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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of Medford recently completed the thirdayef our 2010-2014 Consolidated Plan for
Housing and Community Development during the 20ddam Year. The following activities
were funded with Community Development Block Grdollars:

» Completion of 1zhome repair projects throughout the City of Medfaith 4 of them
homes being in the targeted Washington revitabratieighborhood.

* 3 homes were purchased and rehabilitated by Habitétumanity with NSP 1 & 3
funds for low/moderate income housing. Two of lbenes have been sold and one is in
the sale process.

* 6 lots were purchased with NSP 2 funds by HabataHumanity. New homes were built
on all 6 lots and sold to low/moderate income famil

* First Time Homebuyer Down Payment Assistance wasngio 4 families

* 40 people were assisted with up to 3 months oftlentugh St Vincent de Paul’s rental
assistance program

» Operational funding for Center for NonProfit Leg@alprovide assistance to Medford
veterans, seniors, disabled and low-income persons

* Operational funding for Children’s Advocacy Ceraed their center for child abuse
victims

* Operational funding for Kids Unlimited of Oregorafter school program at Jackson
Elementary School

» Operational funding for the Maslow Project to pae/outreach services for homeless
youth

There were 6555 low/mod income persons and 48 holdewho benefited from programs and
activities funded with 2012 Program Year dollars.

A draft copy of this report is available for comman City Hall and on the City’'s website. The
comment period began on September 2, 2013 an@émdliSeptember 18, 2013. A public
hearing will be held on September 19, 2013 to obt#@izen input and Council approval of this
report.

I.  Summary of Resources and Distribution of Fuds

The City of Medford’s 2012 Program Year CDBG furglallocation was $550,446 with
$156,525 in unexpended funds from the previous gker $33,355 in program income. The
$550,446 entitlement was fully committed to thédaing: $357,791 to capital improvements,
$82,566 to public service, and $110,089 to adnratisin. A portion of the unexpended funds
from the previous year were still committed to aene projects, but were unspent at the end of
that program year. Another portion of the unexpendads from the previous year were
allocated to different projects and the plannedeguts were cancelled via a substantial
amendment to the Action Plan. The $22,305 in @wgincome from the Homeowner Repair
Program was committed to the Homeowner Repair BmgrThe $11,050 in program income
from the First Time Homebuyer Assistance Prograthbei committed to the First Time
Homebuyer program once a substantial amendmehetddtion Plan has been submitted and
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approved. The City’s expenditures during the répgmeriod were $407,793.84. This amount
included funds that were expended on 2011 actsvdrawn in the 2012 Program Year. Three
large capital improvement projects from 2012 ane fvom 2011 did not have any funds
expended due to various issues. It is expectadathfur projects will be completed and
included in next year’'s report. 100% of the progifands went directly to projects benefiting
low/mod persons and households except for fundd isseadministration.

IIl. Narrative Statements to Accompany the City 6 Medford
Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Repa for Fiscal
Year 2012/2013 on the Use of CDBG Funds

A. Assessment of Five-Year Goals and Strategies

The following section documents the goals andegiias of the Strategic Plan from Medford’s
Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Dewvelept 2010-2014 followed by
implementation activities undertaken during the2pfogram year, the third year of the
Consolidated Plan. The breakdown of CDBG fundimgudes $9,750 in prior year funds
towards economic development, $198,828 towardsihgastivities, $31,224 of which was
direct homeownership assistance, which includeyoaer funds from the previous year,
$11,600 in legal services, $21,122 in youth sesi$d8,000 in childcare services, $18,207 in
abused/neglected children services, and $20,080lsistence paymentalso, $5,000 of
program administration funding went towards faiusiag activities. The following provides a
more detailed description of the projects.

AFFORDABLE AND WORKFORCE HOUSING

GOAL 1: Increase the affordability of housing forthe City’s lower-income workforce and
special needs households.

STRATEGY 1-1. Improve the quality and long-term affordability of existing rental and/or
homeowner housing occupied by lower-income households.

Objectives. 1) Maintain housing currently owned or rented by lower-income households
through rehabilitation and/or weatherization assistance; 2) | mprove housing safety through
reduction of lead based paint hazards 3) Improve the ability of homeowners to maintain their
properties.

Project 1: Twelve homes throughout the City of Medford wereatalitated through the
Homeowner Repair Program, helping maintain housurgently owned by lower income
homeowners. The Housing Authority of Jackson Couetgived $133,000 in new CDBG funds
and $22,305 in program income for the 2012 progyaar. Four homes in the target area of
Washington Neighborhood were rehabilitated with Bomner repair funds and three homes
were made lead compliant during this program y&amds were used citywide for the program.
The program was promoted through newsletters, napesparticles, on the City website as well
as the Housing Authority of Jackson County website.



City of Medford Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report September 2013

STRATEGY 1-2 Increase the supply of affordable, safe and code compliant rental and/or
homeowner housing for low/moderate income households.

Objective: Provide assistance to acquire land and/or improve infrastructure in support of new
affordable housing.

Project 1: Habitat for Humanity received $72,000 in 2012 CD®B@&ds to install infrastructure
and make street improvements in preparation farréutonstruction of 4 affordable houses. Due
to Environmental issues this project was delayeel cbntract extended for 6 months and the
funds carried over to the 2013 program year.

STRATEGY 1-3 Reduce barriers to affordable housing by developing a Housing Affordability
Plan for Medford, which will include planning for alternative modes of transportation and
connectivity with public transportation.

Objectives. 1) Revise City policies and procedures to encourage long-term affordability of
housing in Medford (such as fast tracking planning, building and permitting application and
processes); 2) Update the Housing Element and the Neighborhood Element of the
Comprehensive Plan.

Project 1: When neighborhood opposition threatened to darsilbsidized 100-unit housing
complex in east Medford proposed by the HousindhArity of Jackson County, the City
Council successfully negotiated an agreement tilbprvide a subsidized 50-unit complex on
the original site and an additional 50-unit compdiexvntown on land owned by the City. The
subsidized 50 units downtown will be much more @megnt for person and families with
special needs to access services provided in thatdan transit oriented district.

Project 2: In 2012, the City Council adopted code amendmamtsupdated the Southeast Plan
of the Neighborhood Element of the Comprehensiaa FHat will allow the adoption of a

Master Plan for the Southeast Medford Transit Qe@mistrict (TOD). A Master Plan needs to
be adopted to allow zone changes in the Commetaed. The area surrounding the
Commercial Core is planned for high density housiogvenient to transit, pedestrian, and
bicycle paths. The City Council also purchasedtamdhl land in the area to provide parkland
and a greenway path that will provide a path frommTOD west to downtown Medford and east
to parkland on the far east side of the City.

Project 3: The City continues work to develop the West Maiansit Oriented District (TOD)
with emphasis on public transit and pedestriamétig neighborhoods. This TOD will be an
overlay in the City’'s Comprehensive Plan. The @iag partnered with the University of Oregon
Sustainable Cities Initiative to develop infill stards that will encourage high-density and
transit oriented development in both the West MidD and on a redevelopment site on East
Main Street near a historic District.

STRATEGY 1-4: Expand homeownership opportunities for lower-income households.
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Objectives. 1) Assist prospective lower-income homebuyer s to obtain affordable housing
through programs such as down payment assistance and other forms of assistance. Target
minority populations through outreach efforts; 2) Encourage public/private partnerships to
bundle Individual Development Accounts (IDAs) to assist potential homebuyers to save for home
purchases.

Project 1: During 2012, the Southern Oregon Housing Resoustael (SOHRC) provided 212
persons from Jackson and Josephine Counties vdividiial pre-foreclosure housing
counseling and default prevention counseling. @se, 75 were Medford residents. They
conducted ABC’s of Home Buying classes with 44 participants.

Project 2: Down Payment AssistanceACCESS received $19,791 in 2012 CDBG funds to
administer the City’s First Time Homebuyer Assis@aProgram. With this grant, they assisted 3
low-income households with down payments and ctpsosts and 16 households with
homebuyer counseling. The CDBG Agreement betwleeICity and this agency was extended
for 6 months as they have a small amount of unedgxfunds that will be carried forward to the
2013 program year.

Project 3: Individual Development Accounts (IDAs) -ACCESS had 57 IDA patrticipants, 15

of which were Medford residents. Of those 15, 3ensaving for education, 10 for home
purchases and 2 for businesses. One Medford regideduated from the savings program and
she purchased a home in Medford this year. The iHgusuthority of Jackson County
participates in two IDA collaboratives; one is thgh Valley Individual Development Account
(VIDA), a collaborative with CASA of Oregon and thther is with Dream$avers. Between the
two programs they currently have 12 savers. Threesaving for homes, two for businesses and
seven for education. They didn’t have any gradutiis past year as all are still saving. College
Dreams works with area youth who are saving foicatan and they currently has 48 open
IDA’s in Jackson County. Of those 48, 14 are aufityeusing their funds and 8 have used all of
their funds.

STRATEGY 1-5: Affirmatively further Fair Housing Choices.

Objective: Support programs that provide assistance to prevent discrimination in housing and
lending practices and provide educational opportunities for improving household credit ratings.

Project 1: Promotion of fair housing The city provides brochures and has posters disgdlay
throughout City Hall on fair housing and predattayding practices. The number of citizens
that have benefitted from these activities andrmgtion is difficult to determine.
Approximately 250 people per day come into Cityllald have access to this information.
About 200 brochures per year are picked up frorg IBitations annually.

In addition, as part of Fair Housing Month, theyGitred a civil rights video called “Brick by
Brick” on public access television on April 25, 301t is a story of three families in Yonkers,
New York as they confront the social realities,ifocg and law of racial discrimination in their
housing and schools. The video also aired randomlighis same channel throughout the year
and was available to all Charter Communicationsorners, a large portion of which are
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Medford residents. The City loaned the video toOKSS to be shown during a staff meeting.
The Mayor of the City of Medford also proclaimedrApair Housing Month.

