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Executive Summary

ES-05 Executive Summary - 91.300(c), 91.320(b)

1. Introduction

In 1994, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) issued new rules consolidating
the planning, application, reporting and citizen participation processes for four formula grant programs:
Community Development Block Grants (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnerships (HOME), Emergency
Solutions Grants (ESG) and Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA). The new single-
planning process was intended to more comprehensively fulfill three basic goals: to provide decent
housing, to provide a suitable living environment and to expand economic opportunities. It was termed
the Consolidated Plan for Housing and Community Development.

The National Housing Trust Fund (HTF) was enacted as part of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act
of 2008 (HERA), SEction 1338 of the Federal Housing Enterprise Financial Safety and Soundness Act of

1992. The State of Mississippi will receive an allocation of $3,000,000 funding rental housing activities
to benefit extremely low income and very low income citizens.

According to HUD, the Consolidated Plan is designed to be a collaborative process whereby a
community establishes a unified vision for housing and community development actions. It offers
entitlements and non-entitlement areas the opportunity to shape these housing and community
development programs into effective, coordinated neighborhood and community development
strategies. It also allows for strategic planning and citizen participation to occur in a comprehensive
context, thereby reducing duplication of effort.

Effective July 1, 2015, Governor Phil Bryant transferred the lead agency responsibiitites for the
Consolidated Plan to Mississippi Home Corporation (MHC) hereby following HUD's guidelines for citizen
and community involvement. Furthermore, it is responsible for overseeing these citizen participation
requirements, those that accompany the Consolidated Plan and the Community Development Block
Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnerships (HOME), Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS
(HOPWA), the Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG), National Housing Trust Fund (HTF) programs, as well as
those that complement the process already at work in the state. The CDBG Program will be
administered by the Mississippi Development Authority (MDA).

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

The goals of the State are to provide decent housing, a suitable living environment and expanded
economic opportunities for the state’s low- and moderate-income residents. The State strives to
accomplish these goals by maximizing and effectively utilizing all available funding resources to conduct
housing and community development activities that will serve the economically disadvantaged residents
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of the state. By addressing need and creating opportunity at the individual and neighborhood levels, the
State hopes to improve the quality of life for all residents of the state. These goals are further explained
as follows:

e Providing decent housing means helping homeless persons obtain appropriate housing and
assisting those at risk of homelessness; developing affordable rental housing; preserving the
affordable housing stock; increasing availability of permanent housing that is affordable to
extremely low, very low, low- and moderate-income persons without discrimination; and
increasing the supply of supportive housing.

e Providing a suitable living environment entails improving the safety and livability of
neighborhoods; increasing access to quality facilities and services; and reducing the isolation of
income groups within an area through integration of low-income housing opportunities.

e Expanding economic opportunities involves creating jobs that are accessible to low- and
moderate-income persons; making mortgage financing available for low- and moderate-income
persons at reasonable rates; providing access to credit for development activities that promote
long-term economic and social viability of the community; and empowering low-income persons
to achieve self-sufficiency to reduce generational poverty in federally-assisted and public
housing.

3. Evaluation of past performance

This is an evaluation of past performance that helped lead the grantee to choose its goals or

projects. The State of Mississippi reports past performances to HUD through the Consolidated Annual
Performance and Evaluation Report. For detail past performance reports, please go to:
www.mississippi.org/csd.

HTF information is not available for evaluating past performance since 2016 is the 1st year funding is
allocated.

4. Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process

As part of the consolidated planning process, the lead agency must consult with a wide variety of
organizations in order to gain understanding of the housing and community development stage. This
Consolidated Plan represents a collective effort from a broad array of entities in Mississippi, ranging
from advocacy groups for the disabled to economic development organizations. Private, non-profit and
public organizations, non-entitled communities, county governments, Continuum of Care organizations,
the Mississippi Department of Health and the Mississippi Home Corporation were contacted through
several means, including internet surveys, e-mail correspondence, and face-to-face interactions. These
persons were solicited to discuss housing and community development needs in Mississippi, including
the ranking of those needs and activities that the MDA might consider in better addressing needs
throughout the state. Further, individuals were asked to provide additional insight into prospective
barriers and constraints to addressing housing and community development needs in Mississippi.
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MHC formed an Advisory Team for developing the 2016 Annual Action Plan representing facets of low-
income housing to receive input on developing the State of MS's HTF Allocation Plan. There were 3
public meetings held as follows to receive citizen and input from those representing low-income
communities: March 21, 2016, Biloxi, MS; March 28, 2016, Booneville, MS; March 30, 2016, Jackson,
MS. Specific information about HTF was presented to include the amount to be received of $3,000,000,
the activities funded by HTF will be rental housing activities benefitting extremely low-income(at least
75%) and very-low income (no more than 25%). At least 10% nor more than 20% will benefit Special
Needs population. The State will provide Relocation Assistance to provide assistance to those that may
be displaced, focus will be on minimizing displacement as much as possible.

5. Summary of public comments

During the Substantial Amendment process, public hearings were conducted and a comment period was
made available. There were three (3) comments received and all addressed concerns associated with
upcoming Annual Action Plan development. Also addressed is the need for homebuyer assistance
activities and those activities may be addressed through programs offered by MHC's Single Family
Division.

