor
mobie/manufactured homes)?

55, e thefrsdicton’s desin an consruction reqirements s contained nth toning
orinance o bulding code)congruent wit the FairHousing Amencments At accessity
standards for desgn and consruction?

9.1 there any provision for monioring complance?

10.Doesth soing rdinance nclude n nclusionry oning provion o provid any
Incentves for the development of sfodable husing o housng for protected ciasies?

Gy of
Columbus

Frankiin

The Gy totalaverage rsk score (clculated by taking the average of the 10 indvidua ssue scores) s
16, indcating that averall there is low to moderate risk of the zoning regulations contrbuting to
discriminatory housing eatment or impecing fa housing cholce. In most cases, the zoning and other
land use code sections are reasonably permissive and allow for fexbilty 35 o the mst common fair
Rousing ssues. The Ciy received a 3" high sk score o twisus (11 and #5) and a1 received 3 2
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(medium iskscore on certainsses where the zoningregulaions have he potential tonegatively mpact
foir and affordable housing, The County'scumulative scores averaged to *2” or medium risk,and f also
recaivedt s “3" highriskscore on one specific ssue, These mecium and high sk scores could ndicat the
local overnments may be vinerabl to firhousing complants where the ordinance i applied n 2 way
that impacts  protected clas of persons. Insuch case, improvements o th rues and policies could be
made to more ful protect the fair housing ights o al the area's resdents and to better ulfil the
mandate to affimatively further fair housing

ur research has shown that restricting housing choice for certain historicall/socio-economically
disadvantaged groups and protected clases can happen in any number of ways and should b viewed on
2 continuum. The zoring analyss matrx developed for his report and the narrative below are ot
designed to asset whether the Cit's and County's codes create a per se violtion of the FHA or HUD.
egultions, but are meant a5 3 ol o highight sgnificant areas where zoning and land use ordinances
may otherwise eopardice the spiitand ntent of fait housing protections and HUD's AFFH standards for
it enttement communites.

The ssues selected for discussion here concern areas where zoning ordinances and polces could go
further to protect fair housing choice for protected and disadvantaged ciasses, and yet stll fulfil the
zoning objective of protectng the publics healh, safety, and general welfre. Specfcally,the isues
ighlighted by the matrixnfor, it the degree to which the zoning ordinance may be overyrestritive
and exclusionary to the point of artificaly liming the affordable housing inventory and directy
Contibuting t higher housing and rent costs. And secondly the matrix helps nform the impact th lcal
egulations may have on housing apportunities or prsons with disabiltes, a protected classunder state
and federa o housing law. This second dimension of zoning analysis egarding impact on people with
disabilties is dscussed more full in Chapter .

Impact of Zoning Provisions of Affordable Housing

‘Academic and market esearch have proven what als i inuitiv: and use regulations can directly it
the supply of housing urits within 3 gven jurisicton, and thus contibute to making housing more
expensive, 1. less affordable.* Zoning polces that impose barrers to housing development and
artificiallylmit the supply of housing units n  given area by maling developable and and construction
Costie than they ae inherently can take ciffeent forms and may incluce: hgh minimur ot sizes, low
density allowances, wide street frontages,lrge setbacks,low floor area ratos,arge minimum bulding
sauare footage o large Ivable floor areas,restrctons on number o bedrooms per unit, low maximum
bulding heghts, restrictons aganst infil development, estrictons on th types of housing that may be
constructed n ertain residentia ones, artrary o aniquated istori peservation standards, inimum
offstreet parking requirements, restrictons against residential conversions o multiunt buidings,
lengthy permittng processes, development impac fees, and/or restictons on accessory dweling units

 Sar oo, g, Abert i, s A Suimars, N Mssurs o tn Loca Regltoy Enanron o Housing
ks To Wharton Resicentl on s Regatory nc 2007), it 3 el o upe. Rl 0Tl Th
laing Pty How Srar rown ke ousing Unaforabe (100), vl 3t ndependent ooy rers/
20060103 ouing o, L Gssar nd s Gy, Th s of or o Housg Ay (2002), e
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Where these zoning regulations are not congruent with the actual standards necessary 10 protect the
health and safety of residents and prevent overcrowding, they may not be in express violation of fair
Housing laws but may nonetheless contribute to. exclusionary zoning and have the effect of
disproportionately reciucing housing choice or maderate tolow ncome families, minorities, persons with
disabiliies on fixed incomes, familes with chidren, and other protacted classes by making the
development of afordable housing cost profibiive,

Columbus's design standards, density allowances, and housin type diverity do not appear facilly
xclusionary, and the Gty received 1/lowrisk”scoreor Isue 6 andlsue 7 regarding excusionary zoing.
egultions forsingle and mulfamily housing types. Whiethe zoning orcinance may impactthe feasbity
of deeloping affordable housing within some low-density rral disrcts, such 35 the R, LR, and RRR
Distrcs,thus creating  barier t fair housing choice n some nelghborhoods, the code provides for ot
szes and densities that could accommedate affordable housing lsewhere withintheresidental districts.
But there ae recommendations for how the City could use more flexble zoning and land use polcy to
support investment in s affordable housingstock

The zoning code and map divide the Cit's resdential distrcts nto singlefamly districs with minimum
lotsizes rangingfrom 1 u/a i the  (rura) and L8 lmite rural)cstrits; 20,0059, . per it n the RRR
distrct; 10,000 sg. . i the RR distrit; 7,200 sg. . i the S%, R-1, and MHD disrcts; and 5,000 9. . in
the R2, 3, and R4 dstrits Two-family units In the R-2F and R4 districts may be on minimum lots of
3,000 5. . per unit for a two-sory and 3,600 5. . for 3 one-story dweling. PC (planned community)
and PUD (planned unit development) disricts permit single family and  variety of multple uses and
Housing types up to 16 units per acre in & PC district or up to 8 u/a n the PUD-§ dtrict. Planned
communities dorequire additonsl design equirements,permitting and review processes than traditonal
tesidential zning. Planning Overlaysaiso allow fo single family, 2-family, and 3-family units o be acded
‘where the underying 0ning is an A-R apartmen disrict, The TND (traditonal eighborhood) disrict are
designe to promote transit supportive, mixet-use nelghborhoods with minimum densites of 5 /a and
avariety of housing types o serve a range of incomes an age groups with accessibe “neghborhood scale
commercial”(snge use retal tenants of 10,000 square feet of less). Although lo dimensions are not
excessively restictive, many of the single-famiy districts alo impose minimum ivabie foor area
Standards ranging from 1,500 . inthe -1 cstrict; 1,000 5. . in the RRR disrict; 85020, . nthe RR
distrct; and 720 s, f.inthe ST and R-2 distrcts. Off street prking regulations recuire 2 spaces or 1,2,
and 3 dwellng uits and 15 spacesfor  or more dwellng units. As noted ina recent analysis by the Rose.
Center and Urban Land Insiute of 3 corridors withinthe ity center, 36% ofresidens i the study area
didnotown a carand there s ample ostreetparking, making theoff-street parking requirement onerous
and unjustifiably costly to developmen.

Various types of multfamily developments, ncluding 3-4 dwelling unit, apartment houses (5+ dwellng
unis), apartment compiexes, an town homes (3-8 consecutive unis)are permitted in i the R4, AR-12,
ARLD, AR, AR-2, AR-3, AR-4, PUD, TND-NC, and TND-TC districts. Mied-use bulings (commercial uses
on ground floor with mutifamily dwellings above) are permitted in the East Frankin Distict, C-1
neighborhoad commercial and Downtown ditic. I the A4 and AR disrict, density may b imited
Somewhat by maximum height restrctons 35 ft. 10 601t but maxmum densites(unit acre) may range.
rom medium o high throughout the multfamily distics due to comparatvelylow miimum ot size per
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unit requirements. Minimun ot size for multifamil range from 2,500 5. . per unit n R4 and ARLD,
1,200 54, . per uitin AR-1 and AR-4, 300 5q. 1. per unt in AR-2, and unrestricte for new constructon
in AR3, AR.0, and DD z0nes.

In Frankln County,the zoning code and map dvid the unincorporated portions of the Countyintorural
disicts without public water/sewer (Rural, LOR, R-1), which requie greater ot sizes, and residential
disrcs served by public sewer/water. Planned Residential Distrcts, Planned Unit Development disricts,
Farm Villsge, and Oscar Lot are aditionsl single- family type ditricts with acitonal aparoval processes
and design criteria. The Rural and LDR z0nes require 25 acres / single family dweling uni. In -1 the
minimum lot size s 1 acre /S unit. I R-2, the minimum lot iz s 20,000 5q. . or 2 single family u/a. -
& permits 4 SF units per acre on minimum ot sizes of 8500 5q. . n &3, the minimum lot sze for S is
2,200 5., The smallst mirimum ot requirements or ingle famy s i the R-12 district a 6,000 0. .
Wit approval of a lanned Residental Distict (which llows cluster desigs)  singe-family development
onasite area of at east 10 cres may cluster dwelings with a maximum of 6 u/a and 30% ofand devoted
10 public open space. For a residental PUD, the maximum density is 12 u/a. The County’s design
standards, density allowances, and preference for single family dwellngs across most resident
disrcts—while more permissive than some of the County's incorporated municpalities— may artfially
and unveasonably affet the feasiilty of developing affordable and low-income housing within the
Jorisdiction

Two-family dwellngs ae aconditional use nthe - dstrict wth a minimum ot ize of 17,000 5. ft.Two-
familystructures on a minimur ot size of 10,000 . and townhomes up to a maximum of & units and
minimum lot size of 5,000 5. f.per unit ae 3 canditiona use inthe R.8 cistrict, Two-family structures
with a minimur ot size of 7,200 59, . nd townhomes with  minimu ot size f 7,200 5. plus 1,200
50.t. pr unitover 2are a permitted use Inthe R-12 distrct with 2 maximum density of 12 u/a. Inthe R-
20 distic, two-famly structures and townhomes are permitted with 3 minimum lo ize o 7,200 54,
per structur, 1,800 9. . per dweling unit, and with  mximum density of 26 /. Multifamly hausing
is 3 conditonal use i the R-12 distrct provided there are 10 more than & unts pr stsucture, minimum
lotsize 57,2054, . plus 1,200 5. . per unit aver 2 uits, maximum It coverage s 5%, and masimum
helght is 30 feet. I the §-24 distrct multifemly housing no greater than 3 toris and 12 unis per
structure is  permitted use. Multfamily housing over 3 tories and/or 12 units per structure requires
conditonaluse permit approval, and stil i restricted to maximum heightof 8 feet and maximum density
124 /2 unles the developer seeks varlance approva for more permisive esign standards. Compared
0 other suburban municipalftes, the County'sstandards fo housig types other than sigle-family may.
be more permisive and allow greater density, but compared o the city of Calumbus, the County's
standards ae sil quite restricive The County scored 3 "2" (medium rsk) on isues 6 and 7 regarcing.
exclusionary zoning and restrctve development standards,

s for Issue 8 regarding alterativeaffordable housing types, both Columbus and Frankiin County permit
manufactured housig in cetain areas. In Columbus, 3ccessory dweling units, desribed as "anclary
dwellngs" are permitted within the NE, NG, and NC subdistricts of a “tradtionsl neighborhood
development.” An anclary dweling unt may b attached or detached from the princpal residence, may.
ot exceed 800 sq. . and must share a single setof utiy connections with a principal bullding. The
‘owner must occupy efther the principal bulding or the apartment. mportartly, an ancilary dwellng unt
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does not count toward density calulatons. I Frankin County, accessory dwelling units are a conditional
use only i the RuralDistric where certain conditions are met including that the uit must be attached to
the principa dwelling sizeshallnot exceed 816 .., public water/sewer must b provided, 2 additonal
off.street parking spaces must be provided, the minimum lot s L5 times the lot sizeforthe dstict, the
property owner must occupy the princioaldweling, an the accessory dwellng tenant must be  family
member o the owner. Therequirement that the tenant b related to the owner could be challenged as
an arbitary regulation cesigned to preserve the existing racial makeup of 3 neighborhood rather than
allowingforgreater ntegration. Thereis opgortunity to expand accessory dwellingunis s an aternative
and low-impact form of fforcable housing.

Exclusionary zoning can happen on a continuum and in both Columbus and unincorporated Frankiin
‘County there i mor the juisdctions could doto se their zoning and and use policis o urther remove.
artificial baries to development of and access to affordsble housing across sl residential zones. For
‘example,to encourage more infil development n the racitionallylow-density nelghborhoods, minimur
lotsizescould e frther reduced and minimum ivable floor area standards repealed; accessory (ancllary)
dwelngs permited i more neighborhoods; conversion of establshed single-family dwelings 1o
multifamily dwellngs permitted by rght;of-steet pariing requirements reduced; and height retrctons
relaxed to allow for more density on the same footprit

Where there s adisconnect between current 0ning ecuirements and design standards, nonconforming.
uses, aea plans and the future land use map,developers seeking 0 20d more density nfil developmen,
o mix of housing and commercial uses must go through the variance process. Tne variance process has
e cited as 3 source of uncertanty and ncreased cost or developers and a source o uncertainty and
frustration for area commisioners, planners, and nelghborhood residents who see developers usig the
Variance process 2 a way around zoning standards. I neighborhoods targeted for redevelopment and
infil development,the zoning code design and dimensional standards may need 1o be updated to algn
with current and aticpated trends in housing demand 50 that developers need o el less onthe costy
variance process.

Al together, these z0ning tools could potentaly allow for more supply of housing, which helps put
downward pressure on rental pries, 50 that moderate and low-income familles have access o those.
neighborhoads and ai the cangruent benefitsthat come ith higher opportunity aress such as 3ccess to
jobs, better schools access to. transportation, and access to. cultural amenities and. public
accommodation.

Moreover, the City’s and County'sand use regulations could go beyond just meeting the minimum FHA
standards and affrmatively futher and incentvize the development of sffordable housing with
inclusionary zoning policis (e 10). Currently, Franklin County has not adopted specifc development
Incentiveslie density bonuses, reduced parking or desgn waivers, vriances,or expedited permitting
for the development of affordabie or lowncome housing or housing for protected clsses. I 2018,
‘Columbus adopted tax abatement incentives to encourage the development of affordable housing uits

vaibie o Ntpiwi 4Sptch conews 2017025 dos <. i bosr- bz s commisin ecsiors.
S, Gideon Con Colanbus, O ecene o Mode o Equiaie Commun Devlopnent, Wy 2, 018, ool ot
g slsecenter o columbus ani ecome. 3 modefor cautale oty devcioonen.
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e minecincome and miectuse developments inareasof the cit designated as Market Ready Areas,
Ready for Reuitlzaton, o Ready for Opportuniy. Importantl, o help mainain the ncentive o keep
units affrdable, the tax abatements cesse if the sffordable units are no longer occupied by qualfied
persons within 80%-100% AMI. However, o potect current residents from displacement in areas of
reuitalzation and reinvestment, the tax abatement criteria should be more congruent with the existing
AN levels i  particular neighborhood or corrdor where the developer wants to buld. The City's
inclusonsry polices could be strengthenet! further to incorporate other development incentives fike
density bonuses, reduced parking or design waivers, variances, or expedited. permittng for the
development ofaffordable orlowincome housing or housin for protected classes,
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CHAPTER 7.
PUBLICLY SUPPORTED HOUSING

Publicly supported housing encompasses several srategies and programs developed since the 19305 by
the federal government to amelioate housing hardships that exist n nelghborhoods throughout the.
country. The introduction and mass implementation of slum clearance to construct public housing
projects during the mid-1900s signified the beginning of publcly supported housing programs.
‘Government.owned and managed public housing was an attempt to aleviate prablems found in low-
ncome neighborhoods such as overcrowding, substandard housing, and unsanitary conditons. Once
thought of asasoluton,the ntense concentraton o poverty i public housing prajectsoften exacerbated
negative conditons that would have lasting and profound impact on thlr commanties.

Improving on public housing's model o high-denst, fxed-ite welings forverylow-income households,
publicly supported housing programs have ince evoived nto @ more mult-fceted approach overseen by
local housing agencies. The Housing and Commity Development Act of 1974 created Section  rental
assistance programs. Secton 8, lsoreferre o as the Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) program, provides
o types of housing vouchersto subsdize rent for low-income households: project-based and tenant.
based. Project based vouchers can be appled 1o fixed housing units In scatered site locations while
tensnt.based vouchers allow recpients the opportunity o in and help pay for vailabl rentalhousing.
onthe prvate market.

The Tax Reform Act of 1986 created the LowIncome Housing Tax Credt (HTC) program to incentivize
development of affordabl, rental-housing development. Funds are distributed to state housing inance.
‘agencies that award tax reis to qualiied projcts tosubsidze development costs. Other HUD Programs.
including Section 811 and Secton 202 also provide funding to develop multfamily rental housing
specifcllyfor csabled and elderly population.

The now-defunct HOPE Vi program was introduced nthe early 19905 torevitalze and rebuld dilapidated
public housing projects and create mixed-income communities. Although HOPE 1 achieved some
important successes, the Choice Neighborhoos Intiative program was developed 1o improve on the
lessans lernec rom HOPE V1. The scape of haice Nelghborhaods spans beyond housing and addresses
employment access, education quality, public safety, halth,and receation.

Current publicy supported housing programs signify a general shit in ideology toward more
comprehensive community Investment and de-concentration of poverty. However, studies have shown a
tendency for subsidized low-income housing developments and residents utlzing housing vouchers to
continue to cluster in disadvantaged, lowncome neighborhoods. Programmatic ruls and the point
allocationsystems for LIKTC are thught o play a roe inthis clstering and recent years have seen many.
states revising thei llocation formulas to iscourage tis patern innew developments.* The reasons
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for clustering of HCVs s more complicated since factrs in decision-making vary grealy by individual
ousehold. However, there are indicaions that proximity o social networks, ifcutes searching for
Housing, and perceived or actua dicrimination contrbute to clustering, This secton will review the
current supply and occupancy characteristis of publicy supported housing types and ts geographic
distrbution within thestudy area.

SUPPLY AND OCCUPANCY

Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority (CMHA) owns over 2200 housing uits throughout the
Columbus region, housing familes, the lderl, and people with disabilties and providng recreational,
social and educational sevices made possible through the cooperation ofmany community agencies and
organizations. n addition, the CMHA manages over 13,000 vouchers under the Housing Choice Voucher
Program, llowing tenant households to payaffordabl rensat unis ofther chaice hroughout the ar.
Notal of the publicly supprted housing unis in Columbus or Franli County are owned or managed by
CMHA and: not al of CMHA's units and vouchers are within those jurisdicions, which rests in some.
dvergence between CMHA's unit counts and those presented n the tabe below.

Columbus has 3 variety of pubiicly supported housing units, including 1,407 public housing units i 16
complexes, 6,755 uits n 65 Project-Based Section 8 complexe, and 852 it n 33 ather complexes with
some other form of federal housing subsidy. 11454 households In Columbus and another 2,085
Households i Frankin County use Housing Cholce Vouchers toward thei rent payments at propertis of
thei choice, Taken together,these publiclysupported Housing programs account fo approximately one
in 20 housing units i Columbus and one in 45 n Frankin County. However, because the programs are 3l
et based,theshare of renalunis inthe ctysupported nsomeform by apublic subsicy i considerably
Higher, about one i elght.

TABLE 18— PUBLCLY SUPPORTED HOUSING UNITS 8 PROGRAM CATEGORY

s ot iy ofCotumbus Frankin County
Totl housig s 366,194 7350
Publichousing 1407 oa%
Prject based sections 6755 1% 12 os%
Other mutamiy = 026 s o
Hovprogram 11454 % 2085 1%

Based on the demographic data presented earlerinthis anaysis, Columbus's population is 27% Afrcan
American. Given that figure, Afrcan American households are dramatically overrepresented in all
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categories of pubicly supported housing unit. The percent of households of all other soci-economic
8roups in publicy supported housing i ess than ther share of the population. The lrgest disparty s n
the Public ousing category, where 83% of househalds are African American. The closet to proportional
isin the Other Family category,where 59% of households are white and 40% ae Afrcan American.

‘Comparing population shares by Income, n ll low-income bands (0:30%,0:50%, and 0-80% AW, Afican
American households are overrepresented. However, they ae not overrepresented to the same degree.
that they reside n publicy supported housing. Ths indcates tha Afican Americans have 3 reater need
than white residents, but even accountng for this, access publicly supported housing unts at 3
disproportionatelyhighrate. Latino householdsare overrepresented in il lowincome bands as well.This
indicates tha Latino househalds, while having agreater propartional need orthe affordabilty of publicly
Supported housing, obtain such unis t disproportionatel loi rtes.
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TABLE 15— PuBLCY SUPRORTED HoUSING RESIENTS o RAce D ETwcrTy
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The patterns of accupancy a the majority of public housing locatons are consistent with the above.
genersl patterns {see occupancy by publc housing property in Appendix IV). Occupants are
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disproportionately Afrcan American at most complexes. The mafority ofresidents e whie n Waggoner
Senior Housing, and Worley Terrace Il ha the hghest percentage of Hispanic resdents and the second
Highest percentage of whites. Project based Section 8 housing follows 3 similar_pattern, with
disproportionatelyargeratos of Afrcan American residents. Ntabe exceptions ncude Hertage Tower,
Creative Living Center | an I, 5. George on the Common, Teakwood, and Jefferson Avene, in which
residents are isproportonately white. Jaycee Vilage has the highest percentage of Hspanic residents,
and Restoration Plaza | and 1l and iver Lodge Apartments siso have sightly higher proportionsof Hispanic
residents. Other HUD-assisted multfamiy complexes generally have higher percentages of white
residents and lower percentages of Affcan American residents

GEOGRAPHY OF SUPPORTED HOUSING

0 the first map that follows,the ocations of publcy supported housing developments are represented
along with leves of Housing Choice Voucher use. The second map shows the same information about
Voucher use long with racial/ethnic demographics.

The biue markers on the frst map indcate the lacations of public housing. The lagest group i located
Just northeastof downtown Columbus. This area hs relatvely high African American populatons.To the
north are several other pubiic housing locations, also n areas of high Afrcan American popuation.
Another is located i the diverse Franklinton nefghborhood Just west of downtown, and one more is
located i arelatively diverse neighborhood i south Columbus.

The orange markers on the irst map,indcating th locations of Project Based Section 8 unis, are ocated
in severalcusters, primarily n th ciy. Th lagest cluste s downtown and n the neighborhonds just
east, roughly corresponding o thegroup of publichousing complexes disussed above. Another cluster s
located just southeast of the Ohio State University. This s 2 more diverse ares, it Hisparic and Asan
American residents. Several more clustrs are located in northeast Columbus, as0 areas with hgher
African American populations, and the northernmost luster is in an area of Hispanic concentration as
well.Finaly,  cluste at the southwesern edge of the ity, with some extending beyond city mits into
Frankin County,roughly corresponds with an area of Hspanic concentratio, Other roject Based Section
8 complexes are scatterd troughout the area.

Finally,the map also depicts the locations of Low Income Housing Tax Creditdevelopments. The Low
Income Housing TaxCreit (UHTC) program s theprimary source of subsicyfo developmentof ffordable
Rousing by the rivate market, Created by the Federal Tax Reform Act of 1985, the LIHTC program makes
avallable a ncirec fderal ubsic for invetors inaffordabie rental housing. The value o th taxcredts
awarded to a project may be syndicated by the recipient to generate equiy investment, offseting a
portion of the development cost, A aconditon ofthe LIKTC subsidyreceive, th resulting housing must
meet certin afordabiy conditons. LIKTC units tend t be centraly located in Columbus, and i areas
with the highest leves of Housing Choice Voucher use. Other urits are scattered along the southern
periphery o the cy.

The ratesat which Housing Choice Vouchers (HCVS) ae used arerepresented by the shading on the ma.
nthe second map, this same nformation about HCVs i shown along with racil/ethnic nformation. HCVs
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are ssued t households and may be used ata rental unt of the tenant’s choosing o reduce the tenant's
share of rent payments to an afordable leve. Therfore, unlike the publicl supported developments
marked on the map, HCVs are portable and their ditrbution throughout the ciy is subject to fluctuate
over time. The current map shows that voucher use corresponds highly with non-whit, partiularly
Afrcan American population ineastern and northeastern Columbus, and on the eastern edge of the ciy.