During the 2012 program year, the City allocate@®8 to support the salary of a Fair Housing
Education and Outreach Specialist through the lHairsing Council of Oregon. The specialist,
Louise Dix, works exclusively in the Southern Oregon areac@mtiucts outreach efforts to
increase awareness of fair housing rights, inclydiistributing materials to various agencies and
organizations, promoting campaigns and events,aiiunal displays and radio and television
interviews. She also conducts fair housing workshor protected class groups, agencies,
community organizations and housing provider graaums jurisdictions; provides technical
assistance and information; organizes and pronspesial fair housing events; and gathers
information for reports as needeldls. Dix provided the following fair housing training
workshops, presentations and information tables inthe Medford area during the 2012
program yeatr:

* Ready to Rent Class on November 6, 2012 at ACCESSMedford. Discussed
protected classes and the forms that housing disanination may take.

» Train the Trainer for Realizing the American Dream on January 17, 2013 at
ACCESS in Medford. Presented Fair Housing Basicsral advised that Fair
Housing Council of Oregon staff is available for tainings.

* Provided brochures and posters at Martin Luther King Day event on January 20,
2013 at South Medford High School in Medford.

* Fair Housing Training to participants at Jackson Cainty Community Consortium
on February 5, 2013 at the Girl Scout office in Metbrd. Discussed Fair Housing
Basics for Advocates (1 hour training), Federal an@regon protected classes,
reasonable modifications and accommodations, dispate impact, short history of
discrimination in Oregon and role of and need for ésters.

» Training workshop to Southern Oregon Head Start Fanly Advocates, Caseworkers
and Teachers on March 4, 2013 at the Family ResowdcCenter in Grants Pass.
Discussed Fair Housing Basics for Advocates (3 hotnaining).

* Worked information table with Fair Housing material s at an all-day Senior Fair
sponsored by ACCESS on March 19, 2013 at the Armoriy Medford.

» Training to participants at the Jackson County Hismanic Interagency Committee
meeting on April 10, 2013 at Rogue Federal Credit klon in Medford. Discussed
Fair Housing Basics for Advocates (1.5 hour trainig).

» Worked information table with fair housing material s at an all-day Project
Homeless Connect event on May 31, 2013. Provideengral fair housing brochures
and information.
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» Training workshop for Rogue Retreat staff and boardmembers on June 17, 2013.
Discussed Fair Housing for Housing Providers incluithg protected classes,
reasonable modifications and accommodations, dispate impact, consistency in the
selection of tenants and maintenance work (3 hourdining).

Although thebenefits of these activitiess hard to measure, the citizens of Medford walhéfit
indirectly by its service providers being well edted on Fair Housing Laws.

Ms. Dix provided technical assistance by providingeneral fair housing information. She
fielded questions on a daily basis either at meefys, trainings or with follow up phone calls.
All general fair housing questions were answered blger and the more specific fair housing
discrimination cases were forwarded on to Fair Housig Council of Oregon intake staff.
These questions and forwarded cases were not trackby Ms. Dix. The intake cases,
however, were tracked by the Fair Housing Council Oregon (FHCO). The FHCO
received 57 calls from Medford residents; three athese raised issues of fair housing and alll
three were related to disability, which is a largaelecrease from the previous year. Five
individuals completed a fair housing intake with tre FHCO office of which one was related
to race/color, one to familial status, two to disaitity and one to sexual orientation/gender
identity.

Ms. Dix did not collect any fair housing data hersk during the 2012 program year. All
data was collected by the Fair Housing Council intee staff and is noted above.

Project 2: The Center for Nonprofit Legal Services recei$&d,600 in CDBG funding to assist
low income clients with access to transportationplyment housing, health care and public
benefits. Housing activities included education datknse of legal rights to fair housing and
reasonable accommodations. Their housing attomoelyed with DASIL to provide legal
education on tenant rights and responsibilitiesfairchousing law and with ACCESS’ Ready to
Rent program to provide fair housing training onuky 8, 2013 and May 21, 2013. They
accepted and successfully represented 4 clienitsdigtibilities and were able to get the landlord
to agree to housing accommodations instead ofiemit

Project 3: ACCESS which operates the Southern Oregon Housing ResdCenter, provided
housing counseling to 212 clients: their First Time Homebuyer classes Each of these
clients received information on what predatory legds, how to avoid it and how to report it.
In addition to the predatory lending training, thesme clients were educated on loan
modification scams, what scams are prevalent, loowgort scams and how to avoid them.
ACCESS held three First Time Homebuyer classes in &tford during this program year
on the following dates: April 21, 2012, August 1&012 and May 11, 2013The
Homebuyer classes are given in both Spanish and Bisglp and all of the flyers are
published in Spanish and English. ACCESS also hdw-lingual staff in their Housing
Department who provide translation services to Spash speaking clients upon request.
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NEIGHBORHOOD REVITALIZATION

GOAL 2: Improve the quality of life of lower-income residents through neighborhood
revitalization.

Strategy 2-1. Preserve and restore existing housing resources in key neighborhoods.

Objectives: 1) Actively enforce City Codes to improve the habitability and safety of housing and
eliminate blighting influences in neighborhoods; 2) Maintain housing currently owned or rented
by lower-income households in targeted neighborhoods through rehabilitation and/or
weatherization assistance.

Project 1: The City of Medford Code Enforcement Division oétWedford Police Department
runs a full time graffiti eradication program, worg in conjunction with the Juvenile
Department to use local youth offenders to remae#fif. During 2012, graffiti was removed
from 609 public and private locations throughouwt tity.

Project 2: The Code Enforcement Division continued to targeBG eligible neighborhoods
on a complaint basis in an effort to improve newmthiood habitability and the safety of housing.
During 2012 they handled 3458 cases, 320 of thera imethe Liberty park neighborhood, 519
in the McLoughlin neighborhood and 194 in the Wagton neighborhood. The majority of the
cases were related to garbage, abandoned vehideds, junk, graffiti and unlawful storage.
Code Enforcement also recently took on the dutiesibstandard housing enforcement

Project 3: The City Police Department continues its Opera@ane program which reaches out
to citizens in targeted neighborhoods in an etimtiear questions and concerns regarding
livability and other issues affecting their neighttmod. Resource information is also provided to
residents with regards to emergency food, sheltet,energy assistance along with contact
information to report criminal activity and codelations involving drug houses, gang activity,
blighted homes, etc. Two Operation Care walks werelucted in 2012/2013; one in the area of
a City park that has an above average amountmkcand the other in the area of Jefferson
Elementary School.

Project 4: The Medford Police Department works with Neightmmd Watch groups throughout
the city. In 2012, a total of 11 new Neighborh&dtch Groups were formed, bringing the total
number of active groups to 89.

Project 5: The Police Department made a large impact onecand livability in the community
by undertaking over 70 community policing projegdising 2012. They also partnered with
various Latino groups in the community and haveathe first steps toward developing a
survey geared toward Latino community members.

Project 6: Through the Housing Authority of Jackson County, tity offers a Homeowner
Repair program to help owners of homes throughwmaitity maintain their homes. Twelve
homes were assisted through this program during@i& Program Year.
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Project 7: Weatherization of 128 homes in Jackson County waspteted by ACCESS, 47 of
which were in the City of Medford. This number dsased dramatically from the prior year due
to the ARRA funds no longer being available to dapnt the program. The weatherization
program helped to reduce energy costs to Medf@ideats.

Strategy 2-3 | mprove the community infrastructure/facilities and reduce blighting influences
in predominately lower-income neighborhoods.

Objectives. Provide assistance to improve basic neighborhood infrastructure such as water and
sewer improvements, sidewalks, street improvements, lighting and street trees utilizing several
funding mechanisms, including paying local improvement district assessments of lower-income
households. Provide assistance to develop neighborhood facilities such as youth centers,
parks/recreational facilities, open space and community centers.

Project 1: The City of Medford continues to construct sidéwadnd bike lanes around schools
in low income neighborhoods and completed sidewialk®/o areas this year.

Project 2: In the 2012 program year, The City of MedfordiBaand Recreation Department
received $83,074 to construct a neighborhood patke targeted neighborhood of Liberty Park,
which is 84.9% low/moderate income. This projeas hot been started and is therefore being
carried forward to the 2013 program year with aesicied completion date of December 2013.

Project 3: Kids Unlimited of Oregon received $133,000 in 2@RBG funds to acquire
property and construct a neighborhood center inargeted neighborhood of Liberty Park. Due
to some obstacles regarding a zone change, thecpt@s been delayed and is being carried
forward to the 2013 program year.

INDEPENDENCE AND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY
Goal 3: Improve the ability of lower income houseblds to become self-sustaining.

Strategy 3-1 Pursue strategies and programs that prepare low/moderate income households to
obtain and retain family wage employment.

Objective: Support community strategies and programs that prepare low/moderate income and
special needs populations to access family wage jobs. Support and promote independence and
economic opportunity.

Project 1: The Center for Nonprofit Legal Services assidt¢# people with $11,600 in CDBG
funding to assist low income clients with accessdasportation, employment housing, health
care and public benefits.

Project 2: SOU Small Business Development Center receivetb$9n 2011 CDBG funds for
their Micro-Enterprise Program which assisted peeyth direct business assistance, job
creation, job retention and access to capitalant-sip funds. The CDBG Agreement between
the City and this agency was extended for six noaththey had a small amount of unexpended

10
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funds remaining. They were able to assist an mxhdit 7 people with the remaining funds that
were carried over to the 2012 program year.