Summary of comments received during the development of the 2016 AAP to include HTF: Consider
revising the county tier ranking factor used in rating Homeowner Rehab applications; Consider
contracting with an inspector to provide work write-ups, cost estimates & inspections; MHC contract for
legal services; support MHC decision to not allow land leases, except 16th Section Land; opposes
entitlement eligibility to compete for funding; support for the HOYO Program; not in support of
disallowing land leases; allocate all funding to rental development not homeownership or rental
assistance; support the creation of new affordable rental units and rehabilitation of existing rental units;
maximum leverage; target specific gaps (tax credits); uniform applications and contemporaneous award
with LIHTC; agree with recommendations for ESG; reduce HOME funds in homeowner rehabilitation and
increase funding to LIHTC; 50% set-aside in CHDO for LIHTC; support use of HOYO funding; leverage
funding 1:1 ratio with NHTF.

6. Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them

Public comment narrative includes 1) concern about the 2014 HOME applications in reference to Tier
Ranking and 2) need for homebuyer assistance funding. The concern in reference to the Tier Ranking
issue will be addressed in the 2016 Annual Action Plan preparation and the need for homebuyer
assistance funding may be resolved through utilizing other sources of funding made available through
MHC's Single Family Division.

Comments submitted from Public Hearings for developing the 2016 AAP to include HTF
program: 1)Prohibit other PJ's to access funding from MHC - this is allowed by regulations 2)Allow land

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI

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



leases - land leases for replacing manufactured housing has caused significant delays and valid
verification of such documents 3)Reduce allocation in homeownership and increase allocation in rental
housing-rental housing is funded through CHDO, LIHTC and HTF unlike homeownership where there's a
very high demand as indicated in the Analysis of Impediments 4)Support for development assistance
instead of rental assistance-rental assistance is a great need in the State and this funding may be
provided through ESG, HOME, or HOPWA

7. Summary

The following list presents the overriding strategies and goals of the Mississippi Five-Year Consolidated
Plan for Housing and Community Development, including selected performance criteria associated with
each strategy and goal. Furthermore, there may be a need to direct such housing resources by use of
project selection criteria, which may be updated annually, based upon year-to-year need and local
circumstances.

The strategies the state will pursue over the next five years are as follows:

HOUSING STRATEGIES:
1. Enhance the quality affordable housing through New Construction and substantial rehabilitation
through funding allocated to the HOME and HTF Programs

2. Preserve the affordable housing stock through rehabilitation

3. Promote homeownership

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES:
1. Encourage economic development opportunities that retain and expand existing businesses and
attract new businesses in Mississippi

2. Enhance the quality of Mississippi’s public facilities

HOMELESS AND HIV STRATEGIES:
1. Provide for emergency shelters

2. Provide for rapid re-housing assistance for those at risk of homelessness
3. Enhance homeless prevention and HMIS

4. Enhance housing and services for persons with HIV/AIDS
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This special needs population will be the target population for housing provided through the HTF
Program. The State of MS has indicated in the HTF Allocation Plan that at least 10% nor more than 20%
of this population will be served. This also corresponds to the State of MS's Plan in response to the
Olmstead Initiative through the U.S. Department of Justice.
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The Process

PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.300(b)

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

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

Agency Role Name Department/Agency

CDBG Administrator MISSISSIPPI Mississippi Development
Authority

HOPWA Administrator MISSISSIPPI Mississippi Home Corporation

HOME Administrator MISSISSIPPI Mississippi Home Corporation

ESG Administrator MISSISSIPPI Mississippi Home Corporation

HOPWA-C Administrator MISSISSIPPI Mississippi Development
Authority

Table 1 — Responsible Agencies
Narrative

Mississippi Development Authority was designated as the agency responsible for preparing the
Consolidated Plan. Mississippi Development Authority (MDA) was responsible for administration of
Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnerships Program
(HOME) and Emergency Solutions Grants Program (ESG). Mississippi Department of Health is
responsible for the Housing Opportunities For Persons With AIDS (HOPWA).

On March 13, 2015, the Governor of Mississippi designated the lead agency for the Consolidated Plan
and grant programs to be the Mississippi Home Corporation effective with the 2015

allocations. Mississippi Home Corporation will be responsible for administering HOME, ESG and HOPWA
grants. MDA will be responsible for administering CDBG. The letter outlining the Governor’s changes in
lead agency is attached to this Plan.

Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information

Dana Jones

Mississippi Home Corporation
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735 Riverside Drive: Jackson, MS 39202

(601)718-4625

dana.jones@mshc.com
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PR-10 Consultation - 91.110, 91.300(b); 91.315(l)

1. Introduction

Mississippi will meet its responsibility to provide decent and affordable housing, and the State will aid in
the development of viable communities with suitable living environments and expanded economic and
community development opportunities. This will be done with the help and support of a network of
public institutions, nonprofit organizations, and private industries, of which many will be discussed
below. The State is fortunate to have a strong working relationship with its service agencies.

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

The State of Mississippi will continue to enhance the relationship that has been developed between the
University of Southern Mississippi's Institute for Disability Studies in providing HOME funding for
homebuyer assistance activities for disabled families/individuals. The coordination extends beyond this
to also include social service agencies, counselors, realtors, lenders, housing authorities, and other
government agencies. In the homeowner rehabilitation category, coordination between the Mississippi
Department of Health and local units of government must be enhanced to provide the adequate
disposal system for homeowners as required by State Law.

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 State has coordinated and will continue additional coordination with the three Continuum of Care in
allocating funds for eligible activities; work to developing performance standards which will address the
needs of homeless persons, families with children and persons at risk of

homelessness. The coordination will also include evaluating outcomes of ESG assisted projects and
developing funding, policies and procedures for the administration and operations of the HMIS tracking
system to continue follow-up services with homeless individuals. These direct term housing stability and
avoid becoming homeless again.