‘When the map of publicly supported housing locations s compared with the maps of opporturity ndex
Scores in Chapter 5 of this report, it s clar thatcifferent housing locations sl carry with them fferent
positive and negative apportunity attrioutes

‘The primary concentration of pubicly asssted housing, including Project 8ased Secton 8, Low Income.
Housing Tax Credit developments, and public housing unit, is located in the central eastern area of
Columbus. Thse uritsare fikely o be located in areas with elatvely ow transportaion costs an with
ransit availabe.Jobsare nearby a5 wel. However, these areas haveles acces o profcent schaols, ess
Iabor market engagement, and higher poverty. Though n sighty differen ocations, areas with igh HCV
uses show simir patterns, These same challenges exist In the other areas of publcy asised housing
concentration o the north, and these areas have slightly less ccess o fobs. The area southeast of the
‘OhioState University hasa smaller custer of publily-supported housing unts. This area s beter access
1o proficent schools, higher labor market engagement, ower poverty, and comparabl ransportation
costs and ob access. However, there are fewer public asisted units i tis area, The group of publicly
supported housing onthe western edge of the cityis in an area with somewhat ower poverty and lghty
betterlabor market engagement, but with slightly hgher transportaion costsand ess roximity o obs

The CMHA is in the process of converting all o ts traditional pulic housing unis nto project based
Vouchers under HUD's Rental Asistance Demonstration (RAD) program. This program deivers benefits to
the housing authorty related to Increased operating autonomy and a greater abilty 1o leverage the.
authorty's assets to provide for the community’s housing needs. The RAD program also benfts CMIHAY's
residnts by converting fixed public housing urits nto unit-based vouchers that can be used to subsidze
individual housing units inscattered locations throughout the service area. CMHA's RAD strategy entals
the placement of project-based vouchers in “neighborhaods of opportunty” tha offer amenites and
opporturity features that are not asreadily avallablein the CMHA'scurret public housing communies
The CAAHA expects to use th projec.based vouchers to subsidize approximately 1,100 new housing units
in suburban Franklin County communitie. At the same time that CMHA is pursuing subsicies for new
public ousing options n opportunityrich suburban communites, the Authority i also working to make
ransformatie improvements to the Poindexter Vilage rea i Columbus's Near East community. Witha
2014 Choice Nelghborhoods. implementation grant of nearly $30. millon and adtonal local
commitments totaling $225 millon. The revitaization project is focused on housing redevelopment,
supportive services, education, and economic development.

Evaluating tradeoffs i access 1o opportunity is an Important exercse because t demonstrates that no
one neighborhood has all the markers of high opporturity ~ and nefther are high scores on al the
opporturity indices el to be imperativefor any one person or househald. A family with children may.
opt for an affordable housing option n a ncighborhood with access o better schools, oven i I offers
lower proximity o jobs and afonger,costler commute, Conversely, aretiree whois no longer employed
nd does not have schook-aged children may choose a nlghborhood with many services nearby over one
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with good schools orjobs proximity. The relative concentration of Columbus's public housing currently
means tha there are somewhat lmited options for the low- and moderate-income population resiing at
these propertis, howeuer, CMHA's RAD and Choice Nelghborhood nitiatives are working t0 increase.
access to opportunity in meaningful ways
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FIGURE 28. PUsIcy SUPPORTED HOUSING ANO RACE  ETHAIITY I T Ciy O Counaus
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FIGURE 2. VOUCHER UNTs A0 Race/ ETHNICITY I THe Ty 0F COunveus
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TABLE 16.-R/ECAP AN NON-R/ECAP DEMOGRAPHIC Y PUBUGY SUPPORTED HOUSING CATEGORY
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POLICY REVIEW

5 3 public housing authoriy, CMHA s the entity responsible for admiisterng over 13,400 Housing
Choice Vouchers tha are used n many communitie across the Columbus region and the organization
2150 owns over 1,00 unis of public housing distrbuted across many individual properties and locations.
5 required by HUD, the CMHA maintains  comprehensive Five-Year PHA Plan, with annual plan updates
5 wella other programspecific polces. The most pertnent of these polices for review i this analyss
isthe CMHA's “Admissions and Continued Occupancy Policy”,or ACOP and ts Administrative Plan or the
Housing Chaice Voucher, Poject-Based Voucher, and Shelter Pus Care Programs. These documents set
polcyforhomay be housed by the CMHA and how those tenant households are seected. Fourdffrent
aspects of the ACOP and/or Administrative Plan are examine here: tenant selection,loca prference,
tenant screening, and subsidy standards. These four polcy types al allow some degree of local
determinaion by CMHA and are among the mas central to maters of far housing chaice.

Public housing, and particlary HCY assistance, is competitive and housing autharites often maintain
lengthy waitinglss of potential tenants. For ts pubic ousing units,the CMHA keeps an active walt st
with enough applicants 1o fl any expected vacances over  12-month perlod, When the st becomes so
Tong tha the households ised o are o kel o ise t the top an b corsidered for housing within
2 12month timeframe the watting st may be losed to new applicants untl the st s diminished.For s
Voucher programs, the CMHA implements a multstep system orfiling vacancies. Applicantsfist submit
2 preliminary applcation and applications may be taken continuously. These appiiations consttute a
lottry pool from which applicans are drawn as needed to fil the waitin Ist. An applcant’ position
o the waiing s i determined first by localpreference criteria and then by the order drawn from the.
lottery pool.

The process by which applicants are ranked on and selected from a watin ls s guided by a tenant
selecton polcy. Selection of public housing tenants rom the CMHA's waiting st s determined frt by
the type and sizeof unit th family requirs, any specil preference critria for which the household may.
quaify, followed by the date and ime of th tenant's application. Ordinarly, 3 "date and time” standard
for watig st slecton can be somewhat problematic or disadvantaging applicants who have iflexicl,
Hourly work schedules or transportation and chidcare challenges I the case of the CMHA, however,
appiction date and ime s more ain o atie-breaker iven the unit iz and preference eftri that arc
‘pplie first. By randomising sppication for selction, the lottery paolstep n the process fo selecting
Voucher appiicants provides more even footng and provides no advanage to 3 household that i abe to
access, complete, and submita preliminary appication more quickly than ancther.

HUD allows public housing authorites to, within narrow boundaries, set loca preferences for the
applicants who wilbe selected from their wating sts. Local preferences must be constucted carefully
0 avoid discrimination sgaint protected clsses, but can b helgful ools to strategically adapt public
housing programs to local housing neds and pririies as determined through data-drven planning
processes.For both public ousing and voucher prograrms, CMKA applesocalpreference citeria at some
point i the tenant slection pross. n public housing, the relatively simple preference criteri involve:
categorizng applicants a5 either "Tier I” (household income between 31% and 80% of area median
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income) or “Tier I” (household income becween 0% and 30% of area median income) and selectng
appicants according o these ties such that propertes have 3 balance of low and moderate-ncome.
households. The CHMA' goa i o maintain some economic divrsity within ts public ousing properties,
with S0% of householdsfrom each o th twa ters.

The Administrative Plan’s preference crieria for the voucher programs are more varied. Applications
selectec randomiy ffom th fttery poolwilbe ordere by the follwingpreferences, inorder of prioiy:

1. Referrals from social service and housing organizatons provicing supportive senvces to partcpants
in CMHA's Projec-Based Voucher Program

2. Referrals from other ocalsupportive service organizations

3. CMHA public housing familles who elect 0 permanently relocate because of 3 Rental Assistarce
Demonstration (RAD) converson at ther development tht requies elocation.

4. Family Composiion Prference (i. famiies with 2 or more persons; familes that nclude a person
with disailes;  household headed by a disabled or elderly person; r single persons who are age
62 or older, dsplaced, homelessor i  person with disabilties)

5. Familles notreceiving any permanent rental assistance
Under 30% of Area Median Income

7. Families resding n or who have been ired to work nthe elght county Columbus Metropoitan Area
(Franklin, Union, Delaware, Madison, Pickaway, Lcking, Union and Faiield)

8. Active duty miltary or veteran

The firsttwo of thesepreferences are designed todirect housing opportunites to households who already
have n place necessaryrelationships with supportive sevice roviders o ensure more successful housing
placements. The third criterion serves 1o open some of the CMHA's most immediate voucher
opportunites o tenants whose transfer into the voucher-based programs urthers strategi development.
‘opporturities o the CMHA. The fourth, sixth, and et preference criteia push toward the 0p of the
waiing s householdsthat arein partcularly vlnerable or recarious housing stuations.The seventh s
a residency preference which, when narrowly talored o  singl specific community, can have the efect
oflimiting housing choice on  regionalbasis.In CMKA'scas, his preference, base on an eght-county
egon, avoids his crtcism s it allows for  reat degree of mobilty within the greater Columbus region.
Tenant screening, speciflcally police regarding criminal background checks,Is another aspect of tis
revlew. Housing authoites are require to conider an appllcant’s crminal background as partof their
Screening process for public housing occupancy but must conduct the screening 5o 35 ot 1o vilate the
prospective tenantsfir housing ights.For Housing Cholce Voucher (HCV) programs, tenan screening s
optional forthe housing authority. Recognzing that people o color are disproportionately mre kel to
have experienced an encounter with the criminal justice system and to have arest ecords or criminal
convictions, HUD isued guidance in 2016 warning tht blanket poliies o refusal 10 rent to pople with
crminal records ould be disciminatory. Although criminal istory s ot aprotected clas, nder the Falr
Housing Act, restricting housing access on the basisofcrminal history could be unlawul f i resuls in 3
disparate impact on people of 3 specic race or ethnciy. Rather than blanket polices, exclusions of
persons with criminal istoris must be talred to the housing provider'segitimate nterests, be applied
consistently to al appiiants, and take ino account th type of crime, time since convition, and other
facors
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CMHA has made efforts to moderate theinfluence ofcriminal backgfound on tenant lgoily, while aiso
Supportingthe safety of s residents and communities. The CMHA conducs ciminal background checks.
onaladult household members named on  public ousing application and may deny housing toa family
because of drug-related criminal actvity, violent criminal actity by family members, andfor registration
o the NationalSex Offender Registry. Federa egulations govern the barringof pubic housing acmisson
insome o these cases, but CMHA imits s ookback fordrug-related evitin historytoafve year perio.
I eidence ofsuch istory is found, CMHA may prohict adission for 3 iscretionary priod of time ofat
least ane year. Verifiable documentation of mitigating circumstances andjor evidence of completion of 3
supervised drug rehabitation program may have a bearing onthe ength ofa prohibiton.For the voucher
programs, CMHA's Administrative Plan sets a three-year lookback for drug-related or violent crminal
activity, which i 2 shorter period than that used by many other housing authorites. Registered sex
offenders are ineligile for voucher asistance regardlessof the date of offense.

Finally, indidual housing authoritesare required o Incude i thei polces the criteia by which they
determine the number of bedrooms needed to house familes of various szes and compositons; these.
are known as subsidy standards. HCY famiies are not required to actualy seek o rent cwellngs with the
number of bedrooms determined by the subsidy standard, but rather the standards determine the
amount of the subsidythe famiy qualfies for based o ts ize. The CMHA's subsidy standards ae strictly
based onthe number of people n a household, without regard or age, gender, orfamily relationship. The
subsidy calculation allows for up 0 one bedroom for the head of household and co-head, and one
bedraom (or ving room/sieeping room| for every two addiional household members. Tis i a rather
neutral and abjective method for determining subsidy standards and does not appear to rase any fir
Housing ssues
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CHAPTER 8.
HOUSING FOR PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES

According o the U, Census Bureau, 19% of the populaton reported having 3 isabily in 2010, Research.
has found an nadequate supply of housing that meets the needs of people with disablties and allows for
independent Iing. The US. Department of Housing and Urban Development denifed that
approximately one third of the naton's housing stock can be modifled to accommodate people with
disbilties, but less than 1% s urrently accesible by wheelchai users

dentifying and quantiying existing accessible housing for al disabilties i 3 difficlt task because of
Varying needs associated with each dsabity type. People with hearing cfficuty require modfcations to
audiory notficatons ke fre alams and telecommunicaton systems whike visually impaired ndiiduals
equire actile components in design and elimination of trip hazards. Housing for people that have
difcuy with cognitivefunction, sel-are, an indiependient g often require assisted ing fcities,
service, and saff 0 be accessble.

Modifcations and ssisted Iing arangements tend o pose sgnificant costsfo th disabled population,
‘which leady experlences higher poverty rates compare 1 populations with o disabilty.Stues have.
found that 55% of renter households that have a member with 3 disabilty have housing cost burdens,
compared with 45% o those with o disabiites

RESIDENTIAL PATTERNS

In Columbus, an estimated 93,418 persons 5-years-aid or oder have  disabilty, representing 12.7% of
this share of th totl populaton. With  isabled population of 44,131 residents comprsing 11.2% o the
population, Frankin County's cisabiltyrate is proportionally ower. I both the city and courty, people
3ed 18-64 have both th argest umberof people with disabilties and the highest disabiltyrate 2t 7.9%
and 5.5%, respectively. Rates or other age groupsaresigaificatlylower; in Columbus, the atefor those.
ver 65 s ess than hlf, at 3.6%, and the rate for ages 5517 s just 1.2%. These rates of dsabity all track
relatively closel with those of the county and relon.

Ambulatory disabiles are the most common type inthe ity and the county, afecting 6.7% and 5.6% of
the populations, espectivey.In both the city and county,folowing ambulatory disabilties n order of
prevalence are cognitive, independent ving, and hearing ifcutes. ision and self-care diffulis each
affected under 3% of the populations of Columbus and Frankin County. The map that fallows shows the
Beographic distrlouton of persons with diabiltes throughou the area. People with disablies are
dispersed throughout th city and county. Looking 3 the underlying data for census tacts shows that

tracts

areas where people with disabilties are most common include central Columbus and sever
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immedtately 1o the south and east, where rates of disabilties were over 20% for the most populous age
Broup, 1864, Highest disabiltyrates for residents 65 and older were found in seversl tractsinthe same.
eneralares,just castof downtown Columbus, athough there are noindiidual tracts that had th highest
rates for both age groups.
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FIGURS 30. PEOPLE WIT A DISABITY 8 AGE N THE T OF Couueus
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ACCESSIBLE HOUSING SUPPLY AND AFFORDABILITY

A search using HUD's Affordable Apartment Search Tool was conducted to identiy afordable rental
properties i Frankin County designed to serve people with disabiles. The search retrned 32 resuls;
3l st wo had Columbus addresses, with theremalning two i Grove City and Hilard. Only one o theof
the listed propertes affered units with mre than ane bedroom. A simir point in time search an
apartmentuide.com for apartments with accessbilty features curtently for rent in the Columbus area
etured 168 reslts, 14% o all avalable nits on the site (1,200}, Of the 168 total avaiable acessible
units only 51 were priced at $900 or e per month, and only one acvertised rent 3 ess than $500 per
morth

Based on a standard Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payment of $750 per month (equating to an
affordablerent o $225 or ess,t s hghly kel that people with dsabities who are unabie to work and
tely on 5125 ther sole source of ncome, fae substantialcost burdens and difcuty locating afordable
Housing, Publicy supported housing s often a key source of accessible and afordabie housing for people
with disabilties and in Columbus, these subsdized housing options are 50% to 100% mor ikely to
contain households with at least one member with a disabilty than the housing stock in general, With
comparable overallrate.of disabilty in Columbus and the county, the distribution of people with
disabilties in the diferent types of publicly supported housing follows simiar patterns, except that the
20 units of “other multfamily housing” in Franklin County were much less likely to contain dissbled
fesidents than it o the same type n Columbus. A th tabl below shows,persons with disabilties are
able 10 access publc housing, Project Based Secton 8, other subsidized multfamily housing, and HCY.
units. Housing Choice Voucher holders were mre kel to b disabled than esidents o any ather type
of publicy supported housing. In the region, the Gther Multifamil category has a lower percentge of
residnts withdisabilties than i the city, while the Publc Housing category has a igher percentage.

ThBL 18- DAY BY PuBLGY SUPPORTED HOUSING PROGAAM CATEGORY

Housing Type iy ofCotumius Frankin County Columbus Region
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Supportive housing, 3 ypicall subsidized fong-term housing option combined with a program of wrap-
around services designed 1o supportthe needs of peaple with disabiltes, is another importantsource of
housing for this population. Uigue housing equirements for people with an ambulatory diffcuty may
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include accessibilty improvements such as ramps, widened hallways and doorways, and nstallation of
8rab bars, along with access 1o community senvces such a5 transit. For low- and moderate-ncome.
ouseholds, the costs of these types of home modifications can be prohiitive, and renters may face
partculr hardships as they could be requied to pay the cost not ust ofthe modifications,but also the
costsof remving o reversing the modificatons i they ater choose to move.

ACCESS TO OPPORTUNITY

In Figure 30 thereis o evident clusteing orother nequitable geographic distrbution of resdents with
disabilties within the cit of Columbus or Frankin County. However, viewing the population with
disbilties at the regionl cal n Figure 31 shows that people with disabltiesar tightly clstered n the
teglon's rban core. This means that access to opportunityforthe majority of residents,even those nthe
reglon, are more closelyalgned with opportunityndicators orthe iy than for the region ikely including
such factos as avalabilty of public transportation and supportve services.
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ZONING AND ACCESSIBILITY

From a regulatory standpoint,local Government measures o control lnd use typicallyrely upon zoning
codes,subdivision codes, and housing and bulding codes, nconcurrence with comprehensiveplans. Local
soning suthority i directed by the state enablingaws 2 part o th local Government’ poice power but
limited by superseding state laws related to specil land use, for example the regulation of public
propety, flood plains,utlities, natural resources, airports, housingregulated by astatelcensing authority
for persons with disabiltes,higher education nsitutions,etc. Conditons ofthe Columbus and Frankin
‘County z0ning codes affecting accessibiy are assessed i th followingsecton. Severa elements of the
folowing analyssrefer back o the scored z0ning code review presented in Chapter .

Defiition of “Family” and Group Housing for Persons with Disabilities

Often one of the most scrutinzed provisons of a muricipaliy’s zoning code s s definton of “family.”
Localgovernments use this provision to limit the number of unrlated persons who may e together n
3 single chueling. Unreasonably restrictive cefinitons may have the unintended or ntende (depencing.
onthe motiations behindthe drating of th ursdiction’s dfintion) consequence of mitng housing for
nontraditional familles and for persons with disabites who reside together in congregate Iing
Situations. The Gity o Columbus defines “family” under it Bulding Code to include an indiidual or ny.
number of ndiiduals related by blood or marriage, o a group of not mre than five indviduals ot s0
related, lvingtogether. Smiarly, Frankin County's oning code restrits the dfiniton o familyto oy
those rlated by blood or mariage, o ot more than four unrelated persons sharing a common home.
Under these definitons, foster care and adoption relaionships are not trated as equaly related a5
relationships by bood o marriage, which s roblemaic under due process srutiny. Columbus's bulkling
code limitsthe size ofasingle or “one family dwellng” to ot mre than  residents. Whilethe dfition
of “one family dweling” does notdistingush between related or unelated persons o treat diffeently
persons with dsabites because of thelr disabilty, used together with the defntion of “famil,” t could
Have the effect oftreating famile srctly related by blood or mariage better than faniles elated by
doption,foster care, o ather functionalyor factually equivalent means.

Limiting single famiy to o more than  or § unrelated indiviculs s neither the mst permissve nor most
restrctive under case precedent, but does fal to treat nontraditiona, but functionally equivalen,
Household relatonships equal with those related by blood or marrage, and may vilate fair housing,
privacy, and due process protectons. More permissive and neutraldefinitionsof family do not distinguish
between relsted and unrelated occupants as long as the residents e together 35 3 functionally or
factualy ecuivalent family or common househald sharing common space, mels, and household
responsibilties, and/or eaves masimum occupancy per dwelling as a matter of safety under occupancy
standards rather than the zoning regulations. While the Supreme Court has recognized 2 local
Bovernment's igh o imit the number of unrelated individuls who may ive together 35 constitutionally
permissibl, the restricton must be reasonable and not exlude a household which in every sense but
bilogica one s single family. An unreasonably, o arbtraril, restrictive defiiton could vioiate sate
Due Process and/or thefederal FHAA s it may have a disproportionate impact on people it diabiltes,
minories, and familes with chidren. The ordinance should be smended to expicty include relationships
based on adoption and foste/legal guardianship. Another option i to amend the ordinance to add an
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adminstrative process for rebuttng the presumption that 3 group exceeding the permitied maximum
number of unrelated persons is not otherwise resiing together a5 a single housekeeping urit and
functionalfamily. Accorcingly, both Columbs and Frankln County received a °2”high sk score o lsue.
Lofthe matrv

‘The family defnhtons do not istnguish between or treat persons with disabiltes diferently because of
thei cisabity, ather supportve housing services for persons with disablties are regulated under the.
term “residential care faciity” in Columbus and “acu family homes" or “acul group homes” under
Franklin County's ordinance. State law provides that “resdentia cae facites” (lcensed faciltes that
provide accommodations, supervison, and personal care serices for 3-16 unrelated agults) for 110 5
residents must b tested 253 permited use i anylocal residental disrictor one and facltes for -15
residents must be permitte in any multifamily districtor one (but may be  condiional o specia use i
3 lanned unit development.

The Columbus zoring code regulates some housig for persons with disabiltes under the term
esidentia care facity,” which i described as 3 dwelling “Torprovidng supervise aom, board an care:
in a residentil settng to.residents thereof whose disabilties or status limit thelr abilty to e
independently..The term shal not be applied to owner-occupied premises with one o two roomers...”
In adeition to any sate lcenses required, the owner or operator of a resdential care faciity may be
subject o "rooming house” licensing requirements from the Giy, ntal or annual inspectons, and fees
Residentia care facilies for les than 6 residents should b permitied by ight nresdental areas equally
with other inglefamily use, although they could slso be subject to addtional icensing and inspecton
equirements, presumably for the safey of the residents, beyond that required by state regulators.
Residentia are facltes for 6 or more residents are only permitted by right i the AR-, AR, and AR
distrcts. However, this is not more restrctive than similary situated housing for 6 or more unrelated
individuals o requirng in-home, suppertive services for disabiltis

Under frankiin County's code, an “aduft family home" s a residence or facity that provices
accommodations to 35 unrelated adults and supervision and personal care senices to at least tree 3
aduts, Adult family homes are a permitied use Inthe Rural Disrct, -1, R2, R, R, and R-12 disticts
but not identifed as  permitted use inthe R-24 dstric. An “adultgroup home” i  residence o facity
that provides accommodations for6-16 unelated aduls and provides supervison and adu prsonalcare
Services o a east 3 of the unrelted adults, Whil defined, the zonin code does not specficlly identiy
i which dstricts an adult group home may b ste. The defnitions rference Ohlo Revised Code sections
that have been repealed and renumbered (OO Re. CooE § 3722). Frankin County's adut care facity
defintion specfically excludes homes providing hospice care, homes for the aging, “community
alternative home,” snd alcohol and drug addiction trestment progams,alof which may serve persons.
with disabiles. There s some inconsistency between th loca ordinance and state law which has been
revised recently. Becauseofthe ambiguty between the County's reatment ofcetain housing for persons
with disabiftes and the state’s regulations,the County received 3 2" medium risk score on lsue #2. The
Zoning ordinance and tabe of peritted uses should be amended to resoive this ambiguity and make.
clea that housing for persons with isabilties may be sited s spefically permitted under stte law and
eaually with other single-familyhousing fo unrelted persons
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Reasonable Accommod:

‘Adoping a reasonable accommodation ordinance is one speciic way to address land use regulatons’
impact on housin for persons with cisabiities. Federal and state fair housing laws require that
municipalitiesprovide indvidusls with disabilties or developers of housing for people with disabilties
fenibilty in the appiiation of fand use and zoning and bulding regulations, ractces, and procedures or
even waive crtain requirements, when t s reasonable and necessary to climinate barriers o housing.
opporturities,or "t afford persons with 2 disabilty the equal opportunity 1o use and rioy 2 dweling.”
(The requirements for reasonable accommocation under the Americans with Disabilties Act (ADA are
the same as those under the FHA. 42 U.S.C. 1213121 However, the FHA does not set forth a specic
process that must b used to request, review, and decide a reasonable accommodation

Neither Columbus nor Frankiin County have adopted aclear and objective process by which persons with
disabilties may request 3 reasonable sccommodation to zoning, land use, and other regulatory
equirements. Rather both jurisdictions appear to rely on the variance process for such matters. In
Columbus the Gy Councl holds power o hear and decide apalicatons for varances folowing the publc
notice and hearing process. The BZA has authority to decide variance requests within unincorporated
Franklin County. This i requied for any applicant seeking 3 variance and i not imited to housing for
persons with disabiites The purpose of a variance s not congruent with the purpose of requestng 3
easonable accommodation, as a variance requires a showing of special ircumstances or conditons
ppling t the land. In contrast,  reasonable accommodation s 1o allow Indvidual with disabiltis to
have equal access o use and enjoy housing. The juisdicton does not comply with s duty to provide
reasonable accommodation i it applies 3 stancard based on the physiclcharacteristic of the property
ather than considering the need for modification based on the disabites of the resdents, The zoning
code'svariance process has been identied as animpediment both o development and to persons with
disailties seeking 2 uniform process fo requesting  reasonable accommodation, and accordingly both
Jrisictions recelved a 2" on Issue 3.