Strategy 3-2. Assist public servicesto provide safety net servicesto personsin need.

Objectives: 1) Support programs that provide healthy youth activities, such as youth and family
programs, youth shelter, and after school programs; 2) Support programs that provide basic
health care services to people in need, such as female head of households with children and
seniors; 3) Support programs to reduce dependency on drug and alcohol

Project 1: Maslow Projectreceived $20,259 in CDBG funds for their Streetr€ach

Program, through which they assisted 787 homelegsumaway youth with supportive services
including shower and laundry facilities, clothingdahygiene supplies, food, mental and health
services. Maslow Project also received $20,785ify General Fund Grant monies for their
Homeless Youth Case Management Program. During ffear grant period, the program
assisted 2,123 youth by placing case managers d@idvteschools and at the Maslow Project
drop-in center, identifying high-risk and homelgssith in need of basic and supportive
services. A continuing partnership with Jacksomi@p Mental Health and the Community
Health Center provides both mental health and naédervices. Maslow Project also refers
homeless youth to the Hearts with a Mission fagikt homeless youth shelter in Medford.

Project 2: Senior Advocacy Program, Medford Senior Centereceived $13,560 in General
Fund grant monies, with which they assisted 1,%0808s with services including meals,
transportation, food stamp and medical advocacyfiaadcial and tax assistance, helping them
to remain independent in their homes for a longerog of time.

Project 3: Children’s Advocacy Centerreceived $12,707 in CDBG funding and $8,081 in
General Fund grant monies for the coordinatingexeiotr all child abuse programs in the City of
Medford, assisting 619 children with crisis theramyedical exams, on-going therapy, preteen
and teen mentoring groups, community outreach/datucand advocacy follow-up.

Project 4: Center for Non Profit Legal Serviceseceived 2012 CDBG funds in the amount of
$11,600 to provide legal assistance to Medfordraete seniors, disabled and low-income
persons by increasing their access to transpantagimployment, housing, healthcare and public
benefits.

Project 5: St Vincent de Paulreceived $20,000 in CDBG funding for their Redggin
Homelessness Program, providing rent and utilisyséance to 40 people who might have
otherwise been forced into homelessness.

Project 6: Kids Unlimited of Oregon Mission HOPE Roject received $133,000 in CDBG

funds for construction of a neighborhood centeue b some obstacles with a required zone
change, this project has been delayed and theredored over to the 2013 program year.

11
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Project 7: Kids Unlimited of Oregon Jackson Elemetary After School Program was able
to assist 73 low/moderate income people with sekbips for after school child care via the
receipt of $18,000 in 2012 CDBG funds.

Strategy 3-3 Provide opportunities for homeless peon and those at risk of becoming
homeless to achieve self sufficiency.

Objectives. 1) Support the efforts of the Jackson County Continuum of Care to plan and
implement activities reducing homelessness in the community; 2) Support activities that expand
service-enriched housing for the homeless and other special needs populations, including
increased shelter, transitional and permanent supportive housing resources; 3) Assist non-profit
service providersto deliver effective supportive services for homeless persons and those at risk
of homelessness.

Project 1: The City’s Cultural Outreach Coordinator attenttks lHomeless Task Force (HTF)
meetings. The HTF is responsible for implementatbthe Continuum of Care plan for
Jackson County. Our Outreach Coordinator servabe@@ore Committee and the Accessible
Affordable Housing Committee of the Homeless TaskcE as well. Approximately 7% of the
city’'s CDBG program year funds went to assist h@selpersons or those at risk of becoming
homeless.

Project 2: St Vincent de Paulreceived $20,000 in 2012 CDBG funds and assiddgueéple
with rent and utility assistance who might otheevave been forced into homelessness.

Project 3: Maslow Project received $20,259 in 2012 CDBG #utalassist homeless youth
through their Street Outreach program.

B. Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing

During the 2012 program year, the City of Medfolld@ated a total of $5,000 to fair housing
activities. These funds were used to support alteas of a Fair Housing Education and
Outreach Specialist through the Fair Housing Cdwiddregon. The specialist works
exclusively in the Southern Oregon area and colsduatreach efforts to increase awareness of
fair housing rights, including distributing matdsi@o various agencies and organizations,
promoting campaigns and events, educational dispiyd radio and television interviews. She
also conducts fair housing workshops for protectads groups, agencies, community
organizations and housing provider groups anddigi®ns; provides technical assistance and
information; organizes and promotes special faudimng events; and gathers information for
reports as needed. The Outreach Specialist prdvrdeing workshops and presentations to the
following groups in the Medford area: Southernd@are Head Start, Jackson County
Community Services Consortium, Jackson County Hiigpateragency Committee, Klamath
County Housing Authority, ACCESS, and Rogue Retreat

The City of Medford continues to educate its citig@n fair housing law through a variety of

venues. Fair housing brochures are available gtHEitl in brochure racks and Fair Housing
posters are displayed throughout City Hall. Thiy @ired a civil rights video called “Brick by

12
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Brick” on television on Aprik5, 2013as part of Fair Housing Month. It is a story afetd
families in Yonkers, New York as they confront s8uzial realities, politics and law of racial
discrimination in their housing and schools. Th#ea was aired on the local public access
channel available to all Charter Communication @ungrs. The video also aired randomly on
this same channel throughout the year and it waseld to ACCESS and viewed by their
employees as part of a staff meeting. The MaydheCity of Medford proclaimed April as
Fair Housing Month. The Chair of the City’'s Hougiand Community Development
Commission read “A Pig is Moving In” at Childrer&ory Times at the Medford library on
April 29, 2013.

The Fair Housing Council of Oregon (FHCO) recei%@dcalls from Medford residents; three of
these raised issues of fair housing and all three welated to disability, which is a large
decrease from the previous year. Five individealspleted a fair housing intake with the
FHCO office of which one was related to race/cobore to familial status, two to disability and
one to sexual orientation/gender identity.

ACCESS is approved by HUD as a Housing Counselipgn&y to provide pre/post purchase
counseling, default delinquency counseling, foregte counseling, and reverse mortgage
counseling. ACCESS held four ABC’s of Home Buytigsses with 44 participants. ACCESS
provided housing counseling to 212 clients. Eddhese clients received information on what
predatory lending is, how to avoid it and how tpa it. In addition to the predatory lending
training, these same clients were educated onruatification scams, what scams are prevalent,
how to report scams and how to avoid them

The Consumer Credit Counseling Service of Souteagon is certified by HUD to offer
counseling to its clientele on fair housing issu@&sunselors review with clients the protections
various laws and regulations provide the consuriéis includes Fair Debt Collections
Practices Act, Fair Credit Billing, Fair Credit Reping, and Fair Lending. They also counsel
clients and present educational opportunities énattea of predatory lending.

The city provided $11,600 in CDBG funds for the 20ikcal year to the Center for Nonprofit
Legal Services to continue to provide legal asst#aon landlord-tenant law and on Fair
Housing issues.

Response to Hate Crime

The Community Response Team (CRT) was establighgaximately five years ago to develop
a more proactive response to racially motivateddgrts. CRT is a coalition comprised of
various community organizations, businesses angitls who all share the common vision

of a hate-free Rogue Valley and who are committespeaking up and speaking out in the event
that hate crimes are committed or hate groups &iifathe community. Monthly meetings are
held throughout the year and responses to hatesrare developed on a case by case basis.
The team maintains a Hate Crime Hotline and a Faalepage for those who have been, or
know someone who has been a victim of a hate coimdtnessed hate-group activity in the
Medford area.

13
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In the city’s current Analysis of Impediments, fioowing actions were listed for the city to
address:
1. Continue to support Fair Housing education for conamers, lenders, realtors,

landlords, advocacy groups and service providersDuring the 2012 program year, the
City of Medford allocated a total of $5,000 to famusing activities. These funds were
used to support the salary of a Fair Housing Edmecand Outreach Specialist through
the Fair Housing Council of Oregon. The specialistks exclusively in the Southern
Oregon area and conducts outreach efforts to inerawareness of fair housing rights,
including distributing materials to various agesca@nd organizations, promoting
campaigns and events, educational displays, and aad television interviews. She
also conducts fair housing workshops for protectads groups, agencies, community
organizations and housing provider groups anddigi®ns; provides technical
assistance and information; organizes and pronspiesial fair housing events; and
gathers information for reports as needed. Thedaah Specialist provided training
workshops and presentations to the following granpgbe Medford area: Southern
Oregon Head Start, Jackson County Community Ses@mmsortium, Jackson County
Hispanic Interagency Committee, Klamath County Hogiuthority, ACCESS, and
Rogue Retreat. She also facilitated a Fair HouBigjcs for Attorneys training
workshop that was held in Medford and well attendg@rea attorneys.

The City of Medford continues to educate its ciig®n fair housing law through a
variety of venues. Fair housing brochures are alhdlat City Hall in brochure racks and
Fair Housing posters are displayed throughout Béll. The City aired a civil rights
video called “Brick by Brick” on television on Apr25, 2013as part of Fair Housing
Month. It is a story of three families in YonkeMgw York as they confront the social
realities, politics and law of racial discrimination their housing and schools. The video
was aired on the local public access channel alaita all Charter Communication
customers. The video also aired randomly on timseschannel throughout the year and
it was loaned to ACCESS and viewed by their empsyas part of a staff meeting. The
Mayor of the City of Medford proclaimed April asiFdlousing Month. The Chair of the
City’s Housing and Community Development Commissead “A Pig is Moving In” at
Children’s Story Times at the Medford library onrAR9, 2013.