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the state in determining how
to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards and evaluate outcomes, and develop
funding, policies and procedures for the administration of HMIS
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The State has and will continue to engage coordination with the Continuum(s) of Care to improve
targeted resources to help those most in need of particular services to prevent homelessness. Where
there are existing programs and services for homeless individuals and homeless families, expansion of
these programs will improve, integrate and maximize each community’s strength and mainstream
services targeted to homeless people. The lead HMIS CoC agency, Mississippi United to End
Homelessness is providing the development of policies, procedures for the operation and administration
of the HMIS system.

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

1

Agency/Group/Organization

MISSISSIPPI

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - State

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Homelessness Strategy
HOPWA Strategy
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what
are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

The agency was consulted
through surveys and the public
hearing.

Agency/Group/Organization

MISSISSIPPI STATE
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - State

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Lead-based Paint Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy

How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what
are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

The agency was consulted
through surveys and the public
hearing.

Agency/Group/Organization

MISSISSIPPI HOME
CORPORATION

Agency/Group/Organization Type

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

How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what
are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

The agency was consulted
through surveys and the public
hearing.
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Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting

MDA made every attempt to be inclusive in its efforts to consult with outside agencies.

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?

Care to End

Continuum of | Mississippi United

Homelessness

Mississippi Development Authority has worked in consultation
with the three Continuum of Care - Mississippi United To End
Homelessness, Open Door Homeless Coalition and Partners to End
Homeless plans to address homelessness, rapid rehousing and
homeless prevention to the greatest extent of availability funds.
Additionally, the Continuum of Care will assist with the compliance
with the HEARTH Act.

Table 3 — Other local / regional / federal planning efforts
Describe cooperation and coordination among the State and any units of general local

government, in the implementation of the Consolidated Plan (91.315(1))

Local units of government were involved in the planning process by being invited to join in survey and

public response periods to help determine priority needs for the state. In implementing the Plan, local

units of government are eligible to apply for funds to address local community needs.

Narrative (optional):

Consolidated Plan
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PR-15 Citizen Participation - 91.115, 91.300(c)

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

Public involvement was a key step to helping determine the housing and community development needs in Mississippi. Public involvement was
begun in January 2015, extending over a period of several months. Two key steps were taken in the involvement process, an online survey and
public input meetings.

One was the implementation of the 2015 Housing and Community Development survey. The survey was designed to draw information from
experts and community members alike about the various housing and community development needs throughout the state. The Survey was
available online and was available in both English and Spanish. Results from the survey are presented throughout this document and helped to
guide the statewide priorities established in this Plan.

Three additional public input meetings were held throughout the state of Mississippi. One was held March 3 in Flowood, MS. A second meeting
was held on March 4 in Marks, MS. The third public input meeting was held on March 5 in McComb, MS. Responses helped shape the priorities
and strategies developed in this Plan.

A public hearing was held in Forest, MS on April 7 after the draft plan had been released to garner additional feedback.

Additional citizens outreach included Newspaper advertisements, Social Media posting of Facebook and Twitter and statewide CSD instructions
announcing the availability of the online survey. The Mississippi Economic Development Council also assisted the state with outreach by
forwarding the online survey to all economic development council members.

For the Substantial Amendment, two (2) Public Hearings were held on November 19, 2015 and December 29, 2015 at Mississippi Home
Corporation, 735 Riverside Drive, Jackson, MS 39202. The comment period closed on January 29, 2016. Additionally MHC formed an Advisory
Team representing facets of low-income housing to receive input on developing the State of MS's HTF Allocation Plan. There were 3 public
meetings held as follows to receive citizen and input from those representing low-income communities: March 21, 2016, Biloxi, MS; March 28,
2016, Booneville, MS; March 30, 2016, Jackson, MS. Specific information about HTF was presented to include the amount to be received of
$3,000,000, the activities funded by HTF will be rental housing activities benefitting extremely low-income(at least 75%) and very-low income
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(no more than 25%). At least 10% nor more than 20% will benefit Special Needs population. The State will provide Relocation Assistance to
provide assistance to those that may be displaced, focus will be on minimizing displacement as much as possible.

Citizen Participation Outreach

Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
1 Public Meeting Non- Three additional A summary of the A summary of the
targeted/broad public input meetings | comments are comments are
community were held attached in the attached in the public

throughout the state
of Mississippi. One
was held March 3 in
Flowood, MS. A
second meeting was
held on March 4 in
Marks, MS. The third
public input meeting
was held on March 5
in McComb, MS.

public comments
section.

comments section.
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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)

OMB Control No: 2

Internet Outreach

Consolidated R

506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Non-
targeted/broad
community

an

The 2015 Housing
and Community
Development survey.
The survey was
designed to draw
information from
experts and
community members
alike to inform them
of various housing
and community
development needs
throughout the state.
The Survey was
available online and
was available in both
English and Spanish.
Results from the
survey are presented
throughout this
document and will
help guide the
statewide priorities
established in this
Plan.Notification of
public meetings and
the DRAFT 2016
Annual Action Plan
was pubNAISSISSIPPI
MHC and MDA
websites.

Survey results are
included
throughout this
Plan

Survey results are
included throughout
this Plan
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Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
3 Newspaper Ad Non- Newspaper ads were | Not applicable Not applicable
targeted/broad published to
community announce the

availability of the
online survey.Notices
were published in the
following
publications to
inform citizens of
public meetings to be
held: The Sun Herald
- March 7, 2016;
Northeast MS Daily
Journal - March 14,
2016; and The Clarion
Ledger & The Jackson
Advocate - March 10,
2016.
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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)

4 Internet Outreach

Non-
targeted/broad
community

Social media,
including Facebook
and Twitter, as well
as CSD website
announcing the
online survey and
public input
meetings.Information
regarding the Public
Meetings held for the
2016 Annual Action
Plan were
communicated
through social media
including Facebook
and Twitter.