Whereas simple administrative procedures may be adequate for the granting of a reasonable
accommodation, the variance procedures subject the applcant o the publichearig process where there
is the potential that commnity opposiion based on stereatypical assumptons about people with
disabilties and unfounded speculations about the impact on neighberhoods or threats o safety may
impact the outcome. Alhough the FHA does not require 3 speifc process for recelving and deciding
requests for reasonable accommodation, as 2 matter of equity, transparency, and uriformity, it Is
advisable thatlocljurisdictons adopt astandardized administrative process.

Supportive Housing for Persons Recovering from Alcohol or Substance Addiction

Under federallw (e.2. FHA, ADA, Rehabltaton Act), it s discriminatory to deny an indvidual or entity
the ightto site  residentialtreatment program in  residentil z0ne because it il serv indual with
alcaholor other drug problems o menal health disablties. Ohio's statelaw regulates “recovery housing”
—efined 2 housing for indviduals recovering from alcoholsm or drug addiction that provides an alcohol
and drugifree iving environment, peer support, asistance with obtaining alcohol and drug addiction
Services, and other slcoholism and crug acdicion recovery sssistance - under Ohio Revised Code Ch. 40
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It distingulshes recovery housing from other residential care facllie n terms of icensing but does not
specificall address oring and itng of ecovery homes i ocal residentil zoning disricts.

I Columbus hafway houses and “community residential treatment facites” require 3 special permit
approved by the Bosrd of Zoning Adjustment and then may be lacated only in annsttutonsl district,
G4 commercal dstrict, o an M-manufacturing disrit. While housing for persons with disabilties may.
be subject to state and local regulations related to health and safety,they cannot be excluded from
residentia disrics ltogether, an such regulations must ot be based on tereotypes o presumptions
about specifc types of disabilties. Accordingy, for treatment facities which house five or fower
unvelated persons recavering from drug or alcohol addiction, tis disparate reatment may vilate the
FHA, and the Gityreceived a 3" high isk score onIsue 5. The County specificlly excludes alcohol and
drug addicton programs from the zoning code's defntion and use category o “family care facity” scut
family homes andt adult group homes) ut does not otherwise acdress the location or siting of residentia
substance abuse treatment facles. Therefore, presumably as long as the facilty otherwise met the
defintion of inle-famiy dwellng, such housingshoud be permitted equally with singe-family wellngs,
But because the zoning code is not clear on this issue there s potental for ambiguity and unequal
treatment, andthe County recelved a *2° medium ik score on tis e
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CHAPTER 9.
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES

FAIR HOUSING RESOURCES

(Ohio was an eary adopter of il ghts protections with s ist satutory protections adopted in 1884
under the Ohio Public Accommodations Law In 1965, Ohio amended is Laws Aganst Discrimination to
include protections n housing. In 1992, Ohio again updated and amended ts Fair Housing Law to
purposefully bring the stae law into “substantial equialence” with federa ai housing standards, and
sinc that update it hasclosely parallled Title VIl of the Civi RightsAct of 1968, a5 amended by the Flr
Housing Amendments Act of 1985, 42 U..C. 55 3601 et seq. the “FHAA'). Both the state and federallaws
prohibit discrimination in the sale, rentl, and financing of dwelings, and in other housing related
transactions based on sx,rac, color, isabilty, elgon, nationalorgin,orfamilasatus. To be certifed
a5 substantaly cquivalen, the state fir housing law must provide similar “rghts, procedures,remedies,
i the availbilty ofjudical reiew that are substantaly equivalent o those provided inthe federalFar
Housing Act.” (24 C..R. § 115.201 et seq) In passing House Bil 321, the Ohio Legslature declred it was
necessary for the immediate preservation or the puble peace, health and safety, and stated,“immediate
action i required n rder for O’ Falr ousing Law toachieve substantal equivalncy with the federal
Far Housing Act” KR, 321, 19th Gen Assem., Reg, Sess. (OPio 1992)

Substantialequivalence certfication allows the state firhousing enforcement agency to3paly or federsl
funding under HUD's Fair Housing Asistance Program (FHAP). The Ohio CiviRights Commisson, created
by the egisature n 1959 to administer and enforce the states antiiscrimination laws, patoers with HUD
and receives funding through the FHAP 1o receive, investigate, and enforce charges of housing.
discimination

Under its Fai Housing Iiiaives Program (FHIP), HUD also has awarded an Education and Outreach
Intiatives (EOI) grant to the Central Ohio Fair Housing Associaton (COFHA), whichserves the Columbus
metropoltan area. €0 grantcesare charged with educating the pubic and housing providers about their
ights and responsbities under federal fair housing aw. The grants alo can support state and local
organizations that enforce fir housing aws that are equvalent to the FHA. COFHA was allocated
$125,000 in grant uns inFY 2017. ¢ has pledged t use s grant to nform the generalpublic about their
ights and obligations under the air Housing Act and substantal-equivalent state fair housing aws.
‘COFWA Wl use professionalcuricula,brochures, fact sheets, and Public Sevice Annauncements fo rdic
teevision, and intenet, fir housing and far lending worlkshops, utilzing localzed materals from HUD's
nationalfair housing ad campaigns whenever possile. COFHA will prvide Linited English Proficency
LEP) individuals with information about and access to program benefits through ranslation and
Interpretaion services in accordance with HUD's publshed LEP Guidance. The project aims to reach
underserved populations such as people with disabilties and recent imisrant populations. The project’s
professionsl educations! sympasia il focus on the efective mplementation of afrmative ai housing
and far lencing strategies and will target property management staf, ealestate agents, social workers
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and discharge nurses who coordinate housing needs,local goverments, an subsidzed housing providers
25 well s architects,developers and others who make decisions on accessibl design and construction.

FAIR HOUSING COMPLAINTS

A individualin Columbus or Frankin County who believes he or she has been the victm of an flegal
ousing practice under the FHA or Ohio Fair Housing Law ma sk assistance from the Oflo CivlRights
Commission or fle a complait with the approprate HUD Regional Office of Fair Housing and Equal
‘Opportunity (FHEO) within one year of when the discriminatory practice occured. Typially, once.
certfied, HUD will refer complants of housing discriminaton that  receives back to the stat or locl
FHAP agency for investigation, conciiation and enforcement acttes. HUD palicy favors having far
Housing professionals based loclly where the alleged dscrimination occurred because i has found that
a state or local agency’s closer proximity to the site of the alleged discrimination provides reater
familarity it local housing stock and trends and may lead to greater eficiency in case processing.
Because the Ohio Gl Rghts Commision s 3 certfied FHAP agency, most complintsfiled withthe HUD
FHED offce wil be referred back ta the OCAC fo nvestigation and enforcement,

The agarieved party also may fle alawsuit n federal district court withi two years of the discriminatory
act (or i the case of muliple, actualy-related discriminatory acts, ithin two years of th ast nciden.
Where an acminstrative action has been filed with HUD, the two-yesr statute of imitatons s tolled
during the period when HUD i evaluting the complint.

After the OCRC or FHEO receives a complait, I wil notfy the aleged discrminator (respondent) and
begin an investgatin. During the investigation period, the agency wil attempt through medlation o
each conciaion between the patis. f o conclltion greement can b reache, the OCRC/FHEO must
prepare a fnal “Daterminaton” report inding eithr that there s “reasonable cause” to believe that 3
discriminatory act has occurred ar that there i no reasonable cause. I the agency finds “reasonable
cause,” HUD must ssue  “Charge of Discrimination” If the investgator determines that there s o

easonable cause,”the case s dismissed. The advantages of seking redress through the administative
compiaint process ae tha the OCAC/FHEO takes on the cuty, time, and cost of investgatin the matter
forthe complainant and concilation may result in  binding settlement. However, the complainant also
8ives up control ofthe investigation and ltmate fincings.

1 a charge s isued, 3 hearing/tril will be scheduled befare an adminitrative aw Judge. The AU may
‘ward the aggrived party injuncivereie,actual damaes, and impose cvl penalies; butunike federal
disrctcourt, the AL may not impose punitive damages. Admiristratie proceedings re generally more.
expecited thanthe federalcourt il process

Housing discrimination claims may be brought against loca governments and z0ning authories and
against private housing providers, mrtgage enders, or realesate brokers

Complaints Filed with HUD
Regon Fie o the OffceofFair Housing and Equal Opgortunity (FHEO) eceives complants by househalds

egarding alleged vilatons of the Fair Housing Act for ciies and counties throughout Ofio (as well as
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linis, Indans, Michigan, Minnesats, and Wisconsin. To achiev its mission of protecting Indviduals
from discrimination, promoting economic opporturity, and achieving dverse, inclusive communites, the
FHED receives and investigates complaints of housing discriminaton, and leads n the admirisration,
development, and public education of federalfaic housing laws and policies.

A request was made o the HUD regional ofice for complaints received regarding housing unis in
‘Columbus and Frankin County or the previous five-year period. The Chicago Reglonal Offce of FHEQ.
maintain datareflecing the number of compaints of housing discrminaton receved by HUD, the staus
of all such complaint, and the basis/bases of all such complaints.

From January 1, 2013 through Juy 2018, HUD received 148 formal complaints of allged housing
discrimination occurring within therisdicton o the ity o Columbus and 78 complains for other ites
in Frankin County. The complete da tables provided by HUD are ncluded 2 an appendistothis eport
with the HUD case file number,vilation Ciy, fiing date, closure date, bass of complaint,isues cited,
closure reason, and monetary relief provided for each fle casefor the years 2013 - 2013

The number of comlaints or each by basis o dscrimination are shown for Columbus and other Frankin
‘County urisdictonsinthe tables below:

TABLE 19 HUD AR HOUSING CompLaTs o BAss

Gy of columby

Cor 2 s
Diabity 7w 5 P n »
- . 2 s 2 2 f 5
NatonalOrgin a 3 s o 2 2 ®
Race 0 0 s n . 5
Relgon 1 1 2 1 o 1 .
Retaition 2 1 . 1 8 1 o
sex o o 7

Frankin County
Colr

Disbity
Famila stats
NatonslOrgin
Relgon
Resaaion

sex

[P —P—
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More than one basis of dscrimination may be cited n a singl complint. Regarcing Columbus, for the
survey period, disabilty was cted in 78 complaints 3 the bass of iscrimination,followed by race in 55
cases,soxin 17 cases, retaliation i 17 cases,national rinn 16 cases, familial tatus i 13 cases, elgon
n6 cases, and coorin S cases. For rankiin County, the numbers show disailty wascted n 41 complaints
25 the bass of discrimination, followed by race in 23 case, retaiaion n 15 cases, familal status i 10
cases, nationa oigin n  case, reigon n 3 cases, and coor in 2 cases.

Also, more than one discriminatory act o pracice, recorded asthe cscriminatory issue, may be cited in
5 single complint. For the reported cases the dscriminatory isues identfed included failure to make a
reasonable accommodation or modifcaton; dscrimination i terms/conditions/privleges relating to
tental; dicriminatory refusal to rent and negotiate for rental; discrimination in terms/conditions/
prvieges relating to sal; discriminatory terms, conditons, priviieges, or services and facltes;
discrimination nthe terms/conditons for makingloans; discriminatory acts under Sction 818 coercion,
etc); disciminatory refusal o negotiate for sale; false denal or representation of availabilty; non-
complance with design and constructon requirements (randicap); discrmination in the appraising of
residential el property; and otherwise deny or make housing unavallable

At the time of response, 20 Columbus cases were openy/pending and 128 cases had been closed. Of the
closed cases, 74 were closed after Investigaion and ano cause determination; 24 were withdrawn by the
complainant after resolution; 2 were withdrawn by complainant wthout resolution; 12 were succesfully
resalved by conciation; 8 were administratively closed because the complainant falle to cooperate in
the process; 5 were cosed fo lack of Jurisdicion; and 1 was closed after FHAP jucicial dismissal. At the.
time ofresponse,  Frankin County cases were open/pending and 73 cases had been closed. Of the closed
cases, 30 were closed after investigation and a no cause determination; 25 were withdrawn by the
complainant after resolution; 4 were withdrawn by complainant without resolution; 5 were successully
resalved by conciaton; 3 were administratvey closed because the complainant fale o cooperate in
the process; S were closed for lack of urisicton. Inthe cases resoived by setlement / conciiation, the
espondents did notnecessarily admit labilty, but may have setled to avoidfurther expense,time, and
the uncertainy of igaton. Monetary damages ttaling 544,078 were reported for the cases resolved by
settlement r concllation n Columbus and $29,123 nFrankiin County, though not al setted cases ended
in monetary damages being awarded.

‘Complaints Filed with the Ohio Civil Rights Commission

A request also was made 1o the OCRC for data eflecting the number of housing discriminaton related
complaints received by the Comission regarding housing units in the City of Columbus o Frankin
‘County. Asof the writing of tis report, he OCRC has ot responded to the request.

‘Complaints Filed with the Columbus Community Relations Commission

The Community Relations Commission (CRC) s charged by Gty Code with the enforcement o Columbus
ordinances regarding prohibiton of discrimination in the areas of employment, housing, public
accommodations, ntefering with clights,racial profiing, and ethic ntimidation. The CRC provided
dta o the annual numbers of housing complants it nvestgated between 2007 and 2017, During that
time period,  total of 63 complaints were investigated,butfrther information onthe bases and outcome.
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of these complaints could not be isolated from the CRC' data, While the average number of annual
Housing complaints was Just over six per year, the average s skewed by 3 count of 27 housing-related
complaitsfiled n 2014. I th three years sincethen (2015-2017), totalof just four housing complints
were investigated by the Commisson.

Complaints Received by the Columbus Urban League

The Columbus Urban League provides mediation and counselng senvices between low and moderate.
income tenants and anclords nthe Columbus and Centrl Ohio ares o try to prevent homelessness and
esalve fair housing isputes. The CUL willinvestgate and pursue housing discriminaton complints and
conduct housing discrimination testing. It also provides educational workshops,seminars, and materials
onfair housinglaws and regulations o local lanlords. 5o ar in 2018, the CUL has ecelved 8 complaints
of housing discrimination, and one case has been referred tothe Ohio Civi Rights Comission or further
investigation.

FAIR HOUSING LAWSUITS AND LITIGATION

n agareved party may seck redress of housing discrimination i sate o federalcourt. Over the recent.
fiv-year period—lanuary 1, 2013 through August 2018 there have been a east 17 federal awsus fled
origated concerning propertie,lenders, and/or housing providers i the Columbus and Franklin County.
areas. The folowing is  summary of those cases, organzed by the general FHA basis of ssue, which
ilstrate possibe impediments tofai housing choice in Columbus and Frankiin County.

Discriminatory Lending / Rediining

 United States v, Unlon Savings Bank, v Action No. 1:16cv1172 (5.0, o) (complain e Dec. 28,
2016; consent order . 3, 2017,

‘The Department o Justicefled this complaint aganst Union Savings Barik and Guardian Savings Bank,
alleging tha the two related banks, which share common ownership and management, engaged in a
pattern or practce of relining in their residental ral estate lending businesses betuicen 2010-2014 in
majorty-biack neighborhoods i part of Incana and Ohio, inclucin in Columbus. “Recliing” refers to
the discriminatory practie by banks orother finanis nstitutions of eryinor avoiding providing credit
services 10 consumers because of the acial demograhics of the neighborhood in which the consumer
Tves o seeks to ve. The complant alleges tha the defendant banks violted the Fair Housing Act and
the Equal Credit Opportunity Act, which prohibt financa nstiutions from discriminatng on the bsis of
race and color i thir mortgage lending prctice.

The Court entered a Consent Order after the partes agreed to a $9 Millon settement designed to
promote more equa lending serices. Without admitting Iabily,the banks agreed to allocate $7 Millon
10 3 loan subsidy fund to ncrease the amount of credit that the banks extend o residents of majorty
African American census tracts—inclucing in the Columbus metropolitan srea—and 52 Millon of
investment In credit needs assessment, community outreach, advertising, and consumer repair and
education. Union alo agreed to apen two ullservice branches and Guardian agreed to open one loan
producton offce to serve the residents o African American neighborhoods, Final,the settiement also
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eauires both banks to develop robust nternal controls o ensure compliance withfai lending oblgatons
and o conductfir ending training for heir employees.

Discriminatory and Inadequate Design, Construction, and Accessibiity of Covered Multfamily
Housing

* Miami Valle Far Housing Center,nc. . Preferred Real Esate Investment, Inc, Civi Action No.

2.15-00-2737 (5.0. Ohi) (complint fled Au. 19, 2015).

I this awsuit, MVEHC, 3 faic housing advocacy and testing organizaion, alleged that fve multfamily
apartment complexes desgned, constructed, and managed by Defendants in and around Columbus—
Paimer House, Ciffon Park, Andover Park, Alexander Sauare, and Taylor House (the “Subject
Properties")—were not designed o constructed in conformity with the sccessibilty requirements of the
FHAA (12 USC. § 3604(13)(C)), and that thereby Defendants have and continue to unlawully
discriminate against people with disablties and imit ther choce of housing. The complaint dentifed
wha lainff claimed, aftr conductin testing of the Subject Propertes, were inadequate accessibilty
features, including: ground-floor units without accessile routes to ameniies and clubhouses; leasing
offices with steps leading to the entrance; curbs without curb cuts; out-ofreach light switches and
electrical outlets; and nsuffcent floor space for wheelchalrs at tollets,sinks and bathtubs.

Prefered Real Estate has developed 12 apartment communites in Columbus, with three more planned
forthe near future, Thelawsuit a5k Prefered Living to reroft exsting complexcs to comply with federal
accessibilty law and to design future buidings s they comply 35 well, It alsa seeks compensatory and
punitive damages.

The Defendants denled abilty and have argue thatas shown by the permits and occupancy certicates
issued for the sublect properties, their buldings do meet the minimum design and construction
obigations o § 3604()3)(C) because they are n complance with th relevant Ohio Builing Code, which
incorporates the ANSI ALLT-1

5 of the witng ofthis report,the district court has not uled on the meris of the parties’ srguments,
but hasasked the parties t bref the court regarding whether the rlevant OBC Incorporates i partor in
whole the 2009 ANS or 2003 ANSI and whether 3 mulfamily dwelling covered by the FHAA that was
designed and constructed in compliance with the 2009 ANSI or 2003 ANSI would satisfyal of the FHAR's
design and constructon requirements or satisfy some part of them, such as the adaptive design
requirements. (Order, Jly 18, 2018)

 Miami Valley Far Housing, nc. . Metro Development, LLC, vl Ation No. 216-6+-00607 (5.0, Ohie]
(complaint fled June 24, 2016

In this factually smilar lawsult, MVEH sued the developers, bullders,designers, management company,
and owners of Northpark Place and seven other mulifamiy apartment complexes in and around
‘Columbs for allgedly falng todesign and constuct these propertis incompliance ith the scessibiity
ecuirements ofthe FHAA. The complaint aleged that after esting at th propertie, Phaintf determined
that many of the covered dwellng units ack accessibl bathrooms, suffcent floor space to mancuver a
wheel chlr, accessble routes, adeauate curb cuts, and/or accessble amenites, rendering these units
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unavalable to prsons with dsabtes. As n the case aganst Preferred Real Estate, the Court found that
MVEH (but not Central Ohio Fair Housing Center) had organizational standing o bring the claims against
the Metro Development defendants, but, a5 of the wriingof this report,had not vt rled on the merits
ofthe awsut,

Ajointstatus report s due  the court on September 13, 2018, o further update thecourt regarcing the
progress of discovery.

Discriminatory Treatment Based on Race and Color

 Columbus Housing Partnershi, Inc. v. Dominion Homes,Inc, Gl Acton No. 2:12-cv00111-GLF
MRA (5.0, ONio (complaint fld Feb. 6, 2012; stted and voluntarl dsmissed Jan. 28, 2013)

Thiscasearises out of analeged breach of contractbetween Columbus Housing Partnershi, . (‘CH),
 nonprofitorganization whose mision s to develop qualty, affordable housing for low-to moderate
income familes In Columbus and central Ohio, and Dominion Homes, a housing developer who had
agree tpartner with CHP o develop 54 affrdabl renta townhome uits o land owned by Dominion
within the Vilage at Hilisrd Run subdivision in Columbus. The parties sought low income tax crect
approval fo the project. The complaint caims that the affordable units would have been primariy
occupied by persons of color and families with chidren n an srea tht i precominately made up ofwhite
residents. The sut aleges that Dominlon cancelled the option contract with CH folowing organized
opposition from nelghbors to the proposed development; news stories and letters posted. with
inflammatory statementslike, “we do ot need these government asisted peaple moving intothisarea’;
and unsubstantiated claims that lowincome housing would bing down property values and increase.
crime. Dominion then notiied nelghbors that it was aware of the opposition and that instead of sellng.
the acreage to CHP t would continue o buld out the sitesef without the affordable uit.

The complaint pleaded clais for vilation of the FHA and Ofio Revised Code § 4112.02 based on race,
color, and familal status; breach of contract; and fraud. Defendants deried liabilty and fled 3
counterciaim. However, after 2 medation conference was held between the parties on Decerber 10,
2012, the partis reached » confidential setclement and voluntarl dismissed the laws.it on January 28,
2013, with the court retaining jrisdicton to enforce the terms of the settiement,

 National Faie Housing Allance,In.v. Federal National Mortgage Assoc. (“Fannie Mae”], Cuil Acton
No.£:16-v-06969 (N.0. Cal. complaint fl Dec. 5, 2016,

In ths case, 21 flr housing advocacy organizations filed st against Fannie Mas ater an extensive
nationwide investigation of over 2,300 REO propertes covered by the FHA In major metropolitan areas
includingn Columbus.Plainis aleged that,afer the housing.cisis n 2008, Fannie Maefaled toperform
basic maintenance on foreclosed REO propertest owned in minorit nelghborhoods around the country,
exen whie t did perform routine maintenance on propertes it came to Gwn in predominantly white
neighborhoads. As in othe cites nvestgated, testers found in Columbus difeing maintenance and
difering reatment based o neghborhood racial composition of otherwse similarly situated REQ.
properties a5 REO properties I predominantly white elghborhoods i Columbus were far more likely (o
have 2 small number of malntenance defcencies or problems than REO propertis in communites of
Color, while REO propertes in communities of color were far more kel to have large numbers of such
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deficiencies or problems than those in predominantly white neghborhoods. The plaitiffs claimed that
Fannie Mae's discriminatory maintenance, marketing, and sale of dwellings based on homeowners' race
or national orgi, depressed property values in communites of color, undermined neighborhood
stabilizaton, and curtalled economic recovery, n vilation of the Fair ousing Ac.

Fannie Mae denied abilty and fled a motion to dismiss. In rulng on Defendant’s motion o dismis, the
Court found that Plantifs suffcenty aleged statitcal evdence demonstrating a fir inference of
caustion betuween Fannie Mac's delegaton of duties and the dfferenial maintenance of properties in
commurites of color o support a laim, though it rserved the ulimate question of proof for summary.
Judgment motions or latr proceedings. A5 o the date of this report, Fannie Mae had fled a motion to
dismiss Plaintifs’ amended complant for filure o state a clim, and the court had st the matter fora
hearing and ora arguments to be held on November 2, 2015.

 National Fir Housing Allance v. Deutsche Bank, Civl Action No. 1:18.cv-00839 (V.. ) (complaint
fled Feb. 1, 2018),

The allegations i his awsuit are simila 1o the alegedly egregious conduct of Fannie Mae in the
previously dscussed case. Plintfs are privat firhousing organizatons that investigated thousands of
REO propertis across 30 metropoltan areas,including in Columibus, owned by defendant bariks and
maintained and serviced by other defendant companies, The complaint aleges tht the Deutsche Bank-
‘ownec homes located npredominantly white census block sroups were better maintained and exhited
fewer objective routine maintenance and marketing defcencies than the Deutsche Bank.owned
propertiesthat were ocated i neighborhoads comprised primariy of African Americans and/or Latinos.
Plaintifs presente fincings. that this disparty was observed In Columbus the 25 REO properties
investigated there. Plaincifs' complaint purported that Dfendans discriminated agaist predominately
black and Latino communites of clor i the exterior maintenance and marketing of REQ properties and
that theirpolicies and conduct {3) constitute ntentional discrimination; (o) perpetuate segregation ()
have adisproportionate adverse impact on minority communitestha s notustfied by any vald busiess
purpose; and (d)inerfere with the enjoyment of rghts protected under the FHA. Defendants iled a
mation to ismiss on May 9, 2018, isputing the adequacy of Plaintifs'methodology and adequacy of
pleading the elements of iscimination, amon other denials of labilty, to which the Plaintifs filed a
esponse. As of the date of this report, the court had not yet ruled on defendants’motio.

Discriminatory Failure to Provide a Reasonable Accommodation or Modification

+ Vasandani v. Dublin Green Condominium Quners’ Assoc In., Civil Acton No. 2:14-cv-0005 (5.
‘Obio)(complaint i Jan. 16, 2013; dismised Dec. 16, 2014).