2. Continue to support actions to increase the availality of affordable housing. The
City of Medford established the Housing and Comrtyuevelopment Commission to
explore and develop strategies to increase afféedadusing. The Commission has
researched the City’s Comprehensive Plan and bexsdatd presentations given by the
City Planning Director and staff regarding theiogmess with the plan and the challenges
they face. The City also continues to fund nonptadiusing agencies in their efforts to
develop more affordable housing for low-income pessand for persons with special
needs. NSP 1 & 3 funds were used by Habitat for &hity to purchase and rehabilitate
3 homes. Two of the homes have been sold andhitfteis in the process of being sold.
In addition, six lots were purchased by HabitatHoimmanity with NSP 2 funds. New
homes were built on all six lots and sold to lowdtaate income families. In 2012
Habitat for Humanity received $72,000 in CDBG funadsnstall infrastructure and make
street improvements for future construction of @w/lmoderate income houses.
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3. Continue to support the activities of the Fair Housag Council of Oregon (FHCO).
In the 2012 program year, The City of Medford adited $5,000 in CDBG
Administration funds to help fund a Fair HousinguEdtion and Outreach Specialist
through the Fair Housing Council of Oregon. Thecsglist works exclusively in the
Southern Oregon area and conducts outreach effoinsrease awareness of fair housing
rights, including distributing materials to varioagencies and organizations, promoting
campaigns and events, educational displays, and aad television interviews. She
also conducts fair housing workshops for protectads groups, agencies, community
organizations and housing provider groups anddigi®ns; provides technical
assistance and information; organizes and pronspiesial fair housing events; and
gathers information for reports as needed.

4. Continue to monitor loan activities of lending insttutions. The City’s First Time
Home Buyer Program is administered by ACCESS aey Work closely with lenders
via this program and other housing programs. Amgpgious, fraudulent and predatory
lending activities that they encounter are repotteithe Department of Consumer and
Business Services and the Department of Juskioer First Time Home Buyer loans
were processed by ACCESS during the 2012 program geand none of them were
found to be suspicious, fraudulent or predatory.Neither the City nor ACCESS has
the authority to monitor lending institutions regarding loans that are not involved in
the First Time Home Buyer Program. General lendetoan activity is monitored by
the Secretary of State via the Loan Originator Licasing Program, records of which
the City does not have accesThe City of Medford continues its partnership with
Consumer Credit Counseling Service of Southern @reég monitor lending practices.

5. Support a cooperative effort to investigate the exint of predatory lending in
Medford and consider strategies to eliminate the pactice.
The City of Medford continues to monitor this thgbuts partnerships with the
Consumer Credit Counseling Service of Southern @rethhe Southern Oregon Housing
Resource Center and through the Oregon Departnmi&@udrsumer and Business Affairs.

Affordable Housing

The City of Medford provides funding and suppohts &fforts of non-profit agencies that
provide affordable housing in Medford. The Houskghority of Jackson County issues
Housing Choice vouchers and manages affordable toritow-income residents. This past year,
they provided housing choice vouchers to 2012 pexs& 1% increase over the previous year.
The Housing Authority of Jackson County receiveaadditional 45 VASH vouchers in 2013.
HAJC will continue to apply to HUD for additionalddsing Choice vouchers as they become
available, to decrease the waiting list of apprate900 applicants, a four-to-five year wait, of
persons and families desiring rental assistan¢® nimber of units provided is dependent upon
Congressional funding and HUD allocations. In #ddj CDBG funds were provided to the
Housing Authority to provide loans for emergencyaies to 12 low/moderate-income
households. The intent of the program is to helptexg homeowners maintain their homes so
that they can remain in them.
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Weatherization of 128 homes in Jackson County waspteted by ACCESS, 15 of which were
Medford residents. This amount decreased dranfigticam the prior year due to ARRA funds
no longer being available to supplement the prograie weatherization program helped
reduce energy costs of the residents who weretedsis

The following table indicates the number of housésassisted with housing with CDBG and

NSP funds by income category and by renter and oower the past program year.

Extremely | Extremely | Low- Low- Moderate- | Moderate-
low- low- income income income income

Program | income income Owners Renters Owners Renters
Owners Renters

HAJC 1 0 2 0 9 0

Homeowner

Emergency

Repair

NSP 1,2&3 | 0 9 0 0 0

First Time

Homebuyer

Assistance 0 0 0 0 3 0

Southern Oregon Housing Resource Center

Over the past year, the Southern Oregon HousinguRes Center (SOHRC) provided 212
persons from Jackson and Josephine Counties vdividiial pre-foreclosure housing
counseling and default prevention counseling. hege, 75 were Medford residents. They
conducted 4 ABC’s of Home Buying classes with 4dtipigants.

Efforts to address worst case needs (defined as lamcome renters with severe cost burden,
in substandard housing, or involuntarily displaced)

The Problem Properties Committee of the Housing@mehmunity Development Commission
meets 2-4 times per year and works to addresssissiaded to substandard housing. Members
of the Southern Oregon Rental Owners Associati@igiborhood Resources Division, Medford
Police Department and the Building Safety Departrsenve on this committee. The Building
Inspector along with Code Enforcement officers krdawn on violators of the Housing Code.
The City departments have been using the RentabRatipn system that was implemented by
the Problem Properties Committee and adopted bgthmcil. This Registration allows the
Code Enforcement Division to contact property mansdo mitigate issues with rentals such as
substandard housing, code infractions, graffitg, efhe City continues to work with the Problem
Properties Committee and the Housing and Commuetelopment Commission to discuss
issues in the community such as access to infoomé#&bir low-income renters, how to report
substandard housing, housing inspections, andcaidtdn to rental property owners to bring
properties up to Code. A magnet that was prodbgeate Problem Properties Committee is
distributed by Housing Authority of Jackson Cour@@yty staff through Code Enforcement and
Building and Safety Department, and handed ounhdu@iperation Care Walks. The magnets
provide contact information for Police, Code Enfarent, and Neighborhood Watch and are
available in English and Spanish. In addition, Hoeising and Community Development
Commission developed an easy to read flyer thdistsibuted during the Operation Care walks.
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This information is also accessible on the City sitebon the home page by clicking on the
Housing Quality Standards button.

ACCESS provided outreach and referral servicegttoMedford seniors and persons with
disabilities, assisting them with basic daily sualineeds. They also helped 3,119 Medford
residents with medical equipment needs.

ACCESS provided energy assistance to 7,557 houdgh@lpresenting over 18,000 individuals,
who were in danger of having their power discone@ctThey also provided 296 persons with
education on money management and methods to redecgy costs.

Efforts to address the accessibility needs of pemss with disabilities: The Housing Authority
of Jackson County, through the Homeowner Repagrara works to address this issue. One
household that was assisted through the HomeowegaiRprogram in 2012 was made
disability accessible. Individuals with disab#ii that apply for rehabilitation and accessibility
assistance through the Homeowner Repair programiaea a priority status on the list for
repairs. ACCES®rovided outreach and referral services to 147 lebi$eniors and persons
with disabilities, assisting them with basic dalyrvival needs. The agency also helped 3,119
Medford residents with medical equipment needs.

C. Continuum of Care Narrative

The Jackson County Homeless Task Force (HTF) itetiek entity for the Continuum of Care. It
is a Subcommittee of the Jackson County Commuratyi€es Consortium (CSC). The CSC is
a nonprofit currently made up of 35 member orgdiona and agencies and 1 individual
member. The Homeless Task Force developed anddesisimplementing the County’s strategy
to end chronic homelessness and has achieved maognwes as a result of an organized
community approach. The HTF, which is comprised36fpublic and private organizations,
meets on a monthly basis, providing services irksla County. The Continuum of Care
received McKinney Vento funds that were distributethong several agencies. This year
$317,343 funded four ongoing projects/programs: CESS’s Woodrow Pines, the Rogue
Valley Council of Government's Home At Last Progratme Salvation Army’'s Hope House
Transitional Shelter. ACCESS, the Community Actidgency for Jackson County, is also the
designated lead agency by Oregon Housing and Comyni8ervices Department for
administering many of these funds. In addition, iasProject received $36,000 in McKinney
Vento funds for their homeless youth education @ow this year. The Southern Oregon
Housing Resource Center maintains an online listingffordable housing. The listing includes
housing for low/moderate income, seniors and/oaldesd, and families. ACCESS, Cascade
Management, Medford Better Housing, Housing Autlyoof Jackson County, Rogue Retreat,
OnTrack Inc, Neel Property Management and sevetaément communities provide housing to
persons with special needs.

The Homeless Task Force developed the Ten YeartBl&nd Homelessness. The plan was
released in June 2009 and involves the followirgosoad strategies:
1. Increase the stock of permanent, affordable angatipe housing for individuals and
families who earn < 30% of the Area Median IncoM|).
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Increase agency coordination and service integratiall levels.

Provide case management to help people maintéitestental housing.

Provide financial assistance and life skills tragito help people move into stable

housing.

5. Develop and increase sustainable emergency anditiomal shelter and permanent,
supportive housing options for youth and other gtdible populations as they emerge.