Not applicable

Not applicable

5 Public Hearing

Non-
targeted/broad
community

A public hearing was
held on April 7 after
the draft plan had
been released in
Forest, MS.

A transcript of the
proceedings are
included as an
attachment.

A transcript of the
proceedings are
included as an
attachment.
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reference to the
Tier Ranking and
2)the need for
homebuyer
assistance funding.
The concernin
reference to the
Tier Ranking issue
will be addressed in
the 2016 Annual
Action Plan
preparation and
the need for
homebuyer
assistance funding
may be resolved
through utilizing
other sources of
funding made
available through
MHC's Single Family
Division

reference to the Tier
Ranking and 2)the
need for homebuyer
assistance funding.
The concern in
reference to the Tier
Ranking issue will be
addressed in the 2016
Annual Action Plan
preparation and the
need for homebuyer
assistance funding may
be resolved through
utilizing other sources
of funding made
available through
MHC's Single Family
Division

Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
6 Public Hearing Minorities Two Public Hearings Public comment Public comment
were held: narrative includes narrative includes 1)
Non- November 19 and 1) concern about concern about the
targeted/broad December 29, 2015 the 2014 HOME 2014 HOME
community applications in applications in
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Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
7 Internet Outreach | Non- News alert publishing | Not applicable. Not applicable.
targeted/broad the Notice of the
community Public Hearing was

posted on MHC's
website at
www.mshc.com for
those who have
signed up to receive
email
notifications.Email
notifications were
sent to those
interested persons on
MHC's email
notification.
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Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
8 Public Hearing Non- Outreach with Consider revising 1)Prohibit other PJ's to
targeted/broad specifics about HTF the county tier access funding from
community was held in 2016 in ranking factor used | MHC - this is allowed

OMB Control No: 2

Consolidated R

506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

an

the process used for
preparing the 2016
Annual Action Plan as
follows: March 21,
2016, Biloxi, MS;
March 28, 2016,
Booneville, MS;
March 30, 2016,
Jackson, MS.
Attendance for all
meetings was 59, a
couple of citizens
attended that had a
direct interest in the
housing programs.

MISSISSIPPI

in rating
Homeowner Rehab
applications;
Consider
contracting with an
inspector to
provide work write-
ups, cost estimates
& inspections; MHC
contract for legal
services; support
MHC decision to
not allow land
leases, except 16th
Section Land;
opposes
entitlement
eligibility to
compete for
funding; support
for the HOYO
Program; not in
support of
disallowing land
leases; allocate all
funding to rental
development not
homeownership or
rental assistance;

by regulations 2)Allow
land leases - land
leases for replacing
manufactured housing
has caused significant
delays and valid
verification of such
documents 3)Reduce
allocation in
homeownership and
increase allocation in
rental housing-rental
housing is funded
through CHDO, LIHTC
and HTF unlike
homeownership where
there's a very high
demand as indicated in
the Analysis of
Impediments
4)Support for
development
assistance instead of
rental assistance-rental
assistance is a great
need in the State ad@
this funding may be
provided through ESG,
HOME, or HOPWA
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Needs Assessment

NA-05 Overview

Needs Assessment Overview

This section addresses housing and homeless needs in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi. Specific
needs and the priority level of these needs were determined based on data from the 2015 Housing and
Community Development Survey, public input meetings, and from consultation with representatives of
various state and local agencies throughout Mississippi. Results from the 2015 Housing and Community
Development Needs Survey showed that first-time home-buyer assistance and homeowner housing
rehabilitation were considered to have a high need for funding. There were 223,992 households under
80 percent Median Family Income (MFI) with housing problems in 2011 in non-entitlement

areas. Additionally, some racial/ethnic groups faced disproportionate share of housing

problems. Homeless needs in non-entitlement areas of the state are handled by the Balance of State
Continuum of Care and the Gulf Port/Gulf Coast CoC. A count of the homeless population in the state
showed that more than 1,380 persons were homeless in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi in 2014,
including 355 persons in homeless families with children, 106 chronically homeless persons, and 20
persons in households with only children. Non-homeless special needs populations in the state include
the elderly and frail elderly, persons living with disabilities, persons with alcohol or other drug addiction,
victims of domestic violence, and persons living with HIV and their families. These populations are not
homeless, but are at the risk of becoming homeless and therefore often require housing and service
programs. The needs of the special needs groups are relative to the programs currently provided. For
example, the elderly population is expected to swell in the near future and will require increased access
to home services as well as assisted living and nursing home facilities.
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NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment - 24 CFR 91.305 (a,b,c)

Summary of Housing Needs

Households that experience one or more housing problems are considered to have unmet housing
needs. Housing problems, as presented earlier in this document, include overcrowding, lacking
complete kitchen or plumbing facilities, and cost burden. Householders with unmet need can be of any
income level, race, ethnicity or family type. For the purposes presented herein, data has been
segmented by tenure, renters and homeowners, and by percent of median family income.

Table V.4 presents owner-occupied households with housing problems by income as well as family type.
There were an estimated 286,647 households with housing problems in 2011. Large families face the
highest rate of housing problems, with 35.8 percent of these households facing housing problems in
2011, with a disproportionate share of housing problems at all income levels.