Plaintif, the owner ofa condominium unitin Dubli,Frankin County, anda person whose disailtylimits
er abiity towalk and other actiiies o dally Iving, alleged that efendants efused to makea reasonable
accommodation n thei policy of not de-icing the sidewalk and parking area and only removing snow
outsice PlintifFs condominium when i reached two inches or more, despie knowing of her disabiity
nd the dangers posed by failure o accommadate her isabilty. Afer repested requests for a reasonble
accommodation tothe poicywere deried, Plainfwas Injured n a sl and all accdent on the ce outside
her condo, She filed tis lawsult against the owners’ associaton and property manager under the FHAA
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and ONlo Falr Housing laws, £2 U, C. § 3604((3(8) 24 CFR§ 100.204; R.C. § 4112.02(H)19). The parties
setled Paintifs claims and filed 3 voluntary dismissal on December 16, 2014

+ Frally. Bernard, vl Acton No. 2:17-cv-00357 (5.0 Ohio) (complain filed Aprl 27, 2017; stpulation
of dismissal Aug. 14,2017)

The aggrieved pllntifIn this case had a diagnosed chronic mental liness and anslety disorder after
serving i the miltary. Histreating psychiatist peseribed an emtional support animal (ESA) to mitigate.
i symptoms. The plintif provided this information from his physiian o the owner/manager of the
Ravin Ridge apartment complex in Columbus and requested that they waive the pet fee. However, the
sult alleges that defendants refused 1o make a reasonable accommodation and instead charged plintf
2 nonvefundable et fee plus monthly fees for the remainder of his ease term. The suit also allges that
the defendants are labe for unlawful etaliston aftr hreatening to charge plinif a hgher monthly fee
if he pursued legal action. Defendants deried that they were required to waive the pet fees for an

“untrained" service snimal and denied liabilty. Fllowing mediation, the partes setted the clais and
voluntarl dismissed the case on August 14, 2017

+ Heer v. The Enclave, Ciil Action No. 2:18-0-00574 (5.0, Ofio) (compiain fied June 11, 2018;
dismissed Aug. 21, 2013

Inthis action, the agereved plaintf caimed tha she wasa tenanenter o the condorninum association
and attempted to have a service support animal because of her dsabity. Plantf provided Defendants
it documented medical evdencefrom her physician of he need for the support animal. However, she.
aleges that the Defendants through their attorey rejected her request in writng for the emotional
support dog, citng a0 dog community” policy. laintif and her family then moved outof the dweling
Falr Housing Advocates Associaton,Ic. (FHAR) assisted Ms. Heer ininvestigatng this matter and joned
the awsuit a5 3 plinf. Within weeks f serving defendants,the paries iled  notice of sttement and
the case was voluntarly dismissed on August 21, 2018,

+ Dixon v MNM Home Rentals Grou, LLC, Cvl Acton No. 2:16-cv-00748 (5.0, Ohio) (complant fled
July29,2016),

The allged facts stated that the plaintif had been renting a single family home in Columbus from.
defendants since February 2015 using a Section 8 voucher provided through Columbus Metropolian
Housing Authorit (CMHA). In June 2016, plaintif provided defendants with medica documentation
showing that conditons in the neighborhood were contributing to her two minor sons’ documented
mental health csorders, and requested that defendants grant a reasonable accommodation of releasing
the tenant from her lease due to her chidren's medicalneed fo a different type of housing, CMHA's
polices requie 3 notarized mutual lease rescsion dgreement be signed by both the landlord and the
tensnt prior to ssung the tenant 3 new voucher for 3 new rental property. By lette through their
attorney, Defendants refused Plintf's request uless she met a st of conditions first. Thi lawsult
Tollowed. Following acourt ordered setlement conference, the paries reacheda settlement on plintf's
claims and valuntarly dismissed on September 23, 2016,
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+ Entine v.Lissner, Cvl Acton No. 2:17-cv00946 (5.0, Ohi) complaint fled Oct. 26, 2016; voluntarly
dismissed May 29, 2015).

Plaintif was a student at Ohio State University in Columbus, who because of her disably required
service animal. She requested and was Inially granted a reasonable accommodation o the Universty's
“no.pet polly.” However, when her accommodation supposedly came Into confict with another
resident's dog llrsy, the University's ADA comliance officer gave her notice that eithr she would have
t0 move o the service amimsl would have to be removed because the other student had entered nto 3
lease fo the housingfirst. Plintif sued the universiy or violaton of the ADA, FHAA, Rehab Act, and
state law, At the preliminary njunction stage, the court sided with plantff because It found the Universiy
had no performed the proper inquiy of two competing reasonable accommodation requests. The court
held a settlement conference for the partes who eventualy reached an agreement and voluntarly
dismissed the lawsuit on May 29, 2018,

+ Parson . Capital Reahty Group, Civl Acton No. 2:15-cv-03024 (5.0. Ohio) {complint fled Nov. 20
2015;settled and ismissed Apri 5, 2016).

In his acion, plinf, who s described a5 disabled and bed-ridden, alleged that defendants, the owner
and manager of Eastand Manor senir iing apartments in Frankin County,refused to assist er home
health aids with preparing the apartment for treatment of bed bugs or to provide a reasonable
accommodation, and nstead sought to evict her on the belif that because ofher disbilts and despite
er assstance rom regular home health nurses and aids, she should not be ivingn an independent ving
faciity. The partie subsecuentlyreache s setlement and the awsuit s voluntarly dismissed on April
5,206,

+ Ragland v. 2 Home Solutions Group, LG, Civl Action No. 2:16-6+-00749 (5.0. Ohio (complant fled
July 29, 2016; etted and dismissed Sept. 23, 2016,

The complant in his case stated that the Plaitifhad been renting a single-femly home in Columbus.
from defendantssince February 2014 using  Section § voucher provided through Columbus Metropolitan
Housing Authariy (CMHA. In May 2016, PlaintfFs mentl health care providers determined that her
mentl iness symatoms were ecalating a5 a resultof Iving in a high erime neighborhood with routine,
frequent gun violenceinthe mmediate vicinity of hr residence. Through her attorney, Plinifprovided
Defendants with medicaldocumentaton of her mental disbiltes and evidence that her condition was
xacerbated by her current housing conditions and requested that Defendants provide Plintf with the
reasonable accommadation of releasing Plintif from her rental lease agreement due to medical
necessity. CMHA' polices require 2 notarized mutual lease rescision agreement be sgned by both the
landlord an the tenant prior to isuing the tenant a new voucher for 3 new rentl property. However,
Defendants questioned the veracty of Plainti’s disablty and refused to cooperate with the requested
lease rescisson. This FHA lawsuit followed. A settlement conference was held with the court, and on
‘September 23, 2016, the parties fld a voluntary stipulation of dsmissl upon reaching a setlement of
Plainif's caims.
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+ Tracey v Hardiman, Civl Acton No. 2:14-cv-00484 (5.0, Ofio] (complait led May 23, 2014; sttled
nd ismised Nov. 14, 2014).

At thetime of ths complaint,Plaintif was a resident of Widwood Villsge Apartments inFranklin Courty
with a Section 8 voucher through Columbus Metropolitan Housing Autbority (‘CMHA') that provides a
federalsubsidyto pay part o he rent. Plintifs psychiarst recommended that sh et companion dog.
0 mitigate the symptoms of her mental disorder and anety. Plaintif got an emational support dog and
then submitted 3 form for an accommodation to the property managr for her apartment. Defendant
laimed that Plaintiff violted the terms of the ease and threatened to evic hr. Feaing eviction would
cause termination from the renta assstance program, but dependent upon her emotional support
animal, Plainc fied 2 lawsuit under the FHA for Defendants’ falure to grant a reasonable
ccommodation with adcitiona clims for emotionsldistress. The partesreached a settement and fled
 voluntary stipultion of dismissalon November 14, 2014

- Dougls . Vests West Bay, LIC, Gl Action No. 2:13-cv-00066 5.0, Ohio) complain filed Jan. 25
2013;settled and ismissed Oct. 18, 2013).

Plintif brought this acton under the FHAR and the Rehabiltation Act, aleging she was improperly
accused of drug dealing in her rent subsidzed apartment when i fact the various visitors were home
eaithaides, nurses, family and fiends that asssted her due to hr dsabiltes. The complaint stated that
by denying Plaintif the reasonable accommodation of having her aides and family visit her apartment unit
25 needed, demanding Plantf re-certfy her income elgibilty four months earler than required, and
fiing 3 fivolous evicton aganst her forcing her to vacate the apartment, defendants had unlawfully
coerced, ntimicated, threstened and inerfered with her exercse and enjoyment o he rights under the
FHA.Prior o adjudcation on the merisof Plaint's complaintor the Defendants' motion to dismiss, the
partes setied he claims and fled a voluntary dismissal on October 18, 2013,

+ Keaton v, Tall aks Realy, LLC, vl Acton No. 2:15-cv-02643 (5.0, Ohio (complain filec Juy 23,
2015;setled and dismissed May 23, 2016).

10 this FHAA action aganst the owners and managersof an apartment in Columbus, Paitif and the Fair
Housing Advocates Association aleged that Defendants refused to reasonably accommodate.her
documented medical condition when they repestedy faled to repai the air conditioning in her
apartment, and then unlawfully retalated against her for her compaints by institting evition
proceedings for non-payment of rent.Pror to filng this lawsul, Plaini fled a complaint wih the Ohio
il ights Commission on Jly 28, 2013. T Commission found that It was not probable tha Defendants
engaged in pracices unlawful under Ohio Rev. Code § 4112 et seq. (ONio Fair Housing Law); however,
Plainif ssserts that Defendants misld the Commision with fale statements, The court set  cate for
mediation,and the partesfled avoluntary tipuation of cismissal folowing sttlement on Miay 23, 2016.

+ Painter-Payne v. Vesta West Bay, C Action No. 2:120v00912 (5. Ohic (complain fled Oct. 4,
2012; adjudicaton n favor of Defendants and case ismissed Sept. 16, 2014)

This s n acton under the Falr Housing Actin which lantifs,  person with disablies and her son who.
isclaimed asherlv-in caretaker, allege thtDefendant, thelandlord of Planifs’ Section 8 apartment in
West Bay Apartments in Columbus,improperly sought o evict them based on the caretaker's residency.
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in the apartment. Plaintif Painer-Payne speciicaly alleges that Defendant denied her request for
reasonable accommodation o allow her son 1o eside with her a her ve-in side in vilaton of the FH
Defendant disputed that lainif's request that hr son be hr ive-in aide was reasonable and necessary,
and provided evidence that Plant's son cid not meet the citera for an approved ive-in ade because
of is crminal background and because of recent actions deemed an Immediate threat o the saety of
the community. While the case was pending, the parties agreed to terms of Plaintifs vacating the
apartment. i ts order on the partes various motions for summary judgmen, the court granted Vesta
West Bay summary judgment because it found Plainifs e o provide evidence that the son was the
only livein aide available to Painter-Payne, and thus could not show that but for the requested
accommodation, Painer-Payne would iely b denied an equal opporturity o enjoy the housing of her
Choice, The court directed judgment i avor of efendant and the case was dismissed on September 16,
201,

PAST FAIR HOUSING GOALS AND RELATED ACTIVITIES

‘Columbus and Frankin County's 2012 Analysis of Impeciments identifed a otalof 32 impediments to far
Housing cholce and groupe them accoreing o subject aea. The ollowing section of this report contans
2 description ofactiiiesundertaken by Columbus,Frankin County,orother community artners toward
addressing the 2012 impeciments within each o the generalsubject aeas. Th City and County contract
with the Columbus Urban League to provide many of the services and soutions recommended by the.
2024,

Impediment Area 1: General

The City and County both continue to provide funding to the Columbus Urban League (CUL) fo the.
provison of contractual services,inluding complant nvestgation, counseling and supportive services,
and education. Additionll, the CUL performs monitoring of affirmative marketing plans and ractices
forlocal housing providers. Addtonally, the County continues to make homebuyer education a requied
partofthe home buying proces for county-funded down payment assstnce programs.

Impediment Area 2: NIMBY

‘Columbus and Franklin County have worked with housing vendors to educate the public about the need
for public and special needs housing with regard 1o the benefls they provide communities. Frankin
‘Countyhas alsoncentivized CDBG and HOME scorng processes to encouragejurisdictons o develop and
implement fair housing strategies.

Impediment Area 3: Development Regulations and Zoning Requirements

Both the City and County have incentivzed the development of affordsble housing in suburban
Jrisictons and the City of Columbus i providing guidance and best practice for area comimisions to
elp uide their decsions.

Impediment Area 4: Compliance with FHA, ADA, and AWARE standards
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Frankln County has adopted AWARE standardsrelated to housing development and construction
(benefitting senors, the disabled and energy eficiency.)

Impediment Area 5: Tax Policies

The Afordable Housing Allance reeased a report to the community documerting the need foraffordable
ousing and offering proposals ncluding changes to tax polices to pay for the endeavor. The City and
‘County continue o look 3t ways that TIFs and other tax ncentives can support affordable housing and
infrastrueture improvements and the County land bank is exporing the creation of a local land tust.
Further, the County made it recent sales tax ncrease permanen, commicting 3 potion of that increase
1o affordable housing projects and niatives

Impediment Area 6 Public Housing and Section 8 Units

(CMHA and housing developers have utiized Good Neighbor and Cooperation Agreements o document
accountabilty and as education tooks,

Impediment Area 7: Need for Low-Income Housing.
The Affordble Housing Trust for Columbus and Frankin County servs 33 3 catayst for the producton of
affordable housing and encourages homeownershp in order to stimulate development of afordable

Housingn and near employment enters. The organizaton invests i affordatie esidentia development
in older and disinvested areasof Columbus and Frankin County.

Impediment Area 8: Source of Income Discrimination in Section 8

The City and County continue to be aware of the benelit of greater and wider usabiity of Section &
Vouchers, however, they have not yet undertaken any specific plans beyond what the Columbus.
Metropoltan Housing Authority already does to promete voucher acceptance.

Impediment Area 9 Len

CUL conducts monthly HUD-3pproved, eight-hour homebuyer education and counselng programs,
provides counseling and guicance to future. homebuyers, distrbutes information on affordable
Homebayer programs, incuding down payment assistance programs, and provides education and
‘wareness to potential homeowners and housing providers.

Impediment Area 10: Rental Housing

The CUL provides educational information and materials to lsndiords and tenans, referrals i, for
finanial,legal, and other senvices), and provides Intervention, mediaton, and supportive servics for
conflc esolution betueen landlords and tenants,

Impediment Area 11: GLBT Discrimination in Housing.

Frankin County has increased its funding levelstothe Columibus Urban League to take on mare housing
discriminaton cases and to expand its education of the public concerning housing discrimination
especially related to protected cassessuch as GLBT, disabilty,and familal staus.
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CHAPTER 10.
IDENTIFICATION OF IMPEDIMENTS

Descrined below are the fir ousing isues identifed i this Anslysis of Impediments, long with their
associated contibuting factors. Prioiy contributin fators are those that are most ikely o limit o deny.
fair housing choice or acces to opportunity; nonpriority contribuing factors ar likely t0 also have a
causal relationshipto the fir housing s but are les irecly orimmedlately abe to remedy the named
fssue. Recommendations to address priority contributing factors are provided in Table 20, slong with
associated activiies, goal,tmelines, and responsibl partes.

Impediment #1: Affordable Housing Options Lack Access to Opportuniy Features

Areas o the Columbus reglon with the best schools, the lowest rates of poverty, the highest ates of
workdorce involvement, and the best envronmental qualiy tend 1o be neghborhoods outside Columbus.
in Frankin County' suburbs. In these opportuniy.rch areas, housing costs can be prohibtive fo low-
and maderate-income households. Housing Choice Vouchers, which could subsidize the igher rents in
these communitis, have long walting st and andlords there often wil not accept vouchers inthe first
place.

Aditonsl mltfamily rental propertie inthese areas with enhanced acces to opportunity, partiulary
subsidized units that will remain affodable over 3 long term, would open up new housing optons for
familles that choose to move in order to take advantage of the school, employment, of recreational
opaortunities that may exist for them there. Columbus's more urban neighborhoods may offer
opportunites of ather sort, such as transit availailty, walkabiy, and proximity 1o jobs and retail
establishments. Afforcable housing i these areas is another mportant goal. A third ype of residential
Seting, the so-caled win-win areas, blend some o the typical urban nelghborhood ameties such as
proximity 10 jobs with access to higher-performing suburban school districts and should also be
consdered for new affordable housing optors.

Based on demographic data presented in tis report, low- and moderate-ncome failles are more lkely
0 befamilies of color, o have one or more members with  isabity,or to have characteristics of other
federaly protected casss.In order o have equal acces o the opportunity featues n their community,
these populatons wil require a sustained ocal commitment o expancing the affordable housing stock
areas with igh level o opportunty.

Impediment #2: Nelghborhoods with Low Access to Opportunity.

While several Columbus neighborhoods have scen revialzaton Including housing renovation, infl
development, and new businsses, others lack suficient access 10 vital community resources such as
quaity schools, shopping opportuniies, a safe environment, adequate publc infastructure, and other
‘opportunity dimensions. Opportuniy ndices and maps developec by HUD indicte that 8ack, Latino, and.
Native America residents in Columbus have same of the lowst levels of access to proficien schaols,
labor market engagement, and low poverty areas n the region. On average, ther level of access
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lower than those of white Columbus residents, and resdents of Frankiin County outside of Columbus,
‘Comments received from stakeholders provide information about additional opporturity dimensions.
Several people who provided input for this study noted the Ioss o the Kroger in Columbus’ Uinden
neighborhoad s reducing gracery acces for the community. New Americans, incuding refugees who
partcpated ina focus group, note safety oncerns i ther nighborhoods,both nterms f crime and in
terms of housing conditions. Whil encouraging affordable housing options i high opportunity areas, a5
described In Impediment 1, is an important far housing goal addressin resource gaps and fosterng.
opportanity-n-piace i also crucial. Many residents desir to tay within their communties where they.
have sccess 10 affordable housing, transt, job centers, and social networks. Thus, 3 ey aspect o far
Housing s ensuring tha these communities als have access to qualty schools, shopping, and safey.

‘Consolidated Plan should identiy place-based stratees for improving physical resources and building.
human capital n low opportunity and high poverty areas. Strategles should address things such as
improving property conditions; ensuring adeauate publc Infrastructure, Including water access;providing
adutt education and employment opportuntis; improving access to shopping and employment through
enhanced transit, pedestrian, and bicyce acltes;ofering supplemental youth education programs; and
addressing barrers toreail development.

Impediment #3: Households of Color Have Reduced Access to Homeownership.

Many households desire homeownership 35 3 housing option in order to buld equity and incresse
stabilty. However, homeownership rates and data regarding home morigage applications indcate that
purchasing a home s sgnificanty more diffcut for households of olor than s for white households. In
‘Columbus, 54% of white households own their homes, compared to 34% of Afrcan Americans, 39% of
Asians,and 245 of Lainos. I Frankin County outside of Columbus, homeownershiprates are igher, but
il show disparity by race and ethnicty. About 77% of white households in Frankiin County own thelr
Homes, compareditaonly 1% of Biack househalds and 44% of Latinos. While not the oy factor mpscting
Homeownership rats, differences in home mortgage approval rates play a considerable role. Home
Mortgage Disclosure Act data shows that lack applcants for a conventional mortgage are more than
twice as likey to be denied a5 white applicants, 3 diference tht xists at allincome evels. Latino
applcants are also more fikey o be denied a mortgage loan,regardes of income. Wil households of
color were more Ikely o apply for a government.backed home martgage oan, they continued to face
igher denal raes and thus reduced access in comparison to whie households.

To address disparites in access to homeownership, the City and County plan o continue funding.
homebuyer and fiancial counseling, as well a5 funding foreclosure prevention assistance for low- and
moderate-income households a sk of losing thei homes. The City and County should aso consider
exploringthe need or a responsible banking program tht encourageslocallenderstofrther faf housing
251t reates to homeanership.

Impediment #a: Protected Classes Face Greater Housing Instability

Input and local data gathered for this tis study ndicate that households of color, immigrants, and
efugees often face considerably mare housingnstabilty due o evictons, Homelessness,and foreclosure
than do whie residents. According to Princeton Universty's Evicion Lab, the first nationwide database.
of evictons, there were 18,373 evicion iings an 11,139 evictons n Frankin County in 2016. Of these,
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thevast majority (8156 were n Columbus. For every 100 rentalunisn Columbus there were 4.6 evictions
in 2016, which was 2.1 more than the national average. Severa stakehalders nated that OFio's short
timelinefor victons often puts renters atrisk of being made o leave ther homes with reatively ittle
notice, and that race and familla status are two of the strongest indicators of evicton. Refugee and
immigrant focus group partcipants,along with stakeholders that work regulrly with these populations,
noted tha they ae also cisproportionately mpacted by evictons. For households without anywhere else
030, an evicton can ead to homelessness foral ouseholds, it makes more difficut to obtain housing.
in the future. Additonally, fea of retaistory eviction, particulary among the area's most vulnerable
enters, may make them heitant to adress maintenance/epalt eeds and other housing conditions that
endanger health and safety with thei andlords.

Franklin County's Department of Job and Family Senices provides one-time Emergency Assistance of up
081,500 to assst low-income family househalds avoid eicton. The ity of Columbus has held eviction
prevention workshops in partnership with the Legal Ald Society of Columbus and Columbus Next
Generation to provide nformation to landlords and tenants who are facig orat ik of facing an eviction.
Additionally, i parnership with the City of Columbus, Frankiin County, and several other local
orgarization, the Prevent. Family Homelessness Calaboratie s launched  pilot project to prevent
evictons through partnrship with local apartment owners and managers. The projectaims to connect
atriskfamilles with sacial health, and government services t prevent evicton, mearhile reducing costs
associated with evcton for partcipating apartmen owners. The City of Columbus and Frankin County.
should monitor the reslts of this program as the plot continues o determine s efficay at preventing.
evictons and possble implications for future evicton-prevention efforts. The ity and County should also
evlew ways in which HUD grant funds may be used to prevent o lessen the effects of evictions.

In additon to eviction, homelessness i aso more fikely to mpact protected classes. According 1o the
‘Communiy Shelter Board's 2018 report 4 Ploce to Call Home, Black indiiduals are disproportionately
represented in the homeles populaton at 65%, compared to their 7% population share in Columbus.
LGT8 youth are also isproportionately likly to be homeless. Both the Cit of Columbus and Frankiin
County curently address homelessness using Emergency Solutons Grant (ESG) and ather HUD grant
funds. To Cityand County wil revew the performance of homelessness and homelessness prevention
programs to ensure funds are targeted o populations mst in need. Additionaly the City and County wil
work to expand the availabilty of transtional housing with case management senvices, permanent
supportive housing, and permanent afordable housin.

Impediment #5: Continued Need for Fa Housing Outreach, Education, and Enforcement

A broad need for ongoing outreach, education, and enforcement regarding far housingis evident rom
public inpu, locl Itiation history, an the reuts of the air housing survey. Meeting and interview
partciants names  varity oflocal organizatons tht they believed could povide fair housing assistnce
including the Columibus Urban League, the Ohio Civil Rights Commission, Legal AIG, and the Columbus
Metropoitan Housing Authority, yet fewer than hlf (47.6%) of survey respondents reported knowing
where to fl 3 complaint of housing ciscrimination. Input from meeting attendees and focus group.
partcipants also suggests that immigrant, refugees, and people with imited Englis proficency are at
partculr risk of having their housing ights violted and that disseminating education to these
populatons I difcuf. Finall, documented cases of“not in my backyard" (NIMBY) aitudes leadin o
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the successfl demise o planned afordabe housing developments were related, including a 2012 lawsut
against Dominion Homes. Each of these adds o the evidence that contnued fair housing programming,
bath on the ecucation and the enforcement sies, i needet.

Impediment #6: Inadequate Compliance with Housing Accessibilty Requirements

Stakenolder nput has suggested that housing units specfically constructed to be accessile 10 people
with dsabiiiesare i very shortsuppy; where they it there e aften waitng st ayear or more ong.
and ther i ftle unit turnover. Furthermore, modficatons to  non-sccessible home or rentl uit can
be prohibitively xpensiv, although some programs o exit to assistwiththese types of mprovements.
On topofthese constaints on the existing supply of accessibleunit, the management o unitscan further
it avalabilty for the disabled population. The most frequent basis of fied housing discrimination
complaints i disabiltystatus and the number of lawsuis fled regarding accommodations or people with
disabilties i significant. More than half f the respondents (54.1%)tothe far housing survy flt tht the
lack of housing options for peaple with disablties constituted a barier to fair hausing in the region.
Education and regulatory protectons for the hausing needs of this winerable popuiation should be
addresses

Impediment #7: Zoning Code Provisions Limit Housing Choice

Severalelements within Columbus and Frankiin County's respective zoning codes could be amended or
clarfied to expand housing choice, including fo people with disabiles. I Frankii County, accessory
dweling urits (e garage apartments, cariage houses, or granny flats) ae limited only to certain
residentia zoning districs, and even then,are permited to be occupied only by famly members of the
primary dweling’s owner, Accessory dwelling units provide an opportuniy to integrate smal and
affordable renta unis into traditonal singe-family nelghborhoods, but rankiin County's zoning code.
limits this potentia,

Neither the Cty nor Couny's code currently contains 2 reasonable accommodation process whereby a
person who s disabled may seek an admirisrative approval o a home modifcaton raher than submit it
through the more cumbersome variance process. Not only does an administrative processsave time and
cost it als does not subect the applcant to 3 public hearing, which can unnecessarlylead o opposition
from neighbors. Both jurislctions’ zonin codes apply some form of a “related by blood or marrage”
standard to determining whether 2 household may be considered 3 family. The defnitions could be
rewriten to relax ths standard, which could potentially make it easier for fve-i aids and caregvers o
support residents with disailes.In some cases,the codes both appear to relegate housing fr people
ecovering from alcoho orsubstance abuse addictons to non-residential aeas, which would deny these
residents a reasonable range of housing choices

Finally, whereas the City and County zoning codes were reviewed in detal as pat of this analysis, 2
comprable review should be undertaken of the suburban municipaltes codes. Several stakeholders
mentioned the likelivood that zoning restrictons, among other fators, could potentilly lmit the
affordabity of housing inthe suburbs. Given this possbity and the propensity of zoning codes i general
10 raise fai housing concerns,tis should be  subjec or future study.