6. Develop an ongoing community campaign to highligmerging issues in the continuum

of homelessness.

hwn

On April 11, 2013 the Homeless Task Force met were the goals from the 10 Year Plan and
decide whether changes were necessary to the sutittees. They did not change any of their
goals but instead made some revisions to the subdbees. The current subcommittees that
meet on a regular basis are: Core Work Group, HesselYouth Task Force, Veterans
Subcommittee, Mental Health Committee, Highly Affable Housing Alternatives Committee,

Income and Employment Committee, Aftercare/Discharglanning Committee, Project

Community Connect Planning Group. The subcomnstieeet to:

. Identify and coordinate mainstream resources andlaluplication

. Work cooperatively to fill gaps to decrease chrdromelessness

. Train and support the community and agencies regaiental Health

. Support each agency's efforts

. Plan, coordinate and collaborate emergency, tiansit and permanent housing
strategies to maximize services

. Coordinate discharge and aftercare planning

. Coordinate and develop parallel intake proceduvesteally developing a client
universal intake

d Conduct the prioritization process for HUD McKinhégnto and cooperatively
write Exhibit 1

. Generate resources and training to improve capanystaff development

. Plan and implement community education and outreaents

. Raise community awareness of emerging issues

In June of 2012, the Jackson County Homeless TaskeFheld its fourth annual Project
Community Connect, a large service oriented evieat attracted over 500 people including
homeless youth, families and individuals. Approaiety 45 participating agencies offered free
assistance with legal issues, jobs, food, healthdemtal care as well as sleeping bags, bicycles,
public transportation passes, haircuts, pet vascaral pet food. This will continue to be an
annual event for the community.

The Continuum of Care Planning Process

The Jackson County Homeless Task Force (HTF) iCtinuum of Care and the lead entity

supporting the primary Continuum of Care planningcpss. This is the only entity that is

actively involved in community-wide coordination bbusing and services for the homeless in
Jackson County, Oregon. One of the main focusebefHTF is to enhance coordination of

existing homeless programs, conduct county-wide dless assessments, identify gaps in both
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housing and services, and facilitate a proces$ilforg those gaps. The Homeless Task Force
coordinates agencies and activities directly relabehomelessness.

A key element of the HTF role is to raise commuiaityareness about who the homeless are and
the issues they face. The HTF hold press confeseand media events to releases the results of
their studies.

Chronic Homelessness Strategy/Goals

Goal 1: Establish baseline figures for chronicalljnomeless.
Agency representatives surveyed homeless persodadkson County during this year’s
Point-In-Time count. Counts were conducted in Janh@®13 resulting in a count of 941
homeless persons. Approximately 18% of those @ulstid that they were chronically
homeless.
Goal 2: Complete Countywide Affordable Housing Neesl Assessment and Housing
Inventory.
Jackson County completed a countywide housing nassisssment in April 2007. The City of
Medford completed its housing needs analysis in R2G8.
Goal 3: Enhance Street Outreach for the Chronicajt Homeless.
Project Community Connect reaches out to the chatigihomeless year and assisted over
500 people this year. Maslow Project has two @atieworkers for street outreach to
homeless youth. They assist approximately 500hyeath year.
Goal 4: Create an “Urban Rest Stop”.
St. Vincent de Paul in Medford provides showers lanadry facilities for homeless persons
as well as a transitional shelter.
Goal 5: Support the development of a nonprofit camground.
The Jackson County Homeless Task Force, which Y2 <Tdtff persons are members of, met
with several homeless community members to distaespossibility of forming a new non-
profit group of self-governing homeless individualgth the vision of addressing mutual
homeless community concerns, the main priority diiclv is the development of a safe
camping community. The community elected thredeealers to proceed with the vision.
Goal 6: Increase the # of treatment beds for submtice abuse and mental iliness.
Goal 7: Increase the number of permanent supportivdiousing options available, possibly
including single room occupancy units for people v disabling conditions or recovering
from addiction.
Currently in the Housing Inventory Chart there &49 beds of Permanent Supportive
Housing in Jackson County. No new options or lede been created during the past year.

Other Homeless Goals

Goal 1: Create an emergency transitional shelteiof unaccompanied youth, ages 11-18.
Hearts with a Mission, used 2008/2009 CDBG fundpurhase a house and renovate it to
provide 17 beds as an emergency shelter for homgta#h. The house opened in the Fall
of 2009 and since opening has provided 11,541 sighshelter to 320 teens.

Goal 2: Increase preventive services for youth anthmilies at risk of homelessness.

ACCESS was able to provide homeless eviction prawenfunding to 99 Medford
households, long term rental subsidy assistand@Bttouseholds, and refundable security
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assistance to 206 households over the past progeam Assistance was also provided to
house 103 homeless households.

The Maslow Project, in partnership with Medford 8chDistrict 549(c), continued its
Resource Center and Outreach program for HomeleathYand families. The School District
provides the building for their Drop-In Resourcen@&e lease free, leaving only the actual
costs of utilities and improvements as their resgality. This past year, it was funded with
City of Medford CDBG dollars, City of Medford Germ~und dollars, McKinney Vento
grant funding ($36,000) through the Medford Schisttrict as well as private foundation
funding through the OCF Walker Fund and variougotbcal foundations. Maslow Project
partners with ACCESS, Head Start, La Clinica, ComityuHealth Center, YMCA and others
to provide wrap-around services to this populatidibout 1,000 students were enrolled in
Medford schools as of June 2013.

With $20,000 in 2012 CDBG funds, St. Vincent delRaReducing Homelessness Program
was able to assist 40 people with up to 3 monthisrdfrelief. The key objective of this
program is to keep people in their homes to pretlegrowth of homelessness.

Goal 3: Increase community and elected official amreness of homelessness: who are the
homeless, why, what homelessness means to disabletividuals and families, the impact
homelessness has on the greater community, and wien be done about it.

Each year the Jackson County Homeless Task Foomyray-wide planning group including
elected officials and agency representatives noegpdate the Ten Year Plan to End Chronic
Homelessness. The Plan was rolled out in June 20@@rt of the first ever Project Homeless
Connect event. Recently the project name was rneddid Project Community Connect. The
fourth annual Project Community Connect event wedd this summer and attracted hundreds of
homeless persons who were offered all kinds ofisesvncluding haircuts, pet care, dental and
health care, etc. Press releases are put oueliydmeless Task Force to publicize the event
each year. Press releases are also put out teigelithe results of the annual homeless count
facilitated by the Homeless Task Force.

Goal 4: Work with other housing interests to planand implement a regional workforce

housing conference.
Although no regional workforce housing conferen@sweld during 2012, the Homeless Task
Force, which is comprised of approximately 25 pulaind private non-profit social services
agencies and housing providers, continues to nreatroonthly basis to share information and
resources. They also coordinate the Annual Horeekegvey and One Night Shelter Count
and the resulting information is used in their nmbntmeetings to focus on current needs.
They also hold annual press conferences to publitiz results of the homeless count.

Goal 5: Maintain a community focus on the need fohandicap accessible housing.
The Housing Authority of Jackson County administarsounty-wide homeowner repair
program and the City Homeowner Repair program ginamotes ADA modifications. One
household was assisted with funding this year twide handicap accessibility.
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Remaining Obstacles to Achieving These Goals

1. Chronic Unemployment and Underemployment: Meelford MSA and the Jackson County
unemployment rates in June 2013 were 10% whichasitethe same as last year and above both
the state (7.9%) and national average (7.4%). én2bil1 Community Needs Assessment, 55%
of those surveyed stated they were unemployed. nEkeCommunity Needs Assessment survey
is planned for Fall of 2013. The 2013 Homelesseyshowed that 19% of the people surveyed
were homeless due to unemployment.

2. Low Wage Jobs without Benefits: As new jobs added, they tend to be low-paying jobs
with few, if any benefits. In 2012, the mediandme increased to $58,500 in Jackson County
compared to the State of Oregon median income wiih $63,900 (family of four). Of those
surveyed in the 2011 Community Needs Assessmefi, widre families with children and 84%
surveyed lived in poverty.

3. Low Fixed Incomes: People with disabilitiesn®rs and families on TANF all receive fixed
incomes, which are substantially below poverty levEhey require other benefits, such as Food
Stamps, Oregon Health Plan, child care and housuigsidy assistance in order to survive.
Approximately 80 disabled, 20 seniors and 240 fentedad of households received assistance
through a program funded with City of Medford CDB@GIlars during 2012.

4. Shortage of Affordable Housing: Housing Chois®uchers are through the Housing

Authority of Jackson County which currently is asisig 2012 persons in Jackson County and
currently have 12 IDAs. In the 2013 Homeless Syntbe second highest primary reason
people gave for being homeless was that they ctdéford to pay rent.

5. Shortage of Accessible Affordable Housing: Reeypth accessibility needs, due to disability,
meet further barriers when it comes to finding hiogghat accommodates their requirements.

6. Education Issues: Just as low levels of edtucatre linked to poverty, they are also linked to
homelessness. Individuals who drop out of highostlre more likely to have low-paying jobs,
and are therefore more susceptible to a declinteg@ny and rising costs. The drop out rate in
Medford and Jackson County is extremely high. himm Medford School District, over 6% of all
students dropped out which is almost double thie stéde dropout rate. The Hispanic dropout
rate for Medford was also high at approximately 8¥hjch is a 3% increase over last year.
Continued focus is put on truancy issues by Thé&stat County Commission on Children and
Families.

7. Health Issues: Unmet medical needs lead tonahiliness. People living in poverty can

become chronically “un-healthy,” making them evewren susceptible to acute illness and
disease for which they do not have the means t@ilbidequate medical treatment. The current
economic climate has increased the number of psnaithout affordable access to health care.
The 2012 Homeless Survey indicated 12% of thoseeyad were homeless due to heath issues.

8. Substance Abuse and Mental lliness: Everyesédgng the Continuum of Care is impacted

by the fact that a high proportion of homeless vidiials suffer from substance abuse and/or
mental health issues. Based on the 2013 Homelasg\516% of those surveyed reported that
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drug/alcohol was a major reason for their homelessnanother 11% reported that mental health
issues played a major role in their homelessness.

9. Domestic Violence: Domestic violence contrédmito the homelessness of 47 people counted
in the 2013 Homeless survey, which was a decreasdlast year.