There were 223,992 households under 80 percent MFI with housing problems in 2011 in the non-
entitlement areas of Mississippi. Some 57.2 percent of households below 80 percent MFI face some

sort of housing problem.

Demographics Base Year: 2000 Most Recent Year: 2012 % Change
Population 2,844,658 2,967,620 4%
Households 1,047,555 1,087,791 4%
Median Income $31,330.00 $38,882.00 24%

Table 5 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics

Data Source: 2000 Census (Base Year), 2008-2012 ACS (Most Recent Year)

Population

Table IIl.1 shows the changes in population that have occurred in Mississippi from 2000 through the
most recent population estimates for 2013. For the state overall, the population increased from
2,844,658 in 2000 to over 2,991,207 in 2013. The population for the non-entitlement areas of the State
increased from 2,451,801 to 2,619,259 in 2013, an increase of 6.8 percent.
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Tablelll.1

Intercensal Population Estimates
State of Mississippi
U.S. Census Data

Biloxi Gulfport Hattiesburg Jackson Mo.s = Pascagoula 5 Mon-Entitewent State of

ear City city city city gl ag o 2 Jeeadl Mississippi
city : Mississippi

2000 Census 50,644 71,127 44,779 184,256 15,851 26,200 : 2,451,801 2,844 658
2001 50,518 71,341 44 789 184,345 15,574 25,968 : 2,460,459 2,852,994
2002 50,147 71,525 44 555 182,658 15,343 25,533 : 2,468,920 2,858,681
2003 49 223 70,941 44 513 181,450 15,105 25,084 : 2,481,996 2,868,312
2004 49 880 72,465 44 426 181,035 15,064 24 977 : 2,501,163 2,889,010
2005 49 629 72 868 44 553 179,508 14,912 24678 2,519 795 2,905,943
2006 43,395 64,088 45123 179,729 14,062 23,254 f 2,535,327 2,904,978
2007 43 902 65,535 45716 177,011 14,125 23,287 2,558,774 2,928,350
2008 44 156 66,634 45631 174,742 14,019 23,023 ; 2,579,601 2,947 806
2009 44 027 67,188 45 971 173,647 13,870 22710 f 2,591 361 2958774
2010 Census 44,054 67,793 45,989 173,514 13,704 22,392 2,699,851 2,967,297
2011 44 246 68,882 46,701 175,374 13,759 22,363 : 2,606,561 2,977,886
2012 44 546 70,014 47,230 175,195 13,710 22,271 : 2,613,484 2,986,450
2013 44 820 71,012 47 556 172,638 13,682 22,240 : 2,619,259 2,991,207
0.1 % -11.5% -0.2% 6.2% -6.3% -13.7% -15.1% 6.8% 5.2%
Change

Table 1.1

Population by Race and Ethnicity

As the population of Mississippi grew between 2000 and 2010, the racial and ethnic composition of the
state shifted as well. Overall, the population grew by 6.0 percent in non-entitlement areas, though
different racial and ethnic groups within the overall population grew at different rates. The white
population, which accounted for the largest proportion of Mississippi residents in both years, grew by
3.1 percent. The white population comprised a smaller proportion of the population in 2010 than it had
in 2000. The racial group with the largest rate of change in the decade was persons who identified as
“other,” which grew by 175.7 percent. This was followed by two or more races with a change of 79.6
percent.

The Hispanic population grew at a faster rate than the non-Hispanic population. In 2000, Hispanic
residents accounted for 1.3 percent of the population. After experiencing a rate of growth of 104.2
percent between 2000 and 2010, the Hispanic population came to account for 2.6 percent of the total
population. Meanwhile, the non-Hispanic population only grew by 4.7 percent and the proportion of
non-Hispanic Mississippi residents fell by more than one percentage point.
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Tablelll.2
Population by Race and Ethnicity

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

w00 S 20 CEBME: | catunislhia g 2010 Census : % Change
Population % of Total Population % of Total ’ 00-10
White 1,570,081 64 0% 1,618,335 62 2% : 31%
Black 830,193 33.9% 885,796 34.1% : 6.7%
American Indian 10,724 A% 14,089 5% 31.4%
Asian 13,255 5% 21,247 8% 60.3%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific 501 0% 900 0% 79.6%
Islander :
Other 11,356 5% 31,303 1.2% : 175.7%
Two or More Races 15,691 6% 28,181 1.1% 79.6%
Total 2,451,801 100.0% 2,599,851 100.0% - 6.0%
Non-Hispanic 2,419,153 98.7% 2,533,181 97 4% : 4. 7%
Hispanic 32,648 1.3% 66,670 2.6% - 104 2%
Table 111.2

Population by Age

The non-entitlement areas of Mississippi experienced a shift in the population between 2000 and 2010
as growth in the number of older residents generally outpaced growth in the number of younger
residents as seen in Table IIl.3, below. The fastest-growing age cohort during this time period was
composed of residents between the ages of 55 and 64; this cohort grew by 42.8 percent between 2000
and 2010. Those aged 65 or older also grew at a rate higher than average at 13.8 percent.

The elderly population is defined by the Census Bureau as comprising any person aged 65 or older. As
noted in the 2000 Census data, some 289,886 persons in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi were
considered elderly; by 2010 there were 340,063 elderly persons. Table 111.6, below, segregates this age

cohort into several smaller groups. This table shows that those aged 70 to 74 comprised the largest age

cohort of the elderly population in Mississippi in 2010 at 84,384 persons, followed by the age group of
those 75 to 79 with 62,416 persons. Between 2000 and 2010, the most growth occurred in those aged
65 to 66 with a 30.5 percent increase, followed by those aged 67 to 69, with a 22.7 percent

increase. The elderly population, as a whole, saw 13.8 percent of increase between 2000 and 2010.