139




image141.jpeg
Taate 20— Fam HoUSING GOALS AND ACTVITES

\mpediment 41 Afordabe Housing Options Lack Accss to Opportunty Feures
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Impediment 42: Neighborhoods with Low Acces to Opporturity continued)

There 3 coninued needfor |+ Improv pedestran and ke facities o beter connect st reas with various Gty o Coumbus
tranic and pedestian community resoucesand opportuniis. Franin County
Improvements o expand ow and 2. Al sdewak networes,pedestran safery, ADA accassbify, and ke
moderte income redents’ Ionesfpths i fow and modarate income eighborhoods o determine potental
sccess o obs, shopoing, 4 need forenhanced pedesron and ke faciles o conmect residental ress with
other opportrites and shoppin, heathcre, bus tops, employment ares, anothe detinatons Ao
resources consider the avalabitty of edestian nrastucture connectin ky destinations
{ajor employers o empoyment centers, shopping ares, et wih the cosest
s sop.Develo priorites for improvements. (a1, 2020]
5. Based o s anayis, make recommended sidewalkan bike lae/path
improvements, begiing withth ighes rirtes. (Ongoing. begiaing, 03 2020)
- Continueookin forapportunitie o mprove ranst acess etween Columbus nighborhoods,
suburban popultion canters,and majo employers/employment centes, a5 part of the
Consoldsted Planningproces fo 2020-2024. (Ongoin,begieing @1, 2015

Ty —
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Impediment sa: rotected Clas Face Greater Housig Insablly (continued)
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Impediment 45 Continued Need for Fair Houing Outreach, Education,and Enforcement (coninued)
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Columibus and Franklin County do. |+ Consider,daf, and adopt local cod amendiments hat would provide an sdmiistrte

nothave s cear and obiectie ernaiv 01 variance 3pplcation fo peope requesting sccommodtion or modication
process by whichperoncwith | related toa diabiiy

dsbities may requesta 3. Reviewthe ity and County zoing codes withplanning staf members and conslt
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CHAPTER |.
INTRODUCTION

AFFIRMATIVELY FURTHERING FAIR HOUSING

Equal access t housing chaice i crucialto America’s commitment to equality and opportunityfor all e
Vilof the Urited Stes CivilRights Act of 1968, more commanly known as the Fair Housing Act, provides
Housing opportunity protection b prohibiing discimination nthe sale o rentl of housing on the basis
of race, color, elgon, sex,and nationa oigin. The Actwas amended i 1988 to provide tiffer penalies,
establsh an administraive enforcement mechanism and to expand it coverage o prohiit dscrimination
on the basis o famils status and cisabilty. The U.S. Oepartment of Housing and Urban Develogment
(HUD), specificlly HUD's Offce of Fair Housing and Equal Opporturity (FHEO), i responsible for the
‘administration and enforcement of the Fair Housing Act and other civi ighs aws.

Provisons to affimatively further fair housing (AFFH) are basic long:standing components of HUD's
Housing and commnitycevelopment programs. The AFFH requirements are derivet from Secton 80(e)
(5) of the Fair Housing Actwhich requiresthe Secretary of HUD to administer the Department’s housing
and urban development programs in a mariner to affmatively further fair housing.*

112015, HUD published a inal rule on Affmatively Furtheing Far Housing, which outines procedures
that juriscictions and pubic housing authoities who participate n HUD programs must ake to promote.
access tofar housing and eausl opporturity. This ule stpulates that grantees and housing autharites
take meaningful actions o overcome patterns of segregation and oster inclusive communities ree from
Barriers that restic access 10 opportunity based on protected class characterisics. Under HUD’s final
ule grantees must take actions 1o

‘Addres dispariies n housing need;
Replacesegregated ving patterns with integrated and balanced fving pterns;

Transform racaly and ethwicaly concentrated reas of poverty into areas of opportuniy; and
Foster and maintain compliance with civl ghts and ar housing laws.

To assst grantees and housing authorites affimatively further fair housing, HUD provides publicly-
avallable data, maps, and an assessment 100! 10 use 1o evaluate the state of falr housing within ther
Communities and st locall-determined priories and gosls, HUD's final rule mandated that most
arantees begin submitting to HUD an assessment developed using these tools i 2017; however, 3 2018
HUD notice extended that deadline unt at last October 2020, The notice further required tha grantees
Instead prepare and keep on il a current “Analyssof Impediments 0 Falr Housing Cholce” A1)

I an A1 local commnites that receive HUD entitiement grant funds evaluate bariers 1o far housing

choice and develop and implement strategies and actions to vercome any dentifed impediments based

U5 Deparimentof Housigand UanDeslopment e Housingand aus Opporuly.Fl Hosing o Gl
Vel 1{Chpter 1ol Housiog PloningHstorclOvnvi, P 131 Wa1ch 1996
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on thei Indvidual istories, crcumstances, and experlences. Through this process, local entitement
commurites promte far housing chaices for sl persons, ncluding classes protected under the Far
Housing Act, and provide opportunites for racially and ethricaly nclusive patterns of housing occupancy,
identify structural and systemic barrers to fair housing choice and promote housing thatis physically
accessible and usable by persons with disabiltes.

HUD will resume that the grantee is meeting it oblgaton and certficaion o afrmatively further fir
Housing by taking actionsthat address the impeciments,inclucin:

« Analyaing and eliminating housing iscrmination within th furisdiction;
Promatin fai housing choic fo allpersons;
Provicing apportunities fo racialy and ethnicallyinclusive patterns of housing occupancy;
Promting housing that i physicaly accessbletoal persons to include those persons with
disabilis; and

 Fostering compliance with the nondiscrmination provisions of the Fir Housing Act.

Through ts Community Planning and Development (CPO) progrars, HUD's goal s to xpand mabity and
widen 3 prson' freedom of cholce. The Department aso requires Community Development Block Grant
(COBG) program grantees to document AFFH actions in the snnusl performance reports that are
submited to HUD,

Mosaic Community Planning asssted the Cty of Columbus and Frankin County with the preparation of
ths Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice. This Al follows the requirements in HUD's Fair
Housing Planning Guide bt is 0 compliant with the regulations and assessment too established in
HUD's 2015 inal ule. In several chapter, it incorporates the maps and data developed by HUD for use
by grantees a part o the Affrmatively Furthering Fair Housing inal rue.

DEFINITIONS

Affimatively Further Fair Housing - In keeping with the latest proposed guidance from HUD, to
Afirmatively Further Fai Housing Choic (AFFH) is o comply with "the 1968 Falr Housing Act'soblgation
forstate and local governments to improve and achieve more meaningful outcomes from fai housing.
polces, o that every American has the right o fir housing, regadlessof thlrrace, color,nationa rign,
relgion s, disabilty or familal status.”

Fair Housing Choice I carryng out this Analysi of Impesiments to Fair Housing Choie, the Cty of
Columbus used th fllowing defiiton of“Fair Housing Cholce”

+ The sbiity of persons ofsimilar income levels to have avifble to them the same housin choices

regardies o race,color,religion se, natonal orgi,familal staus,or handicap.

1S Deparimert of Hovsingand Uran Declopment. HUD Pubises e Poposed Al on ATHBthey Frthrg P
Housing Choke.” rss s . 5110l 9, 2015
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Impediments to_Fair Housing Cholce - As adapted from the HUD Fair Housing Planning Guide,
impediments to fir ousing choice re understood toinclude:

« Any actions,omisions,or decisons taken because o race, color, relgon,sex,disabily, familal
status, or nationaloriin which estict housing choice orthe avallbiltyof housing chaices

« Any actons, omissions, or decisions which have the effect ofresricting housing choice or the
avallabilty of housing choices o the basi ofrace, color,rllgion, sex, disabiy,famillal status,
or natonal orign

Protected Classes— The fllowing defnition of federallyprotected ciassesisused inthis document;

il VIl of the Gl Rights Act of 1968 prohibits housing discriminaton based on race, col
national rign r ancesry, sx,or refgion. The 1988 Flr Housing Amendments Act added famil

status and mentaland physical handicap as protected classes

Affordable - Though local definitons f theterm may vary, the dfinton used throughout this analyss
is congruent with HUD's defiton:

+ HUD defines as"afordable’ housing that costs no more than 30% of  householdstatal monthly
gross ncome. For rental housing, the 30% amount would be Inclusiv of any tenant-paid utilty
costs.

. For homeowners, the 30% amount would Include the mortgage payment, property taxes,
Homeowners insurance, and any homeowners’assacation fes.

DATA SOURCES.

Decennial Census Data — Data colected by the Decenrial Census for 2010 and 2000 s used n this
Asessment (older Census data s only used n conjunction with more recent data n order to lustrate
trends), The Decennia Consus datas used by the U . Census Bureau tocreate several different datasets:

2010 and 2000 Censtus Summary File 1 (SF 1] - This dataset contans what s known a5 *100%
data” mearing tha it contains the data colected from every hausehald tha particpated i the
Census and s not based on a representativ sample of the population. Thoughthis dtaset s very
braad interms of coverage of the total population, it s mited n the depth of the information
collected. Basc characteristis such as age, sex, and race are collected, but not more detaled
information such as disabilty tatus, occupation, and income, The satistcs are avalabl for 3

varity o geographic levels with most tables obtainable down o the census tract o block group
level

2000 Census Summary File 3 (5F 3 - Containing sampledata rom approximately one n everysix
U5 households,this datase s comple from respondents who received the ‘longform* Census.

U5 Deparimentof Housigand UanDeslopment e Housingand sus Opporuty.Fl Hosing i e
Ve 1 {Chpter 2 reparig o o Housing Fomig oge 217 March 1996
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survey. Ths comprehensive and highly detalld dataset contains nformation on such topics as
ancesty, level of education, occupation, commute time to work, and home value. The SF 3
dataset was discontinued for the 2010 Census, but many of the variabls from SF 3 are included
inthe American Community Survey.

‘American Community Survey (ACS) - The American Community Survey i an ongoing statstical survey.
hat samples asmall percentage of the U.S. population very yea, thus providing communities with more.
current population and housing data throughou the 10 years between censuses. This approsch trades
the sccuracy of the Decenial Census Data for the reative immediacy of continuously poled data from
vy year. ACSdata s compiled from an annual samle of approximately 3 o addressesrather than
an actual count Ik the Decennial Census's 5 1 data) and therefore i susceptile to sampling errors
This data i released intwo diferent formats: singe-year etimates and muti-year etimates.

+ACS Mult-Year Estimates - More current than Census 2010 data this dataset i one of the most
frequently used. Because sampling errr s reduced when estimas are collected over 3 longer
period of time, 5year estimates will be more accurste (but less recent) than 3.year esimates.
ACS datasetsare published for geograghic areas with populations of 20,000 or rester, The 2012-
2016 ACS 5-year estimates are used mostoften nths assessment.
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CHAPTER 2.
COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION PROCESS

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT OVERVIEW

A important component of theresearch process or this Analsis of Impediments to Fai Housing Choice
involved gathering input regarding fair and affordable housing conditions, percegtions, and needs in
‘Columbus and Franklin Couty. The Gity and County used a variety of pproaches to acheve meaningful
public engagement with residents and other stakeholders, Including public meetings, a focus group,
interviews, and > commuritywide surey.

Public Meetings

T mestings apen o the general public were held ta inform the public bout and gather nformation for
the Analysis of Impediments to Falr Housing Cholce. Each meting began with a short presentation
providing an overview of the Al related falr housinglaw, how 10 access HUD-provided fair housing data,
nd ways o provide input for the study. The remainder of the meetings consisted of an interactve
discusson offaic housing,neighborhoad conditions, and community esources in Columbus and Frankin
County. A total of elght members of the publc atended the two meetings. Meeting dates, times, and
locations are shown below:

Public Meeting #1 Public Meeting 12
Toesday, uly 24, 2018 Thursday, luy 26,2018

s00PM s00PM

WiloGrogan Community Center Hilard Branch Ubrary, The Hilard Room
862 20d Avenue, Columbus, OH 43201 4500 Hickory Chase Way, Hillard, OH 43026
Focus Group

In addition to the public meeting, a focus group was held on the Wednesday, July 25 at 100 PM at
Ethiopian Tewahedo SocialService’s (ETSS's) westlocaion at Hollywood Plaza, 4107 West Broad Street,
Columbus, OH 43228, ETSS s a nonprofi organization dedicated to helping new arrvals from other
countries gain self-sufficiency in Columbus, and provides employment assistance, English language
clsses,sterschool and summer programs, and acvocacy for victims of domestic vioence. Fourteen ETSS.
lents and staff members particpated in the focus group. Like the public meeting, t began with an
explanaton ofthe Analysis of Impediments to air Housing Choice and elated firhousing aw. The focus
aroup leader than acilated a discusson offairand affordabie housing s, nelghborhood conditions,
nd community resources in Columbus and Franklin County. ETSS staft provided languag interpretation
Service for clients 33 neec.




image10.jpeg
Stakeholder Interviews

During the week of July 23, 2018, indvidual and small group stakeholder Interviews were held in
downtown Columbus adjacent to Gty Hall. For people unable o atend anin-person inerview, telephone
interviows wereoffered. Stakeholders were dentifed by th Cityof Columbus Grants Management Office
and the Frankiin County Community Development Division and represented  varety of viewpoints
including fair housing/lgal advocacy, housing, affordable. housing, communtty development and
planning, education, employment, homelessness, people with dsabite, seniors, LGBQ persons, and
others.

Interview inviations were made by email andjor phone to more than 40 stakeholders. Twentyfour
people participated in an interview, and several nvices partcpated in other manners, such a5 by
attending the public meeting, hosting  ocus group, or aking the community suvey. Organizations rom
‘which one or more representatives particpated n the development o this Al nciude:

Affordatie Housing Trst  Frankiin County Administration

 Central Ohio Community Improvement Franklin County Economic Development &
Corporation Planning Department

. Cityof Columbus City Counl . Franklin County Ofice o Aging

Gl of Columbus Department of Education + Gertrude Wood Community Foundation

. Cityof Columbus Planning Divsion © Homeport

. City of Columbus Housing Division « Legal Aid Socletyof Columbus

« Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authority + Mid-Onio Regions! Planning Commision

. Columbus Urban League. « Ohiostate Uniersity

 Community Sheter Board « Stonewall Columbus

« Disabily Rghts Ofio  Wagenbrenner Development

 Ethiopian Tewahedo Social Services o WellerRealy

. Franklin County ADAMIH Bosrd « Worklorce Development Board of Central

. Frankiin County Board of Commissoners ohio

Community Survey

The fourth method for obtaining community input was  26-question survey available o the gener
public, incluing peopie ing or woriing in Columbus and Frankin County, and other stakehalders. The
survey was avallable oniine and i hard copy during July and August 2018, Paper coples were avaiable 3t
the public meetings and at severa publc Ibraries n Columbus and Frankiin County. A totalof 71 survey
responses were received.

Public Comment Period and Hearing

The City of Columbus and Frankin County held a 30-day public comment period from November 5 to
December 7, 2018 to receive fecdback on the drat AL A publi notice annourcing the comment period
and 3 public hearing was published in The Columbus Dispatch and the draft Al was made avalable both
oniine and at the City's Department of Finance and Management and the County’s Economic
Development & lanning offce during this period. The public hearng was hld on Tuesday, November 27
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1600 pan. inthe Liingston Branch Library Meeting Room at 3434 . Uvingston Avenue, Columbus, O
143227, Thirteen people attended the hearing and their comments and feedback are ncluded n the
folowing secton. Other than those made at the public hering, no other comments were received during
the comment perioc.

Publicty for Community Engagement Activities

A varity of approaches were used to advertise the Al planning process and relaed partcipation
opporturities t 35 broad an sudience as possble. Notice was gven toresidents through a public notice
inthe Columbus Dispatch, onthe Gty of Columbus Grants Mansgement Divison website,through » press
release toloca news outles, and through fyers placed in public places. Fiyrs were aso emalled o al
stakeholder rganizations Invited to participate i nterviews, 35 well 2 about 100 media contats of the
Franklin County Community Development Diision. I ll meeting advertsements, information fo anyonie
necding special accommadations (including tranlaton, interpretation, and services for people with
disabilties was provided, ut none were requested

A separate iy regarding the ocus group was provided o ETSS to advertise the meeting tother clnts,

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT RESULTS

Atotalof 130 peopleparticpated i the communiy engagement process used to develop this AL Twenty-
four participated n nerviews; 35 atended 2 public meeting, focus group, or hearing; and 71 responded
tothe survey.

Forthe community particpation process, the consulting team developed a standard question set for se
in public meetings, focus groups, and Interviews. Uisted below are the summarized comments from
Interview partcpants and meeting/focus oup attended, as well a5 asumimary of survey results, Al nput
was considered in cevelapment of thi Al and no comments or surveys were not accepted. Note that
these comments do not necessariy reflec the views of the City of Columbus orFranklin County.

Public Meetings and Focus Group.

1. Whatare the greates falr housing needs n the commurity? Are there parts of the ity o county that
are particuary affected?

- Landlords take advantage of people who don't e 3 lo of hausing options or have angusge
barriers. For exampl: discrepancies between wht 3 lease says and what a landlord actually
charge, discrepancy between who's payingfor utliies and what those cost are, andlords trying
0 charge tenans to leave even f thelease I up, N getting deposits back, paying rent tice.
when management tums over lack o maintenance and pest control.

« Language and cutural barirsfor New Americans.

- Safety, crime, and vandalism are sues. There hve been ongoing safty and discriminaton ssues
inheir communitis that the City s aware of but o acton has been taken,

+ Landlords arert hld accountabl for basicmaintenance of housing unis; have tumee 1o the City
torequest help in some cases.

10
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. When property owners realze people are nterested n ving i the ares,rents o up.
« ssues are common in many lowincome areas and apartment communities where refugees ive.

‘What parts of Columbus and Frankin County are generally seen as areas of opportunity? What makes
them attractive places to ive? What barriers might someone face in moving to one of these high
opportunity areas?

« Hillard - s peacefu, has §ood schoals, and i close by the hghway.

« Bexley - workforce partcipatio, good schools, recreation and greenspace.

« Whitehall - ccess to grocery stores and shopping

= Grandview and Upper Arington - good schools,

. This neighborhood (around ETSS Wess Locatio) s 8ood but it needs some areas where kids can
be sctive(gym, park, safe kids activies).

= Other than the Short North, people don't rell sa they want to v in Columbus.

« Mainconcern i hidren being safe and in good schools

. Not many locations that have housing for people with low Incomes; the places where you're ble
togetinare often not safe.

« Most people live in the area where they wrk, but wages are ow rlatve o the work, and not
enough t aford somewhere tolve.

. Focus group particpants ae not generally aware of many nelghborhoods or areas n the county
because they have not ived in Columous lone.

« These reas are expensive and they re ot diverse

« Auvalbilty of transportation and rentalhousing would ned o be avalable

~ Lo Secton 8 waltng st and then is hard to find  place that wil accept Section 8 voucher;
some people have stated appying inather cites

+ Generally hard o obtain housing because ther's nota ot of availably;Section 8 housing s 3t
capacity and forsale units ga very quicly.

Do residents of similar incomes generally have the same range of housing options? Ave there any.
Barriers other than income/savings that might mpact housing choices?

+ May beliited toplaces tha accept Section .

- Section  should provide s of fandiordsthat will accept vouchers, 0 people dor/'t have o use:
esaurces to overcome anguage, transportation, and employment barrers o search for housing.
New Americans don'tknow theirway around the ity so may need assstance to search fora place.
tolve,

e you sware of ny hausing discrimination? What are some things that can be dane to overcome
discrimination?

« Realtors will expresspreferences for cerain neighborhoods without many Black peopl, claiming
these areas are better for resale.
 When ooking for rental property t was common tosee “No Secton 8" sgns

1
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Are people inthe area segregated in where they ive? What causes thissegregation to occur?

. There are people of certain ethnictes populated insome areas For example: people o Middle:
Eastern descent n Dublinand Hillrd, Latin Americans and Somalks o the west side of Columbus,
and ritreans and Exhiopians onthe east ide.

« Immigrant communitesare segregae.

- Segregated areas may have thir rezsons or being segregated - they may not b 50 bad.

« People with disabitesseem pretey well Inegrated ino the community.

. Columbus s segregated, but Cleveland and Cincinnati re worse.

1sthere an adequate supply f housingthat s acessible o people with disabilties?

. The Urban League once provided a st of only about 20 accesible uits i all o Columbus that
would ake a voucher.

+ Finding housing for eldery and isabled residents s vry dificut, Senior apartments all say they
have wait s of 13 yesrs,

= Oder adults don't ncrease thlr incomes and move out to market rate units - once they gt nto
Housing, they stay where they are unti they need a nursing home.

+ NIMBY say o putal the afordabie senior ousing out nthe caunty.

What types of fir housing srvices (education, complant nvestigation, testing, et are offered in
the area? How well are they coordinated withthe work of othe organizations n the community?

. Hands o Central Ohio and 211 are bth good resources

+ The Columbus Urban League.

. Legalid

« ETSSisaresource for housingssues; there have been a few cases where Legal Ad has been hired.

+ The immigrant and refugee communities donft Know their far housing ighs but would ke to;
they don'tsee anyone taking the lead on fir housing education and enforcement. They need
clar information on where to g0 i they have 3 housingisue and what action willbe taken.

- Often feel that they can't complain because landiords may retalte, o it wil be viewed 35
ringing outside authorites nto thelr communtis.

Are public resources (e, parks, schoas, roads, polce and fire services, etc) avallabe evenly
throughoutal neighbornonds?

« Schools nthe areas where they live are good, but not the best

. The Short North s gettinglos of help— i doesn'tneed it anymore.

« Frankinton could use more public investment,

+ The saueaky wheel ges thegrease. Marginalzed people can get t 100, but they have o organize:
0 get their voices heard

- Need for more sidewalks inthe area

1
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. Columbus s working on Improvin transit, ut more bus routes would be helpful

9. s there anything we haven's discussed thatyou fel ismpartant toour research?

s difficult for many refugees to move to a better house even f they have ajob that pays enaugh
10 60 50. Ohio s an at-willemployment state an they could b It g0 from thei obs and then
wouldn't be able to aford the higher rent, 5o they feel more comfortable staying i lower-cost
housing,

- Aneviction on your record makes i realy fficul o find hausin.

+ Some landlords require 60-day notice before vacating, but who can afford t pay rent for 2
months on  second apartment just to hold t?

. More comparies are moving here, but wages st arer good. Alo, s diffcut for immigrants
nd efugees to obtain employment other than through an employment agency; comparies use
them bacause they don't want to dealwith the paperwork o hirng people who aren't citize.

+ Most people are usttyin 10 Gt though thei day —even Neighborhood Wach particpation is
90 much to ask.Ave they supposed tofind chidcare in order to g0 to Counci and speak out on

- Mectingattendees would e tosee what comes outof this stuy. Wil there be improvement an
these Issues?

Stakeholder Interviews

1. Whatare the greatest far housing needs nthe commurity? Are there pars of the cit or county that
are particuary affected?

« Housing wage continues togrow and s currently $17 a hour; there ae three households at that
income evel forevery affordable housing unt

+ Rentsareskyrocketin.

- Landlords being able to gt outof ccepting Secton & vouchers i b sue.

« Short North and ther central cit neighborhoods have seen rents and home prices rise as
reuttazation occurs; while there may not be direct displacement, there Is concern this s
impacting renters.

~ Retalzation nesds to incude 3 mix of incomes; tax sbatements are 3 tool in some
neighborhoods.

= County will b short about 50,000 housing units according o growth projectons.

. There's been a high amount of growth, which impacs housing affordabily. New housing s now
3bout $275,000, which s  har price point for young familes o aford.