10. Poor Credit Histories: 3% of those surveyethe 2013 Homeless Survey cited poor credit
as a cause of their homelessness.

11. Loss of Housing Due to Eviction: Stabilizipgople in existing housing is far more cost-
effective than finding homes for them once theydomee homeless. Eviction is another stage in
the spiral into homelessness for many individuald tamilies. Of those surveyed in 2012, 51
had been evicted by their landlord.

12. Economic Climate: Although the economy setmise improving, the recession continues
to impact Oregonians, particularly those livinglackson County where unemployment rate and
home foreclosures remain higher than the stateageealong with very high food insecurity.

D. Other Actions

1. Actions to address obstacles to serving the undersed — The primary obstacle to serving
the underserved continues to be a lack of avail@seurces, especially monetary resources. In
2012, the eligible requests for CDBG funds excedtlecamount available for capital
improvements by over $265,000. Requests for opeyatiants during the 2012 program year
totaled over $232,000 and only $82,566 was avail&tbim CDBG funds. The significant
reduction in CDBG entitlement funds reduced thalfng available to assist the underserved.

During the 2012 program year, actions taken toesklthe underserved needs of the city
included providing for the needs of low-income dhén, seniors and those with disabilities.
Low income children were served through the Kids$itdited Jackson After School Program
and Maslow Project’s Street Outreach Program. $emvere served primarily through the
Medford Senior Center. 237 people receiving progassistance through CDBG were female
head of households and approximately 82 were didafilhe Medford Senior Center, On Track,
Inc and DASIL also assisted these populations aivocacy programs. The Center for
NonProfit Legal Services assisted clients that aeatal and physical needs or who face
language and cultural barriers with survival neefigd, shelter, medical care, protective
services, etc. The Children’s Advocacy Center stalmised and neglected children with
medical exams, counseling, and advocacy. CASA afstan County, Children’s Dental Clinic
and Family Nurturing Center also served low incarhigdren through City General Fund
Grants. ACCESS and The Rogue Valley Council of€soments, also through City General
Fund Grants, assisted seniors and adults with iligggowith meals, in-home care, case
management, information and follow-up services.

Twelve percent (12%) of those served were Hispaviiich makes up approximately 10% of the

overall City’s population. The city’s Cultural @aach Coordinator sits on the Hispanic
Interagency Committee, a networking organizatiomofe than 45 agencies, organizations and
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businesses serving the Latino community in Jackxmumty. The City’s Cultural Outreach
Coordinator also continues to work with the Hisggmpulation on issues related to domestic
violence, gang prevention, hate crime issues amer sesources available to the Hispanic
population.

2. Foster and maintain affordable housing -The City of Medford provided funds to the
Housing Authority of Jackson County (HAJC) for ttig/’'s Homeowner Repair Program. This
program provides no interest loans to low-incomméowners for emergency repairs to their
homes, which helps to maintain the affordable hoystock in the City. Habitat for Humanity
purchased and rehabilitated three homes for lowéradd income housing with NSP 1 & 2
funds. They also purchased six lots with NSP 2i$uand built new homes on all six lots, all of
which have been sold to low/moderate income fasnilie

3. Eliminate barriers to affordable housing - The City of Medford established a Regulatory
Barriers to Affordable Housing Task Force which gbeted a report offering recommendations
as to removal of local barriers to affordable hngsiOne of the primary barriers to providing
affordable housing has been affordable and prozened land that is close to existing services.
The city allows accessory dwelling units (ADUs)wnjunction with all existing single-family
residences. The city also has in place a Verticaldthg Development Zone in its central
business area to provide a tax incentive to cneate affordable housing in the downtown.

4. Overcome gaps in institutional structures -The City of Medford provides operating grants,
known as City General Fund Grants, to human seageacies providing services to low-
income persons in the city every biennium. Thesel$ are intended to fill gaps between the
agencies’ funding needs and that which is provigledther funding sources. Over a 2 year
period including 2012, the city provided $300,20®perating grants from the general fund, and
$82,566 in operating grants from the Community Degwaent Block Grant fund. This

provided a total of $382,766 in operating grant®2agencies involving 32 separate programs
providing social and health services primarilydalincome residents of Medford.

5. Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers & resident inditives —The Housing Authority of
Jackson County administers a Section 8 Housingdghéoucher program and operates a
Family Self-Sufficiency Program. Under this pragrahouseholds are given incentives to
achieve self-sufficiency. They are expected tokwowards self-sufficiency so they no longer
need public assistance by the end of their conpagbd. Those persons involved in this
initiative are termed the Housing Authority’s Resid Advisory Board, which includes Housing
Authority staff, a realtor, a banker, EmploymenipBegment staff, and one volunteer program
participant. The Housing Authority of Jackson Cyurffers a home purchase option using its
Housing Choice Vouchers to pay mortgage paymenmtgualified participants. This past year,
14 households used these vouchers for homeownership

6. Evaluate and Reduce Lead-based paint hazardsDuring the 2012 program year, the City
continued to monitor subrecipients for complianathwead-based paint regulations. All
homeowners participating in the Homeowner Repaig@am received educational information
about lead based paint as part of their informalipackets. Three homes that received
homeowner repair loans during the 2012 were brounghtiead compliance.
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The Housing Authority of Jackson County providesdhiures on lead based paint hazards to all
those persons in rental housing owned or manageaediylousing Authority that was built prior
to 1978. This averages 25 to 30 clients a month.

6. Enhance Coordination: Coordination between public and assisted housiogigers, health
providers and service agencies along with muni@pal county governments continues to occur
through a variety of venues. A number of housirayplers include service components for the
residents of their housing projects. Along whik Homeless Task Force, there is a Jackson
County Community Services Consortium, which advesdbr the delivery of affordable,
accessible and quality community services in Jatk3ounty and provides a networking
structure for agencies.

The Hispanic Interagency Committee serves as aankitng vehicle and advocate providing
services to the Spanish speaking community. Theu@ulOutreach Coordinator attends these
monthly meetings and promotes City services thraugheach and awareness. The Southern
Oregon Housing Resource Center serves as a clbatiag for housing programs in Jackson
County. ACCESS, in partnership with the Housinghrity of Jackson County, has been
named by the State of Oregon as a housing resoanter to serve as an information
clearinghouse for all housing related issues amtal daogram income derived from State-
funded CDBG projects in Jackson and Josephine @suwill be funneled through this
organization as well.

The City of Medford’s Housing and Community Devetognt Commission addresses issues
relating to housing accessibility and affordabiliithin the city. Serving in an advisory
capacity to City Council on housing issues, thetyagca focal point for all housing related issues
for the city.

7. Compliance and Monitoring - The City of Medford is responsible for monitoringhfis that

it receives from HUD, which are limited to the Conmity Development Block Grant and
Neighborhood Stabilization Program funds which cdam#he city through Oregon Housing and
Community Services. City staff is responsible feeseeing the use of CDBG funds. The City
maintains a close working relationship with itsrgraubrecipients. Quarterly financial and

beneficiary reports are required of all recipiarftsapital grants. All capital projects are
administered under procurement standards govem&MB Circular A-110 for non-profits.
Federal Labor Standards are adhered to for altadgmiojects as well. The City requires that
each agency receiving CDBG funds complete and dubrtiie City a Notification of Single
Annual Audit form and an audit tracking spreadsh®eataintained to document audit reviews.
Together these ensure proper monitoring of subiestils compliance with OMB circular
A-133.

In addition to reviewing all subrecipient draw doveguests, program and financial reports, the
city assesses all of its subrecipients. The purpdshis assessment is to identify which
subrecipients will require comprehensive monitomiuging the program year. Monitoring also
involved numerous telephone conversations and wgnkith subrecipients throughout year.
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Staff continued to review and monitor grantee penémnce report information as it came in from
the subrecipients. Onsite monitoring visits werediated this year with St. Vincent de Paul and
Kids Unlimited of Oregon. These agencies were ehdsr monitoring as they were new to our
CDBG program.

8. Reduce the number of families in poverty While the city does not have direct control over
the household income of families, it is hoped thatunding programs that provide services to
low-income families, it will reduce the number lig in poverty-induced situations. The City’s
Economic Developer also works to bring more liwagge businesses into the area.

E. Leveraging Resources

The City of Medford continues to leverage genewaltfdollars to supplement CDBG funds to
meet the housing and neighborhood development redgébde community. In addition, the city
considers the ability of subrecipients to leveratieer local, state, and federal funding to
complete their projects or continue their progravhen considering providing CDBG funds to
them. All of this year’s subrecipients leveragedds from sources outside the city to provide
on-going programs and to complete their projects.

In 2012, the city used $200,133 from the genenadifio leverage $82,566 in public service
grants from the Community Development Block Gr&iDBG) fund. Combined, these funds
were used to supply $282,699 in operating and praggrants to agencies providing health and
human services to low-income households and peiadhe city. There was $1,407,775 in
federal, state and private funds leveraging $82i66BDBG funds over the past year.

F. Citizen Comments

Notice of a 15-day public comment period and pub&aring was published in tivail Tribune

for the Consolidated Annual Performance and Evedndeport (CAPER) beginning September
2, 2013 and ending on September 18, 2013. A @ARER was available on the city’s website
and in The City Manager’s Office for review and coent. One comment was received during
the comment period which was a request for claiion of information. A public hearing was
held on September 19, 2013 and no comments wese/eec

G. Self-Evaluation

The overall goal of the City of Medford’s Consolied Plan is to develop a strong, self-
sustainable community by providing decent housimg) @ suitable living environment and
expanding economic opportunities principally fowland moderate income persons. Most
activities are on schedule and our major goaloar&rget.