The elderly population also includes those who are considered to be frail elderly, defined as elderly
persons whose physiological circumstances may limit functional capabilities; this is often quantified as
those who are 85 years of age and older. Table IIl.4 shows that there were 38,973 persons aged 85 or
older in Mississippi at the time of the 2010 Census.
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Tablelll.3
Population by Age
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

KoE, ik 2000 Census 2010 Census : % Change
Population % of Total Population % of Total - 00-10
Under 5 175,043 7.1% 182,953 7.0% 4 5%
5to 19 578,453 23.6% 550,977 21.5% : -3.2%
20to 24 174,981 7.1% 175,165 6.7% : 1%
2510 34 324 595 13.2% 331,816 12.8% : 2 2%
3510 54 683,518 27 9% 700,917 27 0% : 2 5%
55 to 64 216,325 8.8% 308,960 11.9% : 42 8%
65 or Older 298,886 12.2% 340,063 13.1% : 13.8%
Total 2,451,801 100.0% 2,599 851 100.0% 6.0%
Table 111.3
Tablelll.4
Elderly Population by Age
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data
Kip s 2008 Censts @ s hisat) 2010 Census : % Change
Population % of Total Population % of Total - 00-10
65 to 66 35,336 11.8% 46,128 136% - 30.5%
67 to 69 50,769 17.0% 62,270 183% . 227%
70to 74 76,233 25.5% 84,384 248% - 10.7%
7510 79 58,983 19.7% 62,416 18.4% 5.8%
80 to 84 40,282 13.5% 45,892 13.5% 13.9%
85 or Older 37,283 12.5% 38,973 11.5% A 4 5%
Total 298,886 100.0% 340,063 100.0% : 13.8%
Table 1ll.4

Group Quarters Population

The Census Bureau defines group quarters as “places where people live or stay in a group living
arrangement, which are owned or managed by an entity or organization providing housing and/or
services for the residents[1].” The group quarters population is further divided into two overall
categories:

o The institutionalized population includes persons under formally authorized supervised care or
custody, such as those living in correctional institutions, nursing homes, juvenile institutions,
halfway houses, mental or psychiatric hospitals, and wards.

e The non-institutionalized population includes persons who live in group quarters other than
institutions, such as college dormitories, military quarters or group homes. These latter settings
include community-based homes that provide care and supportive services, such as those with
alcohol and drug addictions. This particular category also includes emergency and transitional
shelters for the homeless.[2]
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The number of residents living in group quarters in non-entitlement areas Mississippi grew slightly from
74,914 in 2000 to 76,434 in 2010, an increase of 2.0 percent. Noninstitutionalized group quarters saw a
decrease of 16.0 percent; while institutionalized groups quarters saw a 14.5 percent increase. The
groups that drove the overall increase were correctional institutions, while all other group quarters
declined.

Tablelll.7

Group Quarters Population
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

2000 Census 2010 Census
Group Quarters Type ~ _ %of - “Chiange
Population % of Total Population : 00-10
Total -
Institutionalized
‘Correctional Institutions 22978 519% 32,348 63.8% : 408% |
Juvenile Facilities ' : 2,070 4 1% : :
Nursing Homes 15,973 36.1% 14,396 28.4% - -9 9%
Other Institutions 5,352 12.1% 1,913 3.8% . -64.3%
Total 44 303 100.0% 50,727 1000% : 145%
Noninstitutionalized
‘College Dormitories 22325 729% 20,188 785% :  96%
Military Quarters 1,187 3.9% 609 2 4% - -48.7%
Other Noninstitutional 7,099 23.2% 4910 191% - -30.8%
Total 30,611 40.9% 25,707 336% . -16.0%
| Group Quarters Population 74,914  1000% 76,434  100.0% : 2.0%
Table 1.7
Households

Mississippi households in non-entitlement areas grew smaller, in general, between 2000 and 2010. The
number of households grew by 8.5 percent overall between 2000 and 2010, but the number of
households between three and five members fell behind that overall growth rate, and occupied smaller
percentages of all Mississippi households at the end of the decade. By contrast, the number of one-
person households grew at a rate of 16.9 percent and the number of two-person households grew by
11.4 percent. As a result, households with one or two members came to occupy 25.7 and 32.3 percent
of all households, respectively, by the end of the decade. Additionally, the number of households with
seven persons or more grew by 17.3 percent, and the proportion of all households that were occupied
by seven or more members grew to account for 1.7 percent of households.
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Tablelll.8
Households by Household Size

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

........ 2000 Census 2010 Census %
Size Hous:hold % of Total Household % of Total CDhDa_r;%e
One Person 214,817 23.9% 251,060 25.7% 16.9%
Two Persons 282 824 31.5% 314,953 32.3% 11.4%
Three Persons 168,567 18.7% 170,826 17.5% 1.3%
Four Persons 136,490 15.2% 133,853 13.7% -1.9%
Five Persons 61,022 6.8% 64,341 6.6% 5.4%
Six Persons 21,602 2.4% 24 247 2 5% 12.2%
Heven Remsonsor 13,853 1.5% 16,245 1.7% 17.3%
More
Total 899,175 100.0% 975,525 100.0% 8.5%
Table 111.8
Number of Households Table
0-30% >30-50% >50-80% >80-100% | >100%
HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI
Total Households * 140,350 138,455 177,900 100,775 530,310
Small Family Households * 52,210 47,605 69,535 44,950 297,635
Large Family Households * 11,465 10,900 16,630 9,270 43,550
Household contains at least one
person 62-74 years of age 21,480 31,030 38,705 21,590 103,900
Household contains at least one
person age 75 or older 15,060 25,935 27,735 11,205 38,140
Households with one or more
children 6 years old or younger * 30,930 24,820 32,805 17,915 66,340