- In addition to housing costs, households in some neighborhoads face high energy burdens (e
Franklinton, Linden, Milo Grogan)

+ Credit histories mpact peopl’s abilty to access housing; losing one home essentially bars them
from incing ather housing because it hurs thei credit and/or rental isory.

+ Recuirements for developing affordable housing using varous programs can be high {ex: energy
efficency, specic builing materal,etc) which makes it more difcut and expensive to do

13
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. Evitions are igh and evicting someone s 3 short process n Ofio

« Housing discrimination against immigrant populations (ex: being told to pay additonal ren,
unjustevictions,etc.). Thse groups e partculrly winerable because they may not have many.
other housing ptions.

+ There may be language and cutural bariers immiants that impact access to affordable hausing
and knowledge o avallabie housing programs.

- Housing discrimination sgainst familes with chicren (ex: ssues regarding noise, steering away
from second story apartments).

. For people on Supplemental Security Income (55) or Soclal Seculty Disabity Income (S501),
Housingis very hard to afford; they depend on HUD vouchers an it can be hard o fnd alandlord.
who wilsccept a voucher.

« There is an overrepresentation of Black, youth, and LGBTQ populations in the homeless
population.

. The effects of structural racism and ediining are il here,although the Mayor has made effors
in his aea, incuding elated o nfant morcaly

 Many parts of unincorporated Frankiin County are low density with no water/sewer so
opportunites for multfamily housing is lmited. Some townships may have capaclty for higher
density development, but s not supported by residents.

. Key clements that should be connected are affordable housin, tranit, and jobcenters here has
been recent regional plannin effortsfor corricors with capabilyfor high-capaciy transi.

‘What parts of Columbus and Frankin County are generally seen as areas o opportunity? Wht makes
them atractve places 1o lve? What barrers might someone face In moving 1o one of these high
opporturity areas?

- Southside of Columbus, around Reeb Cent
ehidcare

« Franklinton, because o redevelopment activity and ocus on the art; there s concern that people:
will e priced out.

. North Linden, ilkop, and South Central ae thee neighborhoods where you can sl get hausing
‘ona working classsalry.

« Clintonuile, because it has good public schools, s served by bus, and has good access o jobs

+ North st because o good access o Eastern Shopping Center an lght ndustrial o,

= Dublinand New Albany, butfyou e inthe suburbs,access to b s 3 roblem. There are some
(COTA routes out nto thesuburbs, bt the lastmle connections ae ot easy-

« Worthington and Westervile, but acess o jobs would be a barrier because these areas arer'ton
abusine.

. Whitehall - inner ring suburb with modest, workforce housing.

= Near East, Near North, Southsid, Hilltop are areas you may b able to sfford housing. Areas that
may be more desirable to lve are Far East Side, Far West ide, Short North, Dublin, Hillrd,
Pickerington, Worthington, and Westervlle. Schools are generaly good, but transit access would
be an isue, especilly depending on where you work.

. For.a young person looking to buy 2 home, Grove City.
are somewhat afordable. Housing nside the 270 Loop s expensive.

because of accessto healthy food, o taining, and

lird and Dublin have downtowns and

1
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. Areas like Cinonville, Grandview, and Upper Atington are good neighborhoods, but you may
have to compromise ot of what you're looking for o fford a house there.

- Areas with good jobs and 3 wealth of resources are often lacking afforcable housing. NIMBY
atttudes inthe suburbs can be a barrer toaffordable, mulfamily development there.

= Itdepends on what you're lookingfor. Some people are atracted to urban settings and want to
be downtown; others want more space and ook for suburban housing

= Inthe county, effrson and Brown Township atract ot of arge-ot single-family development.
Hilard s popular and has some medium-densitysingle-family development. Peopleare attracted
t0rural areas because they are quiet, peacelu, offer arger ots, and a diferent aesthetic than the
ay.

. Suburban areas have a ot of apportuniy, but transt s imited and thre s not much muifamy
housing,

« Costis typicallythe biggest barir someane faces when they move; transportation would alsa be
a barier fo someane relying on transt.

+ Affordable housing developmen should be along transit ins.

« Access totrasit could b a barie o iing in more rural areas;  car would be needed fo areas
thatare very for out.

+ Even i transit s avalable, sdewalks/fstand st mile connections, ransfers, and winter impact
peoples abilty to use transi o travelbetween home and work,

« Being near work, chdcare, afterschool care, and support ystems areimportant s people decide:
where toliv.

A family wit a car would choose the suburbs. Older aduls like Cintonville and German Village
because theyre central and on us s,

' Generaly, aress with higher per caita income and higher levels of ducation offe opporturity.

« School distitsare abig drver for housing chices; Columbus city schools are ot considered as
bad as insome cities, but generallysuburban school disricts ar prefered.

. City i trying to develop neghborhaods but schools may be  barie for some peaple o move to
ey,

- Efforts o creste mived-ncome commurities often don't reach owest income levels and homeless
peopl.

Do residents of similar incomes generally have the same range of housing options? Are there any.
Barriersother than income/savings that might mpact housing choices?

- Not sure; people make residential chaices based on schools, proximity o famil, access o the
community organizations they relyon.

It depends on the person (andlord, real estate agent,etc) that you're dealing with Real estate
agents may steer buyers to specificareas.

= Yes,but people arecften lookingfordifferent options based on their wants and neec.

A long a5 cos st factor,their options should be the same; hasn'tpersonally heard about
Housing discrimination but it may hapoen.

. Most neighborhoods have some level of diversity, but someone st may feel intimidated or
uncomfortable to move t an area i they will b inthe minorty there.
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. People wil have diferent optons — there are Implici biases and Judgements that affect where
buyers aretaken.

« They wouldn't necessarly have different optons, but people do have implictbiases that may
impact access o housing.

+ Some mmigrants and refugees tend to v with or near extended family or near el
culturalcenters, which often have 3 ide organizaton that provides assstance

+ Housing options are impacted by race and whether or notyou have kis.

« Afrcan Americans are evited at higher rates; a recent pilot project s undenway to work with 3
few apartment complexes to assst people f they get behind on rent in an effrt to prevent
evicions

+ Knowledge about housing options would impact someone’s cholce; households have 1o have
information about a varity o areasthey could move nt.

= No,there would nat be any diffeence in options

Are you aware of any hausing discrimination? What are some things that can be done {o overcome
discrimination?

= Yes,discrimination on the bases of famial tatus, ethricity, and sexualorentation.

. May b ssues regarcing accommodations for people with disabiltie, particulrly around support
animals or home modfcatons

« Discriminaton based on disabity status i frequent: requests for reasonable accommodation,
service animals, and designated parking spaces will al tend to recelve pushback rom landlords.

+ Discriminaton against people with disabiltes reated to mental health or substance abuse i
common; andlords may not want to dealwith the symptoms of thelr dsabiies.

« Landlords can discriminate in underhanded ways, such as being sublective with leasing activiey
based on protected class.

« Apartment complexes with wel trained staff may be better than prvate landiords wh either do
ot know ar do ot follow ai housing .

+ Discriminaton looks like tis: 2 segregated cty due to redlining, inably to g loans, flgh of
grocery sores, and needing new nvestment o corect the insof the pas.

« Discrimination may happen, but s rare. Columbus is an economic town ~ it llcomes down to
someone’s abity to pay th rent

. Families ofcolor are less aften approved for home foans

. Women of color andsinle heads of households experience evicion more often.

Are people inthe area segregated in where they ive? What causesthissegregation to occur?

. Columbus s the top one or two city Inthe country n tems of econormic segregation

+ Pretty segregated - Near North was istoricaly recined. Near East, northeast, and the south side
ofthe ity have more Afrian American population. West side, Clintonille, and the suburbs have
more white residents,Latinos tend to e on the westside or i the northwest.

. There are some areas thatare dverse, bu aso some areas where Afican Americans and New
Americans make up smal shares of the population (west side, north side, suburban areas),
although there are some emergig populations of New Americans inthe suburbs.
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. Bexley hasa hgh Jewish population; has  very good school distict

« Rural areas in Franklin County tend to be homogenous and also not as affordable.

= Cityand urban areas in the County are more dverse, with mix of white, Latino, Somal, Afrcan
American and other populations

+ There have been historical patters ofsegregation and reclining

+ Thereisa poliicalwil o not beasegregated ciy.

+ Columbus embraces diversty. Toa It of people, diversty s important s they re choosing where
tolve.

+ Columbus hasexperienced massive middle class whitefight, leaving behind an Afican American
school sstem ina redominantly white city and county

- Culturally, immigrants tend to cluster in certain communities. This is how they become
establshed and buid weslth.

« Freeways, ediining, and housing policy have e o segregation and the soltion of commurities
—this was itentional

1sthere an adequate supply of housingthat s accessible o people with disabilties?

s challenging o find st level, accessibleresdences; making modifcation o finding asutable
Home would be dfficul I you're not wealthy.

+ Strong demand for senior,single-evel housing, which can be expensive.

+ Continuing need for ramps, home improvements, retrfiting, et.that s kel o continue asthe
papulaton ages. There is robbly a defict now, with many pecple “making do” n homes that
are not truly accessibe

. Ramps are a possibilty for peaple Who want to stay i their nelghborhoad but have limited
opions or accessibi housing,

« There are not enough accessibl units, and those that are accessible have wating lss. People
may not bother to aplysince wait st s 50 long.

. Knowing about and being able o access avalabie resources may also be an ssue for people with
disabiles

- The County funds a ot of agenciesthat serv seniors and people withdisabiltes.

- Multfamily developments are bult to meet federsl requirements regarding accessibiity;
sometimes accessible unis aren' lled by someone with 2 disabilty. Do people know they'e
avallable? I there an nterest n ning n these units?

. Theres amost ahways some nelghborhood pushback against development o housingfor people:
with mental health orsubstance abuse ssues; good nlghbor agreements hel.

What types offlr ousin services (ecucation, complaint investigation, tesing, etc) are offered in
the area? How well re they coordinated with the work o other organizations in the community?

+ Columbus Urban League ~ does fair housing education, landlord education, pre-purchase
counseling,review leases with clent, have done housing discrimination testing

- Homeport.

« Disablty Rghts Ofio  tgatesciass action suts.

« Community Development for AllPeople.
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+ Reeb Center.

. Ohio i Rights Commission — takes eferrals, butpeople complin that they dor't do much with
them.

« Legal Ad— prety active and wellconnected.

+ Citys Housing Divson,

+ Centrl Ohio Fai Housing,

. Wid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission.

+ Columbus Metropolitan Housing Authorty

« Housing Allance.

+ settlement House does 3ot of work regarding tenant education

+ Community mediaton a the courthouse.

- County buiding inspector may make referras for wraparound sevices for residents i needec.

- Iformation and education about fairand affordable housing may be benefcal o townshin staff
and leaders

. Zoning code or other ordinance vioations could be reported 0 th City prosecutor

W don't have a far housing rgarization e we should. Toledo and Cincinnat have good ones

+ Trade assocations,like the Realtors and Apartment Associatons, do civ rghts training that fs
wellattended

+ There's. need for more education and enforcement, mare testing and ligation

. Alot o these organizatons' fir housing services are known to other socil service agencies or
affordable housing providers but ot o the generalpublc

Are public resources (e, parks, schools, roads, police & fre servies, etc) avallable evenly
throughoutal neighborhonds?

« Disebution seems prety far

« Police have always seemed responsive and avaiabl.

. In more diverse neighborhoods, response time Is ower for a higher number of emergency
complants.

« Schoolsdepend on the neighborhood and how ' doing economically.

« Generallythere s a preference forsuburban school districts.

. Clty has done and i doing a ot o works o parks and greenspace

« Parks and rc does a great o wit rec centers

« Some variaton in distribution of arks given how development occurred

+ Bike paths and tais are important, especially tolowncome reidents.

« Theresa ot of open space per capita In Frankin County but s ot evenly distrbuted.

+ There is varation in shopping and services availabl; In areas that are predominately Black,
selecton s often more limited than inother part o th ity and couny.

« There s definitely 3 diference i food access. The grocery store on Cleveland Avenue recently
closed, leaving Linden nelghborhood without a majorgrocer. There, and i other neghborhoods,
ransportatio s the key o being able o access astre.

+ Acces 1o local foodlocal farmers market is important. Some areas gt more infrastructure and
investment because they need it more.
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. There's not enough to go around and investment s uneven because some nelghborhoods can't
advocate for themselves.

= Some servce levelsvary by township depending on how much tax revenue they have and how
el they may be able o use ODOT money. Rura aeas may have ess access to services due to
being o fr out.

1sthere anything we haverr discussed thatyou fel i mportant o our research?

- There s an urgent need for more affordable housing development.

« There is agap in avalabilty of housin for peopl in the 80-1207% Area Median Income (AMI)
ange.

« Utity costs when you're building are the same across the board regarcless of housing price;
inhibitsaffordablty forlower-priced housing.

. You run ntolots of NIMBYism i Columbus because peole are very protective o thei school
disicts

s Columbus i growing, now s the time 1o require ow-income housing. I high demand areas,
developers should have to commit o sfordable housing n order to gt any kind o ncentivs.

« Zoning s very restricive n the suburbs; ess 5o i Columbus.

+ Falure o understand mental lnes feads o evicton, and anyone fcing evcton stands nat to
lose just s o her housing, but aso the voucher.

Community Survey

Seventy-one people partcpated in the community survey, which queried respondents about housing
eeds,their neighborhood, access to community resources, knowledge of fair housing rights, housing
disrimination, and housing barrirs. Th following ncludes a sample of questions an esporses from
the communty surver. Complete rests are provide 2 an appendis o thsreport.

Participant Demographics

Most paricpants (61%) e in the city of Columbus. Among the neighborhoods represented are
Beruic, Brewery Disrict, Central Hiltop, Clintonvl, Forest Park East, Frankinton, Galloway,
Glenview Heights, Grandview, inden, Merion Vilage, Short North, Near East, Old North, Olde Town
East, Reab Hosack,Salem ilage, Short North,South Side, Southern Orchards, Victorian ilage, West
Side, Westgate, Woodiand Park, and Worthington Hils,

Thiry-seven percent 375) of survey partclpants ive in Frankiin County outside of Columbus. Areas
of the county represented in the survey include Bexiey, Blackick, Canal Winchester, Gahanna,
Pickerington, Upper Arlington, Westervlle, Whitehall and Worthington.

Aboutthree-quartersofrespondents (75%)are white, 19% are Afrcan American or Black, and 1% are
Asian or Paciic Islander. iy two respondents (3%) regulrly speak alanguage other than English at
home.

‘About one-quarter of survey takers (26%) have orve with someone who has a dsabiy.

Nesrly 60% of respondents own their homes and 36% rent theic home.
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Participants’ Thoughts about their

Nelghborhoods

‘When asked how satsfed they are:
withthe neighborhood where they
live, 37% of respondients are "very
saisied,” and 54% are “somewhat
saisfied” Only six survey takers
(9%, report being “not very
satsied” or "ot at all satsie.

‘What survey takers ke best about
theie neighborhoods s shown in
the word doud to the igh. Safety,
auet, walkabity, proximity to
downtown,access toshopping and
services, dversity, and parks and
other  greenspace  are  top
responses.

When asked what improvements
they would ke to see in their
neighborhoods, more affordable
Housing, btter property upkeep and trash removal, sidewalk mprovement or expansion, improved
pubictransit, more racialand economic dversity, and more code enforcement including addressng.
boarded up or vacant properies) are common answers.

Regarting avallabity ofvrious community resources, about twohirds of respondents (65-67%)say
thei nlghborhoods ive them Bood access toplaces o shop and bank, parks and trals, and housing.
that i in good condiion. Access to reliable bus senvice, housing that they can afford, and cuslity
public schools vary the most - etween 41 and 51% of respondents report having access o these.
things and between 18 and 20% do not.

Partiipants’  Thoughts  about  Fair

Laontioon, Housing.
\

R « When asked to seect whether they

Emtonis think housing discrimination is an

= ssue i Columbus and Franklin

County, 60% of partcipants said

“yes” and 27% said It “may be an

fssue.” Elgt percent (8%) sid they

~ Vetong  on'tknow  husiog icrimination
dhiine i s and any 5% or 3 survey

takers) answered "o
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+ A ltle over half of respondents (54%) understand ther far housing rghts and another 31%
somewhat understand these rights. Nearl half (43%) report knowing where 1o fle a fair housing
complaint.

« Three survey takers (5%) experienced housing discrimination since iving the Columbus/Frankiin
County area. They were discriminated against by landlords/property managers, real estate agents,
and mortgage lenders on the bases o race, ethnllty, and sex. Respondents did not fle reports of
discrimination due to ot knowing what 800d It would do, not knowing where 1o flle fear of
etalaton, an lackof sccessbity c to: isabity

+ When asked todentifywhether they thinkvarious factors may be barrirs tofairhousing i Columbus
and Franklin County,survey paricpants' op selections were:

 Displacement of reidents due toising housing coss seected by 80% of respondents);
Nt enough affordable rental housing for indiiduals (selected by 79%);
 Community oppositon to afordable housing (selected by 70%):

 Discrimination by landlords or rentalagents (seected by 69%);

& Nelghborhoods that need revtalzation an new nvestment (slected by 64%); and
Nt enough affordable rental housing for small familes seected by 64%).

Public Hearing.

The public hearing on the draft Al was attended by 13 people. Afte a presentation of key daa from the.
report, the s of impediments o air housing chaice, and the recommended actons,the following
comments were made.

 Even f the connection between proximity tojobs and th attainabilty of those Job s weak,f sl
seems worthwhile to continue locating housing near areas that offer employment opportunites.

+ Ahousingsafety net o support working people would be  helpful program.

« Prioriting therecommended actions would hlp in identifying those acions that are most
Impactful. Some diferentiation between recommendations that are evidence-based versus thase.
Wwhose outcomes are speculative would also be beneficial.

+ This draf Al  good roundup of ssuesforthe Gty and County to mave forward with. Action s
particularly needed on affordable housing, eviction, and zoning ssues and tis report may spur
those actions slons.

 From the data pesented n thereport, eviction rates stand out as roblemalc. More resources are
needed 10 help resdents avoid eviction

+ The Al recommendations are good, but the ssueis where the money will come from to implement
the recommendations.

s crucal that he Cit and County understand the “why” behind the ssues and actons they are
tking,
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CHAPTER 3.
SOCIOECONOMIC PROFILE

DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE

s ofthe 2017 Census popultion estimates, the total popultion f the ciy f Columbus i 879,170 which
ccounts for 42% of the population inthe Columbus region, defined by HUD as Faireld, Hocking, Licking,
Macdison, Morrow, Perry, ickaway, and Union Counties, The Frankin County population outside the cty
of Columbus is 427,601, Since 1990, the iy, county, an region have experience steady growth i total
populaton, as the population ncreased by 9% In each of the last two censuses within the city and 145%
for achofthe s two censuses withinthe regon,

Race and Ethnicity

The populaton of Columbus s becoming more diverse. AL 1% of the population, whites make up the
maforityof the population but both theirshareof the pogulation and the total whie population has been
decreasing since 1990, when they accounted for 75%of the population. Afrcan Americans are th second-
largest racia group at 29%, and thei hare of the population has inreased from 21% n 1990. Uniike the
white population, which decined inthe 1950 and 20005, the Afrcan American pogulation ncreased by
28%and 25%, respectively, i the same period.

5 o 2010, ispanics are the next lrgest minority group Just ahead of Asian Americans. The Hispanic
populaton i proportionalythe fatest growing of any racal or ethnic group, increasing by over S00%
from 6,718 n 1990 to 42,231 in 2010. Asian Americans make up almst 5% of the population, and ther
populaton s steadiy increasing though at a slower rate than Hispanics. Native Americans make up less
than 1% of the population,and ther population held steady i the 20005 after increasing inthe 19905

Franklin County outside of Columbus s les diverse, with whites accounting for 80% of the population.
Since 1990, some ofthe same trends exit inthe region 2 Inthe city: the shar of the population that s
‘white has declined from 84%, both the share and absolute population that s Afrcan American and Latino
has ncreased substantaly. Ao, the Asian population has steadlly ncreased. One notable difference is
that although the percentage of the total populaion tha is white s declinng in both the city and the.
regon, inthe region, the wiite popultion i ncreasing(though more sowly than ather groups) while n
the city the white population s decreasing.

National Origin

‘The forelgn-born population currenty makes up about 11% of the population of Columbus. This
populaton has more than doubled since 1990, when the foregn-born populaion was only 4% of the
populaton. The largest share of the forelgn-born populaton is from Mexico. Most f the rest of the
immigrant populaton i rom Eastern Afica, India, and China, and smalergroupsof immigants ae from
Western Afica  Sahador, Korea, and Vietnam.
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7% of the total population, theforelgn-born popultion n Frankiin County outside of Columbus makes
up a smaler percentage than inthe citylimits. As i the Gy, this population has ncreased since 1990,
when itwas 3% of the population. Th lrgest shae ofthe oreign-bor population i the county i from.
India, and most o theremainder are from Mesico, China, Korea, and Ethopia

ep

The population dynamics with limted Englih Proficency (LEP) often resembl patters of population
change found amang foreign-born resients i 3 commnity. This s trv in Columbus, 5 the LEP porton
of the population has ncreased substantially since 1990, though at 3 esse rate than the foreign-born
populaton (202% to 254%). Thiscould ndicate more immigrants are Englih-speaking, o some foreign-
born residents are learning English, o some other actor that.

5 expected with Mexico being the most comman country of orgn for the foreign-born population,
Spanish i the most common language spaken by the LEP population in Columbus and Franklin County
The breakdown of the rest of the languages spoken by the LEP papulatin i consistent with the national
oriin of foreign-born esidents. The next most common languages spoken by the LEP population in both
the city and the region are Afrcan, Chinese, and Avabic. There are small populations (s than 0.1% of
the total population) thatspesk other European and Asin languages.

Disability

About 125 of the total population has a disabilty. The most common disablty type in Columbus and
Franklin County is ambulatory dificites, which the Census Bureau define 35 cifficuty walking or
clmoing stars. People with ambulatory dificlties make up 6.7% of the total popultion of the city and.
5.6% ofthe county. People with a cognitive difcuty make up 5.8% of the population of Columbus and
455 of the county, and people with hearing or ison impairments each make up 3% or lessof the city
and county. Disablities that requie assistance such as iffcultis with independent Iving or selfcare
make up about 43 and 23 of the city an county populations, respectvly

e

The age distribution of Columibus residents skews young. The largest segment of the population (68%) s
betwetn the ages of 18 and 64. However,the population under the age of 18 23%) i signficanty larger
than the population that s 65 and over (3%). This distrbution has been farly consistent ince 1990, and
in contrast to many parts of the country where the population is 3ging, the share ofthe population that
is 65 and over has decreased slighty, rom 935 i 1990 to 9.1% currently. The distribution issimiar in
Franklin County outside of Columbus, though the 18.64 year old group is sghtly smaller (535%) and the
under 18 (26%) and 65+ (11%) groups are slghtly larger.

Sex

The gender distributionofth Cit o Columbus i proportionallybalanced betueen male an female. The
female population i the slight majoriy and comrses 51.1% of the population. At the county level the
female population s sightly higher at 51.7%.
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Family Type

‘About alf o the famles in Columbus have cildren 48,13, Tnough the absolute numbers have varied
Since 1990, the share ofthe popultion with children has been consistent, ncreasing sghtly rom 49.5%
in 1990 o 50.2% in 2000 and then decreasing slightly o 48.1% n 2010. This trend is apparent n county
a5 well, where about 48% of amilies have chidren.
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RACIALLY AND ETHNICALLY CONCENTRATED AREAS OF POVERTY

Thisstudy uses a methodology developed by HUD that combines demographic and econormic indcators
to identy racially or ethnically concentrated arcas of poverty (R/ECAPs). These areas are deined a5
census racs that have an indiidual poverty rateof £0% or more (oran indiidal poverty rae that s at
least 3 times that of the ract average forthe matropolitan area, whichever s lower) and a non-white
populaton of 50% or more. Using a metrc that combines demographic and economic indcators helps to
identify  jursdiction’s most vulnerable communites.