Timeliness

The City of Medford’s timeliness standard was 1tigtes the PY 2012 grant of $550,446 in May
2013. The majority of the City’'s CDBG projects wa&m schedule, however, five capital
improvement projects were behind schedule resuitirsgpproximately $437,000 in CDBG funds
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being carried forward to the 2013 program year rledihese projects are expected to be
completed by the end of 2013 and one by June 3(1.20

Barriers

The barriers that may have a negative impact oiCttyeof Medford’s ability to fulfill its
strategies and achieve the overall vision are pilynaarket driven. Although the current
mortgage crisis has helped to drive down the iaflatost of housing in the Rogue Valley, the
affordability and availability of developable largdstill a big issue. Land that is available tends
to be infill or land that would require redevelopmeThis adds to the overall cost of a housing
project. Neighborhood Stabilization funds havesissiin purchasing land to develop affordable
housing but financing continues to be a barrigheconstruction phase. The other barrier is the
lack of organizations or entities with the capatitylevelop affordable housing.

To meet the microenterprise strategy an organizateeds to exist that will provide business
counseling and provision of loans to very smallibesses. With the demise of Southern Oregon
Women’s Access to Credit, there is currently aigaplving resources and services for the
microenterprise business. However, the Southeeg@r Small Business Development Center
is counseling and providing assistance to micropnses.

Accountability

The City continues to do regular draws and moritierspending of subrecipients to assure
timeliness in accountability of the funds. Whesub-recipient requests payment from CDBG,
the sub-recipient is asked to submit a standardipedher stating the total budget and
expenditures to date with receipts to verify expsnsBoth the City Manager’s Office and
Finance Departments monitor this information to ene&rtain that the subrecipient’s records and
the city’s records agree.

During the 2012 program year, 17.39 % of the cigyisitlement was expended for
administration. The City expended 12.84% of itstlemhent for Public Services during the
program year.

H. Monitoring

The City Manager’s Office staff monitors its prograduring the program year via phone calls,
review of files and documentation and onsite visiaff conducted 2 onsite monitoring visits
during the 2012 program year. The recipients nooad were St Vincent de Paul and Kids
Unlimited Jackson Elementary After School Prograrhe City also monitors subrecipient’s
A-133 compliance by requiring that they each repmthe City the amount of Federal funds
expended during their fiscal year and any necedsoyv-up with the Federal Audit
Clearinghouse is done.

All grant disbursements were made in a timely mannithin 30 days of submission to the City.
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lll. Relationship of Use of CDBG Funds to Goals lad Strategies of the
Consolidated Plan

The use of CDBG funds in program year 2012 adddeaseimber of the high priority needs
outlined in theConsolidated Plan.

The City of Medford has met its coordination gaadsoutlined in th€onsolidated Plan. The

City has an Executive Support Specialist whose anynaluty is administration of the city’s
CDBG and General Fund Grant programs. The Asgistahe Deputy City Manager and the
Deputy City Manager also work closely with the grarograms. Neighborhood Revitalization
and Housing programs are being administered thrthgICity Manager’'s Office and have led to
a concerted effort to ensure that the needs dfitiis low income, special needs populations
and homeless are met and that neighborhoods arsihigcare safe.

1) The City of Medford continues to leverage gehknad money to supplement CDBG funds to
meet the needs of the community. In additionciheconsiders the ability of subrecipients to
leverage other local, state, and federal fundingptaplete their projects or continue their
programs when considering providing funds to theviast of this year’s subrecipients leveraged
funds from sources outside the city to provide omg programs and to complete their projects.

2) During the 2012 program year the city providesdtificates of Consistency with the
Consolidated Plan for the following project:

Name of Applicant Project Name Location of Project

Housing Authority of Jackson | Five Year and Annual | 2251 Table Rock Road, Medford OR
County PHA Plan

3) There is no evidence that the City hindered Ghaated Plan implementation by action or
willful inaction.

» All CDBG funds were used exclusively to meet on¢hefthree national objectives.
Specifically, all CDBG funds were used to beneafiwimod income residents of Medford.

Those programs which provide services to low/mawine clients are either based on a
presumed benefit or the agency providing the bersefequired to maintain income verification
for each of its clients and provide the city withtal quarterly which indicates that at least 51% of
its clients qualify as low/mod. Where children #re beneficiaries of services, no children who
are considered wards-of-the-court are allowed todumted as low/mod income clients.

» All homes rehabilitated through the Housing Authdsi emergency repair program were
occupied during the repairs and no displacemeniroed.

27



City of Medford Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report September 2013

Several large projects were not started due toivguigsues that caused delays. Those projects
are the Medford Senior Center Multi-zone Replacdigherty Park Neighborhood Park,
Habitat for Humanity Sweet Place Project and Kidditdited of Oregon Mission HOPE project.
Three are scheduled for completion by December 20i3one by June 30, 2014.

Table 2A
Priority Housing Needs/Investment Plan Table
PRIORITY HOUSING NEEDS Priority Unmet Need
(households)
0-30% | H 71C
Small Related 31-50% H 771
51-80%| H 1004
0-30% | H 157
Large Related 31-50% H 207
51-80%| M 265
Renter 0-30% | H 417
Elderly 31-50%| H 640
51-80%| M 405
0-30% | M 697
All Other 31-50%| M 422
51-80%| L 703
0-30% | L 152
Small Related 31-50% M 143
51-80%| M 234
0-30% | L 149
Large Related 31-50%H 292
Owner 51-80%| H 715
0-30% | M 273
Elderly 31-50%| H 284
51-80%]| L 732
0-30% | L 143
All Other 31-50%| H 205
51-80%| H 489
Elderly 0-80% | M 105
Frail Elderly 0-80%| M 43
Severe Mental lliness 0-80% H 72
Physical Disability 0-80%| M 69
Non-Homeless| Developmental Disability| 0-80% M 41
Special Needs| Alcohol/Drug Abuse 0-80%| H 112
HIV/AIDS 0-80% | L 23
Victims of Domestic 0-80%| H 35
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Table 2A
Priority Housing Needs/Investment Plan Goals
priority Need 5-Yr. Yr. 1 Yr. 2 Yr. 3 Yr. 4 Yr. 5
Goal Goal Goal Goal Goal Goal
Plan/Act Plan/Act Plan/Act Plan/Act Plan/Act Plan/Act
Renters
0 — 30% of MFI 215 20/26 50 45/4 50 50
31 - 50% of MFI 220 30/9 40/36 60/9 50 40
51 - 80% of MFI 130 40/2 20/12 20/3 20 30
Owners
0 — 30% of MFI 5 1/1 1 1/1 1 1
31 - 50% of MFI 40 10/4 10/3 5/5 10 5
51 - 80% of MFI 55 10/8 10/7 12/9 13 10
Homeles*
Individuals 40 5/5 10/23 10/174 10 5
Families 75 10 15 15 15 20
Non-Homeless
Special Needs
Elderly 20 5/6 4/5 5/6 4 2
Frail Elderly 5 1 1 1 1 1
Severe Mental lliness 10 2 2 2 2 2
Physical Disability 5 1 1/3 1/1 1 1
Developmental Disability 0 0 0 0 0 0
Alcohol/Drug Abuse 25 5 5 5 5 5
HIV/AIDS 0 0 0 0 0 0
Victims of Domestic 20 4 5 6 5 0
Violence
865 | 144/61 | 174/89 | 188/212 187 172
Total
Total Section 215
215 Renter
215 Owner

* Homeless individuals and families assisted wieimsitional and permanent housing
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Priority Housing Activities