* the highest income category for these family types is >80% HAMFI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

Distribution of Income

Table 6 - Total Households Table

The income bracket with the most growth between 2000 and 2013 in non-entitlement areas of

Mississippi were those with an income above $100,000. The proportion of households with incomes

above $100,000 grew by 7.4 percentage points. The proportion of households with an income between
$75,000 and $99,999 grew by 3.5 percentage points. Households with income between $50,000 and
$74,999 grew by 0.9 percentage points. The proportion of households in all other income groups

declined between 2000 and 2012. Households with income less than $15,00, however, comprised the

largest portion of households, at 19.0 percent.

Diagram Ill.7 illustrates the change in household incomes between 2000 and 2013.
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Tablelll.10

Households by Income
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi

2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

. 2000Census 2013 Five-Year ACS
Income Hous:ho‘ld % of Total Household % of Total
Less than $15,000 224 832 25.0% 180,222 19.0%
$15,000 to $19,999 72,028 8.0% 71,084 7.5%
$20,000 to $24,999 69,069 7.7% 63,054 6.6%
$25,000 to $34,999 126,278 14.0% 113,241 11.9%
$35,000 to $49,999 147,354 16.4% 136,112 14.3%
$50,000 to $74,999 146,029 16.2% 162,650 17.1%
$75,000 to $99,999 61,334 6.8% 97,454 10.3%
$100,000 or More 53,326 5.9% 126,034 13.3%
Total 900,250 100.0% 949,851 100.0%
Table lll.10
Diagram .7
Households by Income
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data
30.0
250
25.0
%
E 20_0 i 19.0
g 15-4 17.1
o 143 16.2
2 150 - 4
s 11.9 133
‘E 100 8.0 ks
£ 0 -
> 75 17 g5 6.8 5.9
n- o . .
0.0 ; . . ; . .
Under 15,000 - 20,000 - 25000- 35000- 50,000- 75,000- 100,000 and
15,000 19,999 24,999 34,999 49,999 74,999 99,999 Above
Household Income
22000 Census 2013 Five-Year ACS
Diagram lIl.7

Overcrowding

HUD defines an overcrowded household as one having from 1.01 to 1.50 occupants per room and a
severely overcrowded household as one with more than 1.50 occupants per room. This type of
condition can be seen in both renter and homeowner households. Table V.8 shows that 20,180

households in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi were overcrowded in 2013, a reduction from 29,705
in 2000. Severely overcrowded households comprised 5,964 households, a decrease from 12,861
households in 2000. By 2013, the share of overcrowded households had fallen from 3.3 to 2.1 percent
since 2000, and the share of severely overcrowded households had fallen from 1.4 to 0.6 percent. In
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both years, overcrowding and severe overcrowding were more prevalent in renter-occupied housing
units than in owner-occupied units.

TablelV.8

Overcrowding and Severe Overcrowding
Mon-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

DEtABEUTES:  siiaans Mo Cverston g il VaTCToWAng i . oovore Qvercrowding 8y
Households % of Total : Households % of Total - Households % of Total -

Owner

‘2000 Census 651,126 9.5% . 17,695 26% 2 e086 9% 674887

2013 Five-Year ACS 672,343 98.2% : 9700 1.4% : 2,489 A% © 684,532
Renter i :

2000 Census 205535 916% . 12010 54% Ceres 30% 224340 |

2013 Five-Year ACS 251,364 94 7% : 10,480 3.9% : 3,475 1.3% - 265,319
Total

2000 Census 856,661 95.3% : 29,705 3.3% . 12,861 1.4% © 899,227

2013 Five-Year ACS 923,707 97 2% : 20,180 2.1% : 5,964 6% - 049 851

Table IV.8

Households Lacking Complete Kitchen or Plumbing Facilities

According to the Census Bureau, a housing unit is classified as lacking complete kitchen facilities when
any of the following is not present in a housing unit: a sink with piped hot and cold water, a range or
cook top and oven, and a refrigerator. Likewise, a housing unit is categorized as lacking complete
plumbing facilities when any of the following are missing from the housing unit: piped hot and cold
water, a flush toilet, and a bathtub or shower. A lack of these facilities indicates that the housing unit is
likely to be unsuitable.

Around 0.8 percent of the housing stock of non-entitlement areas of Mississippi lacked complete kitchen
facilities in 2013. This figure represented about 8,041 units, as shown in Table 1V.9, below. This was an
increase from the 2000 by 1,371 units, while the rate increased by 0.1 percent.

Similar proportions of housing units lacked complete plumbing facilities in both years, as shown in Table
IV.10, below. In 2000, some 0.9 percent of housing units had inadequate plumbing facilities. By 2012,
this figure had decreased to 0.6 percent, with 5,616 households.