Nationally, the racial and ethnic compostion of neighborhoods with concentrations of poverty Is
disproportionate relaive o the . population overal. According tothe U.S. Deprtment of Heath and.
Human Services, Black and Hispanic populations comprise nearty 80% of the populaton Iving inareas of
concentrated poverty in metropolitan areas, but oy account for 12.6% of the otal poverty population
in the US.* Overrepresentation of these groups in areas of concentrated poverty can exacerbate
dispaitesrelated tosafet, employment, access o obs and qualiy education, and conditions that ead
0 poor heaith.

dentification of R/ECAPs is signficant i determining pricrty areas for reinvestment and servces to
amellorate condtions that negatively mpact R/ECAP residents and the larger region. Snce 2000, the.
prevalence of concentrated poverty in the U.S. has expanded by nearly 75% in both population and
number of neighborhoads. The majoriy of concentration of povety is within the argest metro areas, but
suburban regions have experience the fastest growth rate

There ae currenty 26 R/ECAP census tracts I Frankin County. Most (21 0wt of 26 i whlly wihin the
ity of Columbus, although five cross the cty limits to include small areas of unincorporated Frankiin
‘County. No RIECAP tracts extend into any Frankin County cties other than Calumbus. Generll, most
RIECAP tracts are n the astern central portion of th ciy: 16 of the 26 tractsare eastof 171 and north
of 170,

‘Columbus’ Targest R/ECAP s 3 oup of 13 contguous racts inthe center ofthe ciy, roughly bounded by
Ineis Road o the north, Alum Creek and Billter Boulevard on the east, East Brosd Street on the south,
and North High Street on the west These tracts coverthe Framingham, Arington Park, EastLinden, South
Linden, Faigrounds, Mio-Grogan, Weinland Park, Devon Trangle,and Mount Vernon nelghborhaods, as
well 3 portions of North Linden, Bronzevile, and Bridgeview. Liden, Windsor, and Saunders pars fle
within this ares, a5 do eght public housing communities (Kenmore Sauare, Rosewind, Sauyer Manor &
Towers, Ohio Townhouses, Thornwood Commons, Trevtt Heights I, Jenkins Terace I, and Poindenter
Place) andsix roject based Section 8 communiies (Capita Park, Mt Vernon Plaza | andil,Uptown Village,
Victoran Herltage, and Love Zon)

“Urnied Stes,Dparimant f el and W Svices, ffc of he Assstnt eyl Pl sndEstion
Overiew ofCommanityCharcerics i Aras Wi Corcerated Povery  ASPE s S, ay 201,
s e ——

3 Kedhore, bt T owthsnd e of Concentsted Fovry, 2000 o 20082012 The Sookns sthuion 5.
A 2016, v rookings e th- i nd o3 concentatepovry 00015 2008 2021
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The second group of R/ECAP census tract are Immediately southwest of the Columbus International
aitport in the Eat Columbus, Broadiegh, and Eastmoor neghborhoods. These four tractscontain Krum.
Park, one publichousing commurity (Eastmoor Square), and five project based Section & communities
(stesling Court, New Canterbury Way, Chandlier Arms, Napoleon Park, and Royal Yorkl.

There ae four R/ECAP areas n the southern portion of the ey, Inthe Eastland nelghborhoo, there s
one R/ECAP tractlyng southwest of the 170 and 1-270 ntersection. Wk there are no public housing.
commuritesinthis area, thre s one project-based Section 8 apartmen complex - Eastand Manor.

Moving t the west,there s 2 group of five contiguous R/ECAP tracts n the South of Main, Southern
Orchards, Driving Park, Deschler Park, Mibrook, and Southeast nefghborhoods. & northsouth and an
east-west rall lne runs through tis area, and commerlaland Tght ndustrial uses make up much of the.
area between the raitoad and 170 in Milbrook and Southeast. There is one project-based Secton 8
property here (Aliance) and no public ousing.

Two racts in East and South Franklnton are also R/ECAPs. They ar roughly bounded by the cioto River
o the east, Highway 315 (north of170) and Brown Road (suthof 70)on the west, and stimmel Roag
onthe south. The Green Lawn Cemetery and Lou Berlner Sports Park re signficant land ses nthis ares,
and These tracts contain two project based Secton 3 communities ~ Griges Vilage and Southpark
‘Apartments  both adjacent to Sullvant Elementary School

The fial R/ECAP is on the southwestern edge of Columbus in the Riverbend and Georgian Heights
neighborhoods, round Big Run Park Just ast of I-270. e public housing community (Post Oak tation)
and two project based Section 8 proerties (Ashton Sauare and Network Rescential Agartments) are
located there.

The number of R/ECAPs has increased from 19 in 1980 and 20 n 2000. Th large contiguous group of
RIECAPS In the eastern central area has exised since 1990 though the specific tracts have varied over
ime, and the trend has been towards more ractson the peiphery than concentrated inthe central iy

5 Table 3 shows, the 26 R/ECAP census tracts are home to 68,559 residents (the vast majority of whom
five inthe ity of olumbus (64,792 residents or 35%)). At thecity evel, Afrcan Americans re significantly
disproportonately more likely 1o reside in an R/ECAP than other racal and ethnic groups. Afrcan
American fesidents make up 66% ofthe R/ECAP population but only 27% ofthe populaton i th city
‘About one-fifth (21%) f the Afrcan American population and 13% o the Hspanic populaton fives in
R/ECAPs. Afrcan Americans are 6.8 times as kel as whites o ive in an R/ECAP and Hispanics are 4.3
times asely as whites t ve n a R/ECAP. All ther racil and ethnic groups consiute smalier sharesof
the RIECAP populaion than thei shares of the population citywid. These ratos ae nearty dentical at
the regonal level.

Looking a familal tatus, 54% of familesving i an R/ECAP have children. Tnis share s somewhat above
the shares throughout the city and county (48%).

‘The foreign born populaton i R/ECAPs i elaivelylow Mexicans 2.8%) and East Africans (2.3%) are the
o largest groups, and their share of the population s lighty higher n R/ECAPS than nthe city overall

2
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Other countries of orgin make up s than a ercent each ofthe R/ECAP population, ncluding Ethiopi,
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FIGURE 1 RACIALLY AND ETHNICALY CONCENTRATED AREASOF POVEATY(R/ECAP) I THE CTYOF Coruneus, 2010
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FIGURE 2 RACIALY AND ETHNICALY CONCENTRATED AREASOF POVERTY(R/ECAP) I THE T OF CoLuwBus, 2000
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FIGURE 3. RACIALLY AND ETHNICALY CONCENTRATED AREASOF POVEATY(R/ECAP) I THE CrYOF Coruneus, 1990
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CHAPTER 4.
SEGREGATION & INTEGRATION

Communites experience varying levels of segregation between different racil, ethnic, and
socioeconomic groups. High levels of rsidential segregation oftenlead to conditions that exacerbate.
ncaualities amon. population groups within a community. Increased concentrations of poverty and
unequal access o Jobs, education and other senvices e some o the consequences of high resdential
segregation.”

Federal housing policies and discriminatory mrtgage lending pracices prio t0 the Fair Housing Act of
1968 not only encouraged segregation, but mandsted resrctons based on race in specific
nelghborhoads. The Fair Housing Actof 1968 outlawed discriminatory housing practces, but did e to
address the existing segregation and inequalties. Other federal housing policies and programs, ke
Section 8 and HOPE Vi, have been implemented in an effrt to amelorate the negative efects of
residentia segregation and reduce concentrationsof poverty. Despite these efforts, th repercussions of
the discriminatory polices and practices continue to have a sigficant mpact on residentia patterns
today.

RACE AND ETHNICITY

1 2010, the spatal distrbution of the overal population was reltively unform throughos the city of
Columbs. The most censely populated neighborhood was between the Ohio State University and
downtown, with other pockets of dense nelghborhoods surrounding downtown. The Affcan American
populaton is dstributed throughout the city, but there are several areas of concentratin. Eastern
Columbus in general has 3 higher population of Afrcan Americans than western Columbus. The
neightorhoads immedistely east o downtown have the highest population of Arcan Americans. Other
areas of concentraton incude the nelghborhoods in Columbus south of Bexey and Whitehal and in
northeast Columbus just north of the irport. Figure 5 shows that within the region, minority groups are
noticeably grouped i and around urban areas more so than the white population.

Between 1990 and 2010, some geographica it occurred among acial and ethnlc minority groups. The
African American population notcesbly grew i the neighbarhoods south of Bexley and Whitehall and in
northeast Columbus. Also, Hispanic and Asian American popultions, erew but appeared to be more
dispersed than the Afican American population,

sy, . 1590 Ameran parvid:Sgregaton s he ik of the Undercls.Avercan ol of oo, 352,
520357, Resrau o e o /bl 2781105
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Ficune 5. PoruuATn e Racs 4D TR (NON-ATE) T i Couvus, 2010
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SEGREGATION LEVELS

n adeition tovisualzing Columbus and Frankin County' acaland et composiion with the preceding
maps, his tudy also uses  satistca anlysis  referred to 2 dissmilarity 1o evaluate how residential
patterns vary by race and ethniciy, and how these patterns have changed since 1990. The Dissimilaity
Index 01 ndicses the degree to which a minority roup s segregated from a majory group residing in
the same area because the two groups are not evenly distributed geographially. The DI methodology
uses 2 pairwise calculation between the racial an ethnic §roups Inthe region, Evenness, and the DI, are
maximized and segegation minimized when al smal aras have the same proportion of minority and
maforty members a the larger area in which they v, Evenness i not measured in an absolute sense,
butis scaled relative to the other group. The DI ranges from 0 (complete ntegration) to 100 (complete
Segregation). HUD identifes a DI value below 40 as low segregation, 3 value between 40 and 54 as
moderate segregation, and a value of 55 or higher as igh segregation.

The proportion of the minority populaion group can be smalland sl not segregated if everly spread
‘mong tracts o block grougs. Segregation i maximized when no minarity and majoriy members occupy.
2 common area. When calculated from population data broken down by race or ethricty, the DI
epresents the proporton of minority members that would have to change ther area of resdence to
match the distriution of the majoriy, or vice versz.

The table below shares the dissimilarity indices for our pairngs in Columbus,Franklin County,and the.
‘Columbus reglon. This table presents values for 1950, 2000, and 2010, allcalculated using census tracts
a5 the area of measurement, The last flgure i calculated using block groups. Because block groups are
typically smalle geographies, they measure segregation at a finr grain than analyses that use census.
tracts and, as 3 resut, often indicate slghtly hgher levels of segregation than tract fevel calculations.
This assessment begins with 2 discussion of segregaton atthe tractlevl from 1890 through 2010, and
then examines the“current” figures calulated using block groups.

501 2010, segregation evels calculated by census tract i Columbus and the region were moderate for
whites to non-whites, moderate for Afrcan Americans to whites, and low to moderate for Agian
‘Americans and Native Americans to whites. I the ity,they ranged from 2 ow of 32 for Asan Americans
1o whites 1o a high of 54 for Afrcan Americans to whites. In Frankin County outside of Columbus,
segregation evels arelow for most parings, with the exception of white and Black resdents, for which it
is moderate 2t 45

While segregation levels may be relatvely low or moderate when locking at the cty and courty
themselves,reglonal leves revealhigh segregation between black at whiteresidents, with a 1 of 0. This
is not surprising considering the dference n population shares for these two groups in these
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eographies. Afrcan American residents make up 29% f the population n the iy, compared toonly 15%
of the population in Frankin County outside of Columbus. These figures indicate that there is strong.
segregation a theregional level, with the Black population much more kel toresde in Columbus than
the region's white population s. Tractlevel segregation inices for other pairings in the reglon were
maderate, ranging from £2 o 48, Segregation of Asian Americans and Hispanics increases slighty more
(73nd 10 points respectivel) than other whits and Afrcan Americans (5 and s points respectivel).

Segregation has consistently declined since 1990 i the cty of Columbus and the region for il groups.
except for the Hispanic/white pairing, which has increased from 21 to 35 in 2010. In Fanklin Courty

‘outside o Columbus, segegation slightly for most plring, with the exception of the Wit/ atino paring,
which ncreased from 171n 1990 0 34 n 2010,

Examining the block group level igues show, a5 expected, higher scores for il parings. This indicates
that in addition to segregtion betueen neighborhoods, there is 3o segregation within neighborhoods,
The patter of lock group evel sores is consistent with the patter for those at the ract evel.

‘Overal the Disimilarty Index ndicates moderate leves of segregation at both th tract and block group.
feveln Columbus tht are slightly higher inthe region and most exreme between Afican Americans and
whites.
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FIGURE 8. POPULATION B RACE AXD ETWCITY I THE COLUMBUS REGION, 2010

i b Fispeic

| o
e atve American, Nen-
2 i

o NonHisrtc:
[T —





image44.jpeg
FIGURE 9. POPULATION Y RACE AND ETHAIIT I THE COLUMBUS REGION (VON-WHIT POPULATION), 2010
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NATIONAL ORIGIN AND LIMITED ENGLISH PROFIECIENCY
POPULATION

Sextlement patterns of immigrants signficantly impact the composition and landscape of communities
across the United States. Large centra ites have the larest population of foreign-born resdents, but
suburban areas are experiencing rapid growth of forelgn-born populatons recently® Clusters of
immigrants of the same ethnictyform for a varety of reasons. Soca capital i the form of Kinship tes,
social network connections, and shared cultural experiences often draw new immigrants 1o existing.
communites Setting in neighborhoods with an abundance of acilcapial s fess finanialy burdensome.
forimmigrants and provides opporcunitiesto accumulate financia capital through employment and other
resources that would othenwise be unattainable

Populstons with imited English proficency (LEP) ar typiclly composed offoregn-barn resicents that
originate from counlries where English s not the prmary language, however,  substantalporton (19%]
of the natonal L popultion s born inthe Unite States. Nationaly,the €7 population has lowerevels
of education and are more fikely o v I poverty comparedt 0 the English proficient populaion. Recent
studies have also found that areas with high concentrations of LEP residents have lower rates of
Homeawnership.

‘Communities of people sharing the same ethricity and informal networks are able to provide some.
esources and opporturites, but numerous barrers and imited financlal capital Influence residental
patternsofforgn-born and LEP populations.

The foreign-bom populatin s dispersed throughout Columbus, but_ there are some areas of
concentration: those of East African orign i northeast Columbus, those of Mexican orgn in western
Columbus, and those of Indian decent in northwestern Columbs. A more civerse concentraton of
foreign.born population srrounds the Ohio State Universy.

Some ofthe same patterns are evident n the distribution of thecity's population o residents with imted
Englsh profiiency (LEP). The population of East Afican orgi In northeast Columbus speaks Afrcan
languages, and the population of Mexican oriin in west Columbus speaks Spanish. Two of the
concentrations of foreign-born popuiations did not eshibit high LEP:those i the area around the Ofio
State University and those of Indian orgin n northwest Columbus,
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FIGURs 10, FOREGN-B0RN POPULATION 8 NATINALTY IN T Gy o Counaus
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CHAPTER 5.
ACCESS TO OPPORTUNITY

Housing discrimination and residential segregation have lmited access to opgorturity for specific
populaton groups and communite, It s important to understand opportunity, as used inthis context, as
3 subjectve quality. Typiclly, it refers to access to resources fike employment, quality education,
healthcare, chilcare, and other serices that allow ndividuals and communitesto achleve a igh aualty
of ffe. However, researchers who interviewed resdents of Saltmre, Maryland on this subject faund
perceptions of opportunty follow similar themes but re priortize iferently b diffeent groups. Racal
and ethnic minorties, lowincome groups, and residents of distressed neighborhaods identied job
access, employment, and trainng as Important opportuniies whike whits, igher Income groups, and
residents of wealthie nefghborhoods more often identified sense of community, socal connections
among neighbors, freedom of choie, education, and etrement saings.

Proximity s often used toindicatelevelsof accessto opportunity, owever, it wauld be remiss o conider
proximity 3 the only factor n determining level of acces. Access o opportunity is alo influenced by
social economic, and cultural actors, thus making it dificlt to accurately dentify and measure. HUD.
conducted research regarding Moving to Opportunityfo Falr Housing (MTO) o understand the Impactof
increased access to. opportunity. Researchers found. residents who moved to. lower-poverty
nelghborhoods experienced safer neighborhoods and better health outcomes, but there was no
significant change in educationaloutcomes, employmen, o income. " However, recent studies show the.
longiterm effects of MTO on the educational atainment of children who were under the age of 13 are
‘overuhelmingly posiive with improved colege attendance rates and higher incomes. O the other hand,
chidren who were over the age of 13 show negative long:term impacts from MTO.

The strategy to improve access to opportunities has been two-pronged with different housing and
community development programs. Tenant-based housing vouchers allow mobilty of ecilentstolocate.
in lower-poverty areas whie programs ke the Community Development Block Grant and Choice
Nelghborhoods Iniatve provide funds t Increase opportunites I dsadvantaged nefghborhoods,
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OVERVIEW OF HUD-DEFINED OPPORTUNITY FACTORS

Among the many factors that driv housing chice or indiiduals and famile are neghborhood factors
including acces to qualty schools, jobs, and transit. To measure econormic and educationalconditions at
 neighborhood level, HUD developed a methodology to quanty the degree to which a neighbarhood
provides such opportunites. For each block group in the U.S., HUD provides a score on several
‘opportunity dimensions,” including schaol proficency, poverty, lsbor mrket engagement, jobs
proximity, ransportation costs,transi ips, and environmenta health. For each block group, a value s
calcuated or each index and results are then standardized on a scle f 0to 100 based onreative ranking.
within the metro area. For each opportunty dimension, a igher ndex score Indicates more favorable.
neighborhood characterstics.

Average index values by race and ethnicty for the iy, county, and region are provided nthe table below
for the total population and the population ing below the ederal poverty line. Thee values can be used
10 assess whether some population subgroups ten 10 e in highr opportunity areas than others, and
will be discussed in more detll by opporcunity imension throughou the remainder o this chapter, The
‘Opportunity Index Disparity messures the diference between the scores for the white non-Hispanic
£roun and other groups. A negative scor indicatesthat the particuar subgroup has 3 ower score an that
dimension than the white non-Hispanic group. A positive score ndicatesthat the subgroup has a higher
score than the white non-Hispanic Group.

Figures 13-24 map each o the opportunitydimensions along with demographic nformation uch 35 ace
and ethnicity and incluce some supplemental mags.
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TABLE 5 DISPARTY N AccsssTo NEIGHBORH00D OPPORTUNTY
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TABLE 5 DISPARTY N Accss To NEIGHBOR00 OPPORTUNITY {cONTINUED)
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TABLE 5 DISPARTY N Accss To NEIGHBO00 OPPORTUNITY {cONTINUED)
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EDUCATION

choolprofiiency s an ndication of the qualty of education tha s avalable toresidents of an area. Hih
qualiy education s a vial community resource that cn lea 1o more opportunites and Improve qualty
of fe. HUD's schoolproficiency index s calculated based on performance of dth grade students onstate
eading and math exars. For each block group, theindex i clculated using tet results nup o th three
closest schools within 1 miles.

‘The map on the following page shows HUD-provided opportunity scores relate to education for block
Broups in the study area, aong with the demographic indicators of race/ethicty. In each map, lighter
shading inicates areas oflower apportunity and darker shading indicaes higher opportuniy.

Figure 13 shows that the lowest.performing schools are located in Columbus' centralcity, which highly
corresponds with the concentratio of Afican American population. Areas with best access to profiient
school ae at the edge o ust outside of the ity imis

The data n the above table show that all groups in Columbus have reltivly poor access o proficient
schools, with scores ranging from 18 for Afrcan Americans o 44 fo Asian Americas. Except for Asian
Americans, all other non-white groups have less access 1o profcent schools than whites. For the
population below the poverty e, scores generally decrease except for Natve Americars, whose score
increases by  point. Thediference betusen whites and non-whites i 55 pronaunced below th poverty
line, and Native Americans ctuslly score two points higher than whites In Franklin County, scores are
markedly higher than in the cty of Columbus, ranging from 43 for Afican Americans to 73 for Asian
Americans.As i the City, whites follow Asans with the second-best access, For the population below the.
poverty line,scores declie for il groups.
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A complexiy not reflected n HUD's data o the schoal proficency ndexis the fat that Frankln Courty
is served by 16 indivdual school districts, some of those extending nto other nelghboring counties (..
‘Canal Winchester, Dublin, and Westenvle) an some wholly within other, larger disricts e, Bexley and
Whitchall). This complicated patchwork can make it difficult for new residents and prospective
Homebuyers o determine aeas with accesstotheschools they desre. I can als result ngreat disparites
from one block 1o the next in the performance and demographic compositin of a student’ school. &
2016 artice in Governing magazine drew on the examle of Bexley City Schools s an “sland district.
charactrized by stark socioeconomic dispartes compared 1o [ts] lager nelghboring distict”™® The
esearch published in Governing found thatthestudent poverty ratefor Bexley City Schools was nly 9.3%
‘compared to 38.3% inthe surraunding Columbus Gty School distrit and that Beley spent approximately
52,000 more per pupil than Columbus.

FIGURs 13, 2016 ScHOOL DISTRCTBOUNOARS

‘Another unigue and important factor of opportunityrelated toschool proficency inthe Columbus region
are whatare known locally a5 "win-winareas”. Inthe 19605 and 19705, the Cit of Columbus mplemented
ambitous annexation plan, extending the city limitsfar intosuburban areas of Frankin County.As these.
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areas were Incorporated nto the Cit of Columibus, many familes resdinginthe annexed areas resisted
subsequent attempts by Columbus City Schools to claim the annexed areas for ts school disrict,
preferinginstead tokeep thei chidren enrolled i thir suburban schoolcstricts. Avin-win compromise
known formally s the oint Agreement Among and Betuween the Boards of Education of Certain School
Distrcs inFrankin County, Oio was achieved in 1985 that allowed students i cetainareas annexed by
Columbus to remain in the associted suburban school district™ In exchange, the suburban school
disrcts agreed to each pay Columbus City Schaols a percentage oftheir growth in property tax revenue
derived from property incuded in Columbus's pre-1585 annexations. Inial partes to the agreement
included Columbus ity Schoolsand the districtsof Canal Winchester, Groveport Madison, Hamiton Lol
Gahanna-efferson, New Albany-Plin, Westeruile, Dubin, Hilard, South-Western, and Reynoldsburg,

The resultng win-wi areas scattered throughout Franklin County are within the ity imits o Columbus
and receive Giy of Columbus services, bt are zoned for a schaol disrict other than Columbus City
chools. Given — fafly o ot the often negative publc perceptions of the qualy of Columbus City
School, these win-win areas are prized by many schoolaged familes as the best of both worlds: access
o rch ity services and high-qualty suburban schools.
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EMPLOYMENT

Neighborhoods with jobs In close proximity are often assumed to have good access tojobs. However,
distance alone does not capture any other factor such a5 transportation 0pions, the typeofjobs available
inthe ares,orthe education and raning necessary o obtain them, There may be concentrations o jobs
and low-income neighborhoas n urban centers, bt many of the jobs are unattainabl for residents of
lowincome nefghborhods. Therefore, this secton analyzes bot the abor market engagement and jobs
proximity indices which, when considered together, ofer  better inication of how accessibe Jobs are
forresidents ofaspecific rea.

The lobs Proximity Index measures the physicaldisance between place of residence and ob locatons.
The Labor Market Engagement Index s based on unemployment ate abor force partcpation rate, and
the percent of the population age 25 and over wkth a bachelor'sdegree or hgher. Again, ghter shading.
indicates areas of ower opportunity and darker shading indicates higher opportunity.

Figure 14 maps theJobs Prosimity Index and shauws the best acces o obs inthe entral ity of Columbs.
Similarly, Figure 15 maps the Labor Market Engagement and also shows the poorest engagement in
‘Columbus'scentral city. This ndicates that despite the proximity ofjobs, the population n these areas,
which s predominately Afrcan American, s unable o access these obs,

The above table shows 3 similar pattern for both Jobs Proximity and Labor Market Engagement. In
‘Columbus, Asan Americans have the ighest score on both,folowed by whites, Native Americans, and
Hispanics. The diference between groups i less pronounced for Job Proximity than fo Labor Market
Engagement. African Americans have bette proximity o Jobs than they do engagement,as Figures 14
and 15 ndicate

For the city's populstion below the poverty line, scoes are fiat or even increase for Jobs Proimity.
However, Labor Market Engagement scores decine fo sl groups except Native Americans. African
‘Americans below the poverty ine have the poorest Labor Market Engagement,scoring 27, while Asian
Americans score the highest, 61. Unilke in the overal populaton, below the poverty fine, Native
Americans score higher than whites.

In Franklin County, the Labor Market Engagement index produces similr results to those of the Ciy:
Asians score highest, making them the group most ikely to ve i neighbarhoods with high evls oflabor
market particiption. Asians are folowed by whites, Native Amerians, Hispanics, and Black residents.
Scores forjobs roximityin he county ar lower,with 3 much smallerdegree of disparty. All groups range.
between 54 Lainos) and 50 (whites). Because proximity to employment centers s generall btter within
‘Columbus than in the county, county residents,regardies of race orethnicty, have overal ower levels
of apportunity along this imension.
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TRANSPORTATION

The Transit Trp. Index measures how often lowncome familes in a nelghborhoad use publc
ransportation, whilethe Low Transportaton Cost ndex measures thecostoftransport and proximiy to
public transportation by neighborhaod. The higher the Low Transportaion CostIndex, thelower the cost
of transportation in that block group. Agan,lghter shading indicates areas of lower opportunity and
darker shading ndicates higher oppartuniy.

Figure 16 shows moderate transt usage throughout the city imit, with diminishing levels of use
extending outside Columbus nto Frankiin County. There is more variably i access for the Columbus
gl overall,a rural areas haveles ransit usage.