Table 2A

September 2013

Priority Need

5-Yr.
Goal

Plan/Act

Yr. 1
Goal
Plan/Act

Yr. 2
Goal
Plan/Act

Yr. 3
Goal
Plan/Act

Yr. 4
Goal
Plan/Act

Yr. 5
Goal

Plan/Act

CDBG

Acquisition of existing rental units

50

0/0

0/0

50/0

Production of new rental units

100

0

25/0

75/0

Rehabilitation of existing rental units

147

26/0

46/48

25/0

N

N

Rental assistance

0

0

0

0/40

Acquisition of existing owner units

0

0

0

0/0

Production of new owner units

0

0

0

0/0

Rehabilitation of existing owner unit

60

12/13

12/10

12/12

=

=

Homeownership assistance

10

2/5

2/2

2/4

NIN|O|O|o|o1|O|O

NIN|O|O|o|o1|O|O

HOME

Acquisition of existing rental units

Production of new rental units

Rehabilitation of existing rental units

Rental assistance

Acquisition of existing owner units

Production of new owner units

Rehabilitation of existing owner unit

Homeownership assistance

HOPWA

Rental assistance

Short term rent/mortgage utility
payments

Facility based housing development

Facility based housing operations

Supportive services

Other

Rehabilitation of existing rental units

0/26

0/26

Direct Homeownership Assistance

0/15

0/15

0/12

0/4

Acquisition of existing rental units

0/11

0/11
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Table 3A

September 2013

Summary of Specific Annual Objectives

Decent Housing with Purpose of New or Improved Avéability/Accessibility

Specific Objective Source off Year Performance Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Indicators Number | Number | Completed
DH | First time Homebuyer CDBG 2010 | Households 2 5 250%
1.1 | Assistance Program 2011 2 2 100%
2012 2 4 200%
2013 2
2014 2
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 10 11 110%
Decent Housing with Purpose of New or Improved Afirdability
DH | Homeowner Repair CDBG, 2010 Households 12 13 108%
2.1 | Program private 2011 12 10 83%
2012 12 12 100%
2013 12
2014 12
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 60 35 58%
DH | Rehabilitation of low income N_SP,tlocljllb 2010 Households 26 26 100%
private, Urban
22 | Mg Authorty of Jackson | Fenewl, | 2011 46 71 154%
County, ACCESS, Pacific SuperNOFA, 2012 25 0 0
Retirement Services: Housing 2013 25
Lake Ave, Roval Apts. it | pooms 2024 2
Glen Rid(_:;e Tgrr, Mpan’zanita’ St, Hgougsriﬁg]bev_ MULTI-YEAR GOAL 147 97 66%
Canterbury Hills Grant Program
DH | Increase the supply of safe HOME, 2010 Units 0 26 260%
2.3 | decent and affordable LIHTC, 2011 25 13 52%
rental units for low incomg CFC, NSP| 2012 75 16 21%
persons. 2013 0 %
~Sky Vista, Stevens Place, 2014 0 %
Maple Terr, Elk St., MULTI-YEAR GOAL 100 55 55%
Canterbury Hills,
Liberty Place
DH | Improve and install CDBG, 2010 | Units 0 0 0%
2.4 | infrastructure for new private 2011 0 0 0%
housing development 2012 10 0 0%
2013 %
2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 10 0 0%
Suitable Living Environment with Purpose of New orimproved Availability/Accessibility
SL | Hope House Transitional | CDBG, 2010 Units 12 12 100%
1.1 | Shelter Expansion Project| private 2011 0 0 %
— Acquisition of land and 2012 0 0 %
development of 2013 0 %
infrastructure 2014 0 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 12 12 100%
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Specific Objective Source of [ Year Performance Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Indicators Number | Number | Completed
SL | Children’s Advocacy CDBG, 2010 Persons 200 738 369%
1.2 | Center private, 2011 200 531 266%
foundation | 2012 225 619 275%
2013 300 %
2014 300 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1225 1888 154%
SL | Community Health Center] CDBG, 2010 Persons 3000 2577 86 %
13 private, 2011 3000 1090 36 %
foundation 2012 0 0 0%
2013 0 %
2014 0 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 6000 3667 61%
SL | OnTrack,Inc CDBG, 2010 Persons 105 441 420%
14 private, 2011 70 0 0%
foundation 2012 110 0 0%
2013 80 %
2014 75 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 440 441 100%
SL | Maslow Project CDBG, 2010 Persons 400 829 207%
1.5 | Homeless Youth private, 2011 400 776 194%
Integration Center foundation | 2012 400 787 197%
2013 400 %
2014 400 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 2000 2392 120%
SL | DASIL CDBG, 2010 | Persons 250 1260 504%
1.6 | Community Center for private, 2011 300 977 326%
Disabled and Homeless | foundation | 2012 325 0 0%
Person 2013 350 %
2014 400 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1625 2237 138%
SL | Medford Senior Center CDBG, 2010 Persons 900 1041 116%
17 private, 2011 900 979 109%
foundation 2012 %
2013 %
2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1800 2020 112%
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Specific Objective Source off Year Performance Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Indicators Number | Number | Completed

SL | Center for NonProfit Lega| CDBG, 2010 Persons 0 0 %
1.8 | Services private, 2011 30 152 507%
foundation | - 2012 30 142 473%

2013 %

2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 60 294 490%

SL | RV Family YMCA CDBG, 2010 Persons 0 0 0%
19 private 2011 30 30 100%

2012 %

2013 %

2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 30 30 100%

SL | Addictions Recovery CDBG 2010 | Persons 0 0 0%

11 | Center 2011 100 96 96%

0 2012 %

2013 %
2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 100 96 96%
SL | St Vincent de Paul CDBG 2010 | Persons 0 0 %
i 2011 0 0 %
2012 25 40 160%
2013 %
2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 25 40 160%

SL | Kids Unlimited of Oregon | CDBG 2010 | Persons 0 0 %

1.1 | After School Program 2011 0 0 %

2 2012 100 73 73%

2013 %
2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 100 73 73%

SL | Kids Unlimited of Oregon | CDBG, 2010 Persons 0 0 %

1.1 | Construction of private, 2011 0 0 %

3 | Neighborhood Center foundation | 2012 100 0* 0%
* start of project has been 2013 %
delayed due to zoning 2014 %
issue MULTI-YEAR GOAL %

SL | Liberty Park CDBG, 2010 Persons 0 0 0%

1.1 | Neighborhood Park Parks 2011 0 0 0%

4 Construction of a new park Fund 2012 1077 o* 0%
in a target neighborhood 2013 %
*project was not started 2014 %
until Aug 2013 MULTI-YEAR GOAL 1077 0* 0%
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September 2013

Neighborhood Revitalization

Specific Objective Source off Year Performance Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Indicators Number | Number | Completed
NR | Neighborhood General 2010 Persons 100 26 26%
1.1 | Development projects Fund 2011 125 2837 2270%
~street trees, streetlights, 2012 100 1033 1033%
neighborhood 2013 50 %
beautification, code 2014 25 %
enforcement MULTI-YEAR GOAL 400 3896 974%
Economic Opportunity with Purpose of New or Improved Availability/Accessibility
Specific Objective Source off Year Performance Expected | Actual Percent
Funds Indicators Number | Number | Completed
EO | SOU Small Business CDBG 2010 | Microenterprises | O 0 0%
1.1 | Development Center 2011 5 21 420%
2012 0 7 700%
2013 %
2014 %
MULTI-YEAR GOAL 5 28 560%
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Table 3B
Annual Affordable Housing Completion Goals

September 2013

Grantee Name: City of Medford
Program Year- 2012

Expected Annual
Number of Units to be
Completed

Actual Annual
Number of Units
Completed

Resources used during the period

BENEFICIARY GOALS (SEC. 215)

CDBG HOME ESG

HOPWA

Homeless households

Non-homeless households

Special needs households

|
|
]

O O

OO o

RENTAL GOALS (SEC. 215)

Acquisition of existing units

Production of new units

Rehabilitation of existing units

Rental Assistance

Total Sec. 215 Affordable Rental

O0O00ao0
O

OO

OO 0O 0O O

HOME OWNER GOALS (SEC. 215)

Acquisition of existing units

Production of new units

Rehabilitation of existing units

12

10

Homebuyer Assistance

Total Sec. 215 Affordable Owner

14

14

x| | x| O
O O O O O

O O

COMBINED RENTAL AND OWNER
GOALS (SEC. 215)

Acquisition of existing units

Production of new units

Rehabilitation of existing units

Homebuyer Assistance

Total Sec. 215 Affordable Housing

O O0O00
O

O O0O0OC

OVERALL HOUSING GOALS

Annual Rental Housing Goal

Annual Owner Housing Goal

14

14

Total Annual Housing Goal

14

14

=
OO O
OO O

O OO
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TO: MAIL TRIBUNE-LEGAL
PUBLISH: Sunday, September 1, 2013

NOTICE OF PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEARBY GIVEN that a 15-day public commeadriod for the City of Medford’s
Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation REEAPER) for the 2012 program year
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds witilmmence on Monday, September 2,
2013 and close on Wednesday, September 18, 2Gi#i¢d input regarding the report. The
City will be submitting the CAPER to the U.S. Dejpaent of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) on or before September 30, 2013 as requifidds report summarizes the individual
project status of those improvements and activitiasled with HUD entitlement funds for the
program year July 1, 2012 through June 30, 201§e&ts included in this report are capital
improvements, public service operating grants,fairchousing activities.

The City Council, City of Medford, will hold a publhearing on Thursday, September 19, 2013
at 7:00 p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers, 4¥&st &' Street, Medford OR for the

purpose of soliciting citizen input regarding thenSolidated Annual Performance and
Evaluation Report (CAPER).

Copies of the CAPER are available for public reveawmhe City’s website at
www.ci.medford.or.usand in the City Manager's Office in City Hall, Rm 310 at 411 W."8
Street. Contact Jennifer Sparacino, Executive 8dgpecialist, at 541-774-2000 or at
Jennifer.Sparacino@cityofmedford.dobtain a copy or to submit comments. A sumnodry
public comments will be incorporated into the fidalcument prior to submission to HUD.

Jennifer Sparacino
Executive Support Specialist
City of Medford

HHEHHH
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PUBLIC COMMENTS RECEIVED
Public Comment Period: September 2, 2013 — Septembe  r 18, 2013

One comment was received during the public comment period from Heather Hoyle at Rogue Retreat.
She requested clarification regarding the project that is referred to in Goal 1, strategy 1-1, project 2.

MINUTES OF THE MEDFORD CITY COUNCIL MEETING

September 19, 2013

EVENING SESSION

The evening session was called to order at 7:07 p.m. in Council Chambers, City Hall, 411 W. 8" Street,
Medford with the following members and staff present.

Councilmembers Dick Gordon, Chris Corcoran, Karen Blair, Bob Strosser, John Michaels, Daniel Bunn
and Eli Matthews.

Deputy City Manager Bill Hoke; City Attorney John Huttl; City Recorder Glenda Wilson.

110. Oral requests and communications from the audi ence

120. Public hearings
120.1 COUNCIL BILL 2013-135 A resolution adopting the Consolidated Annual Performance and
Evaluation Report (CAPER) pertaining to Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
funds for the 2012-13 program year.

Jennifer Sparacino, Executive Support Specialist addressed the Council and provided a
staff report. She reviewed the goals and strategies in the plan and actions taken by the City
to address these strategies.

Public hearing opened.
None
Public hearing closed.

Motion: Adopt the resolution adopting the Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation
Report (CAPER) pertaining to the Community Development Block Grant funds for the 2012-13
Program Year.

Moved by: Bob Strosser Seconded by: John Michaels

Roll Call: Councilmembers Bob Strosser, John Michaels, Eli Matthews, Daniel Bunn, Karen Blair,
Chris Corcoran and Dick Gordon voting yes.

Resolution 2013-135 was duly adopted.
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