The datainthe table above show moderate transit usage acrossal roups with e variation ether above.
o below the povertylne. AL the county level, he same rend hlds rue, but Index vales across the board.
are roughly 10 pointslower than for the same population i th ciy.

Figure 17 shows fary low transportation costs throughout the Columius ity limis. Costs increase
somewhat outside the city inFrankiin County.

The data in the above table show that transportation costs vary lte across allgroups both above and
below the povertyline, with Asian Americans having lghtlylower transportation coss than other goups.
‘Withinthe region, both sbove and below the poverty ine, Native Americans and whites have thelowest
ransportation costs, and other groups have noticeabiy higher transportaion costs.

s9




image61.jpeg
FiGURE 16, ToansT Taps Iotx

usdeton

[n}

Demogrsshics 2010
e

2 atrn e
W Bk, Non Hisaric

o v e
Ciipinic
0 ki s

Tt isane

ol

TansitTipsindex
o1

[
2120
ot
(IR
e
e
S
e

et e ot W





image62.jpeg
Ficurs 17. Low TranspoRTAToN Cost Inoex

ursdleton

o

Demograptics 2010
Do 75 Pacgie

(T iy

[ ER—
8 etece vonkises

g ot e
& ene

g B e
T o oart:

Tirpne
L —
[T

LowTiansporaton Cost
ndex

PYEY

te1-m
[Sp
mia
[
[
moin
[
W

o




image63.jpeg
Walk core measures the walkabilty of any address by analyzing hundreds of walking routes to nearby.
amenites using population density and rosd metricssuch as block ength and inersection densiy. Data
Sourcesinclude Google,Eduction.com, Open Sreet Map, the U, Census, Localeze, and places acde by
the Walk Score user community.

Points are awarded based on the distance to amenites in severa categories Incuding grocery stores,
parks, restaurants, schools, and shopping. Not nly i the measure useflfor showing walkabilty butaso
access n generalto critclfaiities. The map for Columbus shows the ighest scores running north and

south long High Street,with other igh-scoring areas near Ofio State and i the neighborhoos east of
downtown.
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FIGURE 19. WALKABUTY I THe I F Couumaus, CenTia,Crv
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Stakeholders noted the continued. need for more sidewalks and additonal pedestian facilties,
partculrly in Columbus nelghborhoods where there are hgher shares of people without personal
transportation. Safe and well-maintained sidewslks connecting resicentia areas with rocery stores,
heslthcare provders, and other neighborhood-oriented reail and sevices are important components of
opportanity 25 they encourage access to crucial community resources fo households without cars or
people who cannot or prefer not o drive.

Stakeholders also reported a continued ned for publc transt improvements and expansion, including
improved transit access between Columbus nelghborhoods, suburban population centers, and major
employers

&
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POVERTY

Residents in high poverty areas tend to have ower level of access o apportunity due tothe absence of
itcl resources and disnvestment In their communities. As poverty increases, dispriies i access to
‘opportunites often increase among population groups and disadvantaged communities become even
more isolated. HUD's Low Poverty Index usesfamily poverty rates (sased o the federal poverty line) t0
measure exposur to poverty by nelghborhoo. ighter shading ndicate areasofhigher evelsof poverty
and darker shading indcates lower levels of poverty.

Table 5 shows that within Columbus, scores range from 25 for Afrcan Americans to 58 for Asan
Americans. Whites score significantly higher than bt Native Americans and Hspanics. Below the poverty
line,scores ganerally decline and a simila pattern xists with one notable excepion: Native Americas”
score ncreases, and they sore lighty higher than whites.

Within the county, scores increase for all groups, and the same pattern exists s In the city, with Asian
Americans having the ighest sores, Afian Americans the lowess, and whites signficantly higher than
Both Natve Americans and Hispanics.Below the poverty i, scores decine although Native Americans’
score decinesless than other grous.

The map tha follows uses HUD's 2017 estimates of the number of ow- and moderate- ncome individuals
by block gr0up o showthe shareofthe population withn each block group with low or moderate ncomes
(1. under 80% of area median income). Darker shading ndicates lower shares of low- and moderate-
income population and ightr shading ndicates a higher share o low- and moderate-ncome indivduals.

Severalconcentrated areas of poverty are clear on the map. One is located inthe central ity area and
immediately east, roughly corresponding to the are of high Afian American population. Another Is
located i the southwestern area of the it, which is more racially civerse.
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ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

HUD's Environmental Health e measures exposure based on EPA estimates ofar ualty (considering
carcinogenic, respiatory, and neurological t0xis) by nefghborhood. The index only measures fsues
related to air quality and ot other factors mpacting environmental heslth. Ughter shading indicates
areas of ower opportunity and darker shading indicaes hgher apportunity.

Figure 22 shows that air qualy s sgnificantly lower In central Columbus and generally improves as
distance from downtown ncreases. There s also an area of lower air qualfy n the wess, near the.
intersecton ofnterstates 70 and 270,

Table 5 shows that withinthe city the Environmental Health Index scores are low acros ll roups. Asian
Americans have sightly higher index scores than other groups. Selow the poverty line, scores decrease.
forll roups, but most mrkedlyfor whites, whose Index value i he owest f al groups. Within Frankin
County, scores are signficantly higher. Both above and below the poverty lne, Asians ve in the areas.
it the best i qualt, and Latino e in the aress with the poorest.
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A Superfundsie s any and In the United States that has been contaminated by hazardous waste and
identifed by the EPA s a candidte for cleanup because it poses 3 sk to human heaith andor the
envianment. These sites are placed on the Nationl Pioiies st (NPL). There is 3 proposed Superfund
sitelocated justoutsde Columbus near John Glen Columbus Iternational Arport.
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The Toic Release Inventory (TR racks the management of certan toxic chemicas hat may pose a threat
0 human heath and the environment. Certin industrial fcilies i the U.. must repert annwally how
much of each chemical s recycled, combusted for energy recovery,treate for destruction, and disposed
of or therwise released on- andoffite. This nformation i collectvely referred .2 producton-related
waste managed. Most elease stes inColumbus are located nthe centalcity aea, with somewhat fewer
ites north of downtown than other areas
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In additon to cean air and soi, acces to clean water is a crulal component of environmental health.
However, there have been a few areas in Frankin County outside of Columbus where water access has
been a challenge. Perhaps most notably, Leonard Park, a 120-home nelghborhood in Nifin Township
near the Columbus International Airport, lacked access o clean water since the 18705, when its well
water supply dried up folowing constructon of 1270 and -670, Whileresdents relled on water tanks for
many years,in 2014 the neighborhood was connected 1o the cty of Columbus’system through extension
of 215,000-foat water ne.*

SUMMARY
The previous section detalthe following findings. Al groups in Columbus have relatively poor acces to

profcient schools, but Asan Americans and whites have the bestaccess, and access is consideraby better
inthe courty.

S uraman,Lor.“Aer decades wihou e water, Wi Tourshp eihbarhood 1 comect 1 Comus ssten.” The
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‘The city and county have moderate Job access and engagement, with the Jobs Proxmity Index showing.
the best acces to jobs in Columbus's centralcity but the paorest engagement in that location. This
indicates that despite the prosimity o obs,the populaton n these areas, which s predominately Afrcan
American, s unable o access these jobs. Asan Americans have the best ob proximity and engagement,
Tollowed by whites, Native Americans, and Hispanics.

‘Columbus shows moderate transi usage and relatvely low transportation costs across allgroups with
it variaton eiher above o below the poverty line. I Frankiin County, costs increase somewhat, and
‘whites and Native Americans have somewhat lesstransitusage than other groups, both above and below.
the poverty lne.

African Americans are sgnificantly more Iikely 1o lve n areas of poverty than other groups. Native
Americans and Hispanicsare also more ey, thoughlessso than Afrcan Americans. Several concentrated.
areas ofpoverty are clea, ane i the central ity area and immeiatey east, roughly corresponing o the
area of high Afrcan American population. Another i located in the more racially dverse southwestern
portion of Calumbus. The Environmental Health Index s low for all roups, though the scores are
consistent.

Severalndicators have simila patters. Asians-Americans tend tolive inareas with higher sores on many.
opportunity dimensions,followed most aften by whtes. Other raial and ethric groups tend to v in
areas with lower lvels of opportunity and have lower scores; Arcan Americans often e n the areas.
with the lowest levels of opportunity. This pattem exists within the cty for Low Poverty, School
Proficiency, Labor Market, Jobs Proximity, and Environmental Health. Below the poverty line, Native
Americans'scores unexpectedly ncrease reltiv to other grougs for al Indices exceptfor Environmental
Health.

‘Withinthe county there are generally similr patterns with some exceptions.For exampl, Hispanics and
Native Amercans had slighty higher scores on obs Proximity. In other caes, whil the general pattern
of disparites followed that of the corresponding population groups in Columbus, the overalleve of
access to opportunity was lower (Transit Index)or higher (Environmental Health ndes).

I additon to the indicators developed by HUD, access to grocery stores was (dentiied by many
espondents a5  key facto opportuniy factor. Most notably, people reported tht th recent closure of
the Kroger grocerystore on Cleveland Avenue left many i the Linden neghborhood without converient
grocery access. The USDA's Food Access Research Atas identifes additonal areas in Columbus and
Franklin County where grocery store access may be a challengefor residents, particuary those without
cars. The USOA defines these areas s lowincome nefghborhoods without  rocery tore within one e
They include several tracts just south of the Linden neighborhood and in south Columbus and south
Franklin County.
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CHAPTER 6.
HOUSING PROFILE

The availbilty of qualty affordable housing plays a vial ole in ensuring housing opportunitiesarefirly
accessibl ol residents, On thesurface, high hovsing costs i certan areas are exclusionary based solly
onincome. But the disproportionate representation o severa protected lass groups i low and middle
income levls can lea 0 unequal acces to housing options and neighbarhood opportunity n hghi<ost
Rousing markets. Black and Hisparic resdents, immigrants, people with disabites, and seriors often
experience additional fair housing barriers when affordable housing s scarce.

Beyond providing fair housing options,the socil, ecanomic, and heslth benefit of praviding qualty
affordable housing are welldocumented. National studies have shown affordable housing encourages.
diverse, mived-ncome communiies, which resul in many socil benefits. Afordable housing also
Increases job accessbiltyforlow and midcleincome populatons and attracts a iverse labor orce critcal
for industries that provide basc services for the community. Affordable housing is alo linked to
improvements In mental healt, reduction of sress, and decreased cases o llnesses caused by poor-
ity housing * Developing affordabe housing is aso 3 strategy used to prevent displacement of
existing residents when housing coss ncrease due to conomic or migratory sifs

Contersly,  fackof sffrdb housing liminates many of these benefits and increases socoecanomic:
segregation. High housing costs ar lnked to displacement o low-income households and an Increased
fisk of homelessness 2 Often lackin the captal o relocateto better neighborhoads,displaced rsidents
tend 1o move 1o socioeconomically disadvantaged nelghborhoods where housing costs are most
affordable

AFFORDABILITY AND HOUSING NEED

Housing cost and condition are key companents to housing choice. Housing barrers may exist in a
urisdicton when some protected clas groups have geater difficuly accesing housing n good condition
and that they can afford. To assess affordabily and other types of housing needs, HUD defines four
Housing problems:

1. Ahousehold s cost burdened if morthly housing coss inclucing mortgage payments,property tares,
insurance, and utites for owners and rent and utites for reners) exceed 30% of manthly income.

1 Moot Nabiah, et “Thetmpacts f AledibleHowing o Hel A Research Sy gt o Housio Pty
Resarc, Center o ousing Pl o rpc oot it The-Incs o A Hovsing 1 e
Cemaroousngpoe Mookt .

1St o h s Housing 2015 ot Centr o Hovsirg s of HonardUnhersy,
s o e e s o S0 20150k

% Dertr Oy & er Brchied (2009)Out o the rojects, Sl e Hoos:The SpataConstins o Pl ovsing
Residens Reloaton i Chcgo” ool b Ao, 315, 589514
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2. A household s overcrowded If there is more than 1.0 people per room, not incuding Kichen or
Bathrooms.

3. A housing unit lacks complte kitchen facilties i lacks one or more of the following: cooking
facilies, arefigeator,or a sink with pped water.

4. ARousing unit ocks complete plumbing focilie I it lacks on or mare of th following: hot and cold
piped water,  flush tiet, o 3 bathiub or shower.

HUD siso defines four severe housing problems, including 2 severe cost burden (more than SO% of
monthlyhousing ncorme s spent o housing costs),severe overcrowding (more than 1.5 people per oo,
ot ncluding Kitchens or bathroom), lack o complete Kitchen facitie (a descived above), and lack of
complete lumbing facites {aso a described above).

o assesshousing need, HUD receves  specal tabulation of catafrom the U. . Census Bureau's American
‘Community Survey that i largel not avaiable through standard Census products. Tis data, known a5
Comprehensive Housing Afforcabilty Srategy (CHAS) data, counts the number of househalds that it
certaincombinaton of HUD-specifie critrl,such as ousing needs b race and ethnicty. CHAS data for
Columbus and the Columbus region s provided i the tables tht follow.

n
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TABL 6~ DEMOGRAPHIS OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH DISPROPORTIONATE HOUSING NEt0S
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TABLE 7~ DEMOGRAPHCSOF HOUSEHOLOS WITH SEVRE HOUSING CoST BURDSHS
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In Columbus,thereare 123,665 households with a east one housing problem, about 38% o househalds
citywide. About one-in-five Columbus households have 3 severe need (65,055 households or 20%).

Levels of needtinthe region are sightly ower: 33% o households have 3 housing problem and 16% have
2 severe housing problemn.

Looking at need by householder race and ethnicty in Columibus shows that 33% of non-Latino white
Households have 3 housing problem and 16% have 3 severe housing problem. HUD defnes a group as
Raving adisproportionate need i ts members experience housing nceds at arate that i ten percentage
points o more above that of white households. Using this defntio, all groups except Asian Americans
demonstrate disproportionate needs. Hispanic househalds have the ighest percentage experiencing
problems overall (55%), whie Natie Americans have the highest percentage experiencing severe
problems (345

Within the region, housing and severe housing need rates for white households are lightly lower than
those in Columbus at 29% and 13%, respectvely. Again, al groups except for Asian Americans foced
disproportionate needs for bt single and severe hausing problems

Table 6 also compares housing need rate for households by size and famila tatu, I Columbus, over
alf (55%) of familes with five or more chiren live in households with problems. 42% of ronfamily
Households and 31% of families with lss than five childen e n housing with problems. Within the
reglon, the percentage of households with problems i ess, especially for househalds with e or more
chidren (51%). Raes of housing with probiemsfor nonfamily householdsare roughly equivalent to those.
inthe cty (41%), an familes wih less than fivechidren ae less at 26%.

Table 7 examines only one dimension of housing need - severe cost burdens. In Columbus, 56175
Households (175% of il househalds) spend more than half of thir income on housing, Asan American
(13%) and white (145%) households have a lower percentage with severe cost burdens than th citywide
average. Al ther groups have igher than average rates. Ntive American (345) and Afrcan American
26%) households have a disproportionate severe cost burden. Within the region, the percentage with
severe cost burden s ess than n the ctyof Columbus. As i th city, Native American (26%) and Afrcan
American (23%) households have a disproportionately igh rate compare to white househods (12%).

Table 7 also shows that nonfamily households have  lighty higher rate (215 ofsevere cost burden than.
family households with five or more chidren (19%) or less than five children (14%). The diference
between these rates s even greater i th region, with 18% of nonfamily households having asevere cost
burden, compared o 12% of households wit fve or more children and 10% of hauseholds with less than
fve chidren,

Figures 25 and 26 map the prevalence of housing cost burdens n Calumbs by census tract

7
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FIGURE 24, HOUSING BURDEN AND RACE/ ETHNCITY I THE CITY OF CoLumeus
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‘Growing Affordability Challenges

The preceding datarelies o HUD's Compreensive Housing Affordabilty Sirategy (CHAS)data, the most
ecent of which s developed using 2011-2015 American Commurity Survey data. Wil this cata provides
the most comprehensive nformation on housing need by race and ethriciy, it dos not reflect current
Housing cost. To get a sense of how affordabilty challenges may have changed since the 2011-2015 ACS
data was collectd, tis section considers how rental rates and home saes prices have grown in recent
years

Accarding to research conducted by Harvard Universty's Joint Center for Housing Studies, 43.2% of
enters n the Columbus metropolitan area spend more than 30% of thel income on housing and 23.2%
Spend more than S0% of thelr income on housing. A of September 2018, Zilow reports s median rent
of $1,189 i the ciy of Columbus, up 1.4% from lastyear. Of the 20 largest Columbus neighborhoods.
tracked by Zilow, mecian rents were highest in Clintanwile (S1,565),Riversce ($1,496), and East (S1,417)
and owest i South Linden (5759) and Hiltop ($792). Zilow als tracks median rents for the 29 largest
cites n the region. OF those, several had & median rent over $2000: New Albany (53,058), Upper
Arlington (52,410}, Dubii (52,391), Powel (82,379}, Galena (52,354), and Berley 52,149)

11201, two national real stateresearch frms identfed Columbus’rental market a3 one of the hottest
in the country, with annual rents ising by around 3-4% over last year amid 2 national slowdown in rent
fate growth. According to HotPads,a Zilow afflat, average monthly rents i Central Ohio were $975 for
2 one-bedroom, $1,10 or a two-bedroom, and $1,350 or a three-becroom unit, asof th second quarter
of 2018. According to a HotPads representative, new construction of smalker urits is imiing price
increases i that market segment, but those looking fo larger units should expect aster rent growth
Indeed, the Columbus Disgatch reports that the strong rental market is impacting afordabilty and
Homelessness. According to the Communty Shelter Board,rising rents and steady demand for rental
product mean landlords can be more stringent when i comes t9 3 rental applicant’ rental and credit
istores, thereby makingit more dificul for homeless ndividuals and familles o ransition from a shelter
0 rentalunit Risin rents also make it more cfficul for existing renters t say in their homes,often
forcing them to choose between reducing thei spending on other necesstes o meet increasing rents,
moing t0other less uitable but more affordable housing,or facing evicion

Housing costs have increased on the homeownership side a5 well. As of the summer of 2015, the
‘Columbus reglon was the second hottest home sales market in the country according to Realor.com's
ankings based on home lsings traffc and tme o the marke. As reported in Columbus Busines First,
most home sales n June 2018 sld for more than their apprlsed value, with an average price of about
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5245000 and 23 days on the market, and an uptickin number ofsales from the previous year.7 As of
September 2015, the Columous Realtors reported an average sales rice of $224,547 year-to-date, and 3.
median of $189,500. These figures represented an 0% and 9.3% incresse from 2017 figures,
respectively ™

Zilow provides estimates of home values in the Columbus metropoltan reon. Regionally, the median
ome value 35 of September 2018 was $184,200, up 7:8% from the same time last year. The ity of
‘Columbus had a somewhat lower median valu at $148,200 but saw similargrowth from 2017, Of the 20
largest cites n the region tracked by Zilow, median home values are ighest in Upper Adington
(5426,700), Dubln ($392,300), Glena ($389,300) and Powel ($356,000) 2 of Setember 2018. Median
Values are under $150,000 in five cites: Whitehal (§92,700), Newark ($126,500), Logan (5126,800),
Lancaster (5137,200), and Columbius §148,200). Of these, only Upper Arington, Dublin, Whitehal, and
Columbus re within Franklin County.

Increasing sales prices and home values can ais existing Homeawners housing costs through Increased
property axes. They also make it more dificult for households Iving i lower-cost sarter homes to mave:
up and free up their propertis for first-time homebuyers. A fewer households are able to move from
el to homeownership,this strengthens rental market demand and renta ates, thereby contributing
1o affordabilty isues and cost burdens amon renter househalds,

HOUSING SIZE

Avalabilty of ousingn a varety ofszes s important o meet the needs of dfferent demograghic groups.
Nelghborhoods with mult-bedroom detached, snglefamily homes will ypically attract larger famiies,
whereas dense rsidentia developments with smaller uitizes and fewer bedrooms often accommodate.
single-person householdsorsmal familes, But market forces and afordabiity mpact housing choice and
the abilty o obtain housing ofa sutablesize, and markets thatdo ot offer a varity o housing izes at
iferent price pointscan ead to barriersfor some groups. Risng housing cots can, for example, ead to
overcrowding a arge households with ower ncomes e unable o afford pricier, arger homes and are
forced o eside nsmaller units. O the other hand, people with dsabiltes or seniors with ied incomes.
may not require large unis but can be imited by higher housing costs in densely populated areas where
most studic or one-bedroom uitsar located.

Table 8 provides information for hauseholds ving n publcy supported housing, induding unit size and
presence of children by housing program type. Assuming households with chidren would need two-
bedroom o larger uits, comparing the number of two- and three-plus bedroom urits with the number
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of households with chidren does not immediately indicate overcrowding in assisted housing
Theoretically the 827 households with chilren wholve in public housing could be housed in the 1060
units with two or more bedrooms. There appear to be adequate urits with two or more becrooms for
projectbased Secton 8 propertie, other multfamilyproperties, and the untsrented with HCYs

However, because data about households with chidren by household sie is not avalable, precise
conclusions regarding the sultabilty o the exising publicly supported housing stock cannot be drawn.
There may be a mismatch between large family ouseholds and the availailty ofthree bedroom o larger
units, but such a situation i ot discernible withaut information about household size.

TABLE  — PUBLICIY SUPPORTED HOUSING 8 PROGRAN CATEGORY:UNT Y NUMBER 0f BEOROOMS AND NUMBER OF
ChoRen  THe T o Cownveus
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HOMEOWNERSHIP.

Homeownership s vial to a community's economic well bein. It alows individuals the opporturity to
bulld wealth, is eneraly assoclated with higher level of civic engagement,* and i correlated with
posiivecognitive and behaviora outcomes amon chidren.”

Federal housing policies and discriminatory mortgage lending pracices rior to the Fair Housing Act of
1968, along with continuing impeciments to access, have had sgnificant impact on the homeownership
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fates of racial and ethnic minoriie, paticularly Black and Hispanic populatios, The gap between the
white and lack homeownership rate is the largest among racial and ethric groups. In 2017, the US,
‘Census Bureau reported 3 216 percentage point gap in homeownership rate between white and Slack
Households justa 2.9 percentage point decrease snce 1987,

Homeownership rends have changed inrecent years because of sigfcant events nthe housng market
and labor force. The homeawnershi rae for Milennial (he generation born between 1981 and 1997)
Is 8 percentage points lower than the two previous generations,controlling for age. This dscrepancy can
be attributed to 3 multitude offacors ranging rom prference to urban areas, cos of education and
associated deb, changes In marriage and chidbearing patterns, rsing housing costs, and the current
supply of afordable houses *

In the city of Columbus, the majoity of owner houscholds are white (725) This is higher than the
proporton of th total popultion tht s white (60%),indicatng tht homeownership atesfor whtes are
disproportionately high. Afrcan Americans make up 19% o owner households. Considering that Afican
Americans account for 27% of the tota population, the ownership rate i disproportionatey low. The
percentage of owner households that are Hispanic (2%) s also disproportionatey lower than the to
Hispanic populaton (5%). Among other owner households, Asian Americans make up 3%, and other
sroups are 2%.

Forrenters, the majorit are also white (55%) but at a percentage actually below the ratio of whites n the
total populaton (60%). African Americans (32%) have a disproportionately igh rate of renters and
Hispanic households (5%) comprise the other largest portons o rental househalds, at  ratio simiar 0
that of thetotal population that is ispanic. Asian Americans account for 4% of renter househalds, lso
roughly proportionate to their percentage of the total populaton.

There s simiar and more pronounced pattern i th region. The maloriy of owner households are white
87%). Other notable home ownership proportions are 8% for Afrcan Amerlcans and 2% for Asian
Americans. Afican Americans have  signficantly higher oroportion of rental households tha their sare.
ofthe total population. Hispanic and Asan American households account or 4% and 3% of renters n the
region

The data n Table 8 can also b used tocalulate homeownershiprates by race and ethniciy, which shows.
that some groups are significantly les el to be homeawners than whits.In Columbus, 54% of white
Rouseholds own thei homes, compared to 34% of Afrcan Americans and 39% of both Asan American
and Native American households. Hispanic households are the least kel to own thei homes (24%). In
the region, 63% of white households own their homes. Lowestratesof home ownership are found among
Hispanic and Afican American households, and Native Americans, and Hispanic residnts are more ikely
0 0wn ther home than i the cy.

The maps tha follow show the share of owners and rentrs by census trac inthe Gty of Columbus.
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TABLE O HOMEOWNGRSHI A0 RENTAL RATES Y RACE AND ETHICITY
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FIGURE 26. ¥AREOF HOUSEHOLDS THAT ARE RENTERS N THE T OF Couueus
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FIGURS 27. SHARE oF HOUSEHOLOS THAT ARE OWNERSIN THE CITY OF CoLueus