TableIV.9

Households with Incomplete Kitchen Facilities
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

Households 2000 Census 2013 Five-Year ACS
With Complete Kitchen Facllities 892 557 941 810
Lacking Complete Kitchen Facilities 6,670 8,041
O e i i B s
Percent Lacking 1% 8%
Table IV.9
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TableIV.10

Households with Incomplete Plumbing Facilities
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

Households 2000 Census 2013 Five-Year ACS
With Complete Plumbing Facilities 890,992 944 235

Lacking Complete Plumbing Facilities 8,235 5,616

Total Households 899,227 949,851
'ﬁé;'l':éh'thl'_éékirié ........................... R A

Table IV.10

Cost Burden

Another type of housing problem reported in the 2000 Census was cost burden, which occurs when a
household has gross housing costs that range from 30 to 49.9 percent of gross household income;
severe cost burden occurs when gross housing costs represent 50 percent or more of gross household
income. For homeowners, gross housing costs include property taxes, insurance, energy payments,
water and sewer service, and refuse collection. If the homeowner has a mortgage, the determination
also includes principal and interest payments on the mortgage loan. For renters, this figure represents
monthly rent plus utility charges.

According to 2000 Census data, 13.5 percent of households in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi

experienced a cost burden at that time. An additional 11.0 percent of households experienced a severe

cost burden. By 2012, some 15.9 percent of households were cost-burdened, and the share of

households experiencing a severe cost burden had grown to 13.0 percent. This is shown in Table IV.11.

Table V.11

Cost Burden and Severe Cost Burden by Tenure
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

_________ Less Than30%  :© ~ 31%60% - Aboveb0% Not Computed
Data Source : %of - Y%of - %of - Total
i : : : :
Households % of Total : Households Total : Households Total Households Total :
......................................................... Owner Witha Mortgage ..
: : : 280,75
2000 Census 205,135 731% | 43,069 153% | 29683 106% @ 2872 1.0% 0
_ : : : 366,82
2013 Five-Year ACS 246,516 672% 68,890 18.8% 480928 133% 2492 0.7% &
e e LT Owner Withouta Mortgage D ot e T e o e Bl T
: : ; 175,41
2000 Census 148,656 847% 12,780 73% i 8,869 51% 1 5114 2.9% 5
_ : f f 317,70
2013 Five-Year ACS 268,965 847% : 26,541 84% ;17,068 54% : 5132 1 6% g
T 1 S
: : : T2773
2000 Census 110,338 50.7% 35,073 16.1% ! 35701 16.4% 1 36,625 16.8% 77
, 5 : : © 26531
2013 Five-Year ACS 103,800 391% : 55880 211% 57,441 216% 48198 18.2% g
Total
d . : 673,01
2000 Census 464,129 68.9% @ 90,922 135% 1 74,253 11.0% 1 44,611 6.6% :
) : : ; 949,85
2013 Five-Year ACS 619,281 652% 151,311 159% . 123,437 13.0% © 55822 5.9% :
Table IV.11
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Table V4

Households by Income and Family Status
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2007-2011 HUD CHAS Data

Elderly Small Large Eldedy Other
e ouse Family Family Family Mot Household Total
Family
Housing Problem
30% HAMFI orless 4322 32,070 7,386 16,435 22 670 82,883
30.1-50% HAMFI 6,347 28,920 7,780 15,805 16,150 75,002
50.1-80% HAMFI 6,710 30,340 8,135 7172 13,750 66,107
80.1% HAMF! or more 6,180 30,605 10,785 3,895 11,190 62 655
e SumR L .2.3.1.5.5.9 ...... R .4.3.}.30.? ....... e '28'6,;6'4'7' i
Total
30% HAMFI orless 6,021 43,321 9,034 24 543 35,185 118,104
30.1-50% HAMFI 12,648 40,205 9,317 33,970 23,190 119,330
50.1-80% HAMFI 25710 61,700 14,380 24 673 27,845 154 308
80.1% HAMF! or more 85,290 311,540 48,000 30,590 81,115 556,535
Total 129,669 456,766 80,731 113,776 167,335 948 277
Table V.4
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Housing Needs Summary Tables

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

Renter Owner
0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total | 0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total
AMI 50% 80% 100% AMI 50% 80% 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Substandard
Housing -
Lacking
complete
plumbing or

kitchen facilities | 2,155 | 1,555 | 1,860 | 625 | 6,195 | 1,435 | 1,150 | 1,130 | 135 3,850

Severely
Overcrowded -
With >1.51
people per
room (and
complete
kitchen and
plumbing) 1,255 715 925 355 | 3,250 320 320 595 280 | 1,515

Overcrowded -
With 1.01-1.5
people per
room (and none
of the above
problems) 3,425 | 2,925 | 2,430 950 | 9,730 | 1,175 | 1,265 | 2,485 | 1,345 | 6,270

Housing cost
burden greater
than 50% of

income (and
none of the
above 42,05 | 20,78 68,01 | 30,06 | 21,03 | 13,62 67,56
problems) 5 5| 4,955 215 0 5 5 51 2,840 5

Housing cost
burden greater
than 30% of

income (and

none of the

above 20,04 | 24,55 59,06 19,20 | 27,73 | 13,95 | 70,83

problems) 8,535 0 0| 5,935 0| 9,950 0 5 0 5
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Renter Owner
0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total 0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total
AMI 50% 80% 100% AMI 50% 80% 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
Zero/negative
Income (and
none of the
above 11,31 11,31
problems) 5 0 0 0 5| 7,860 0 0| 7,860

Data
Source:

2008-2012 CHAS

Table 7 — Housing Problems Table

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

or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

Renter

Owner

0-30%
AMI

>30-
50%
AMI

>50-
80%
AMI

>80-
100%
AMI

Total

0-30%
AMI

>30-
50%
AMI

>50-
80%
AMI

>80-
100%
AMI

Total

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

Having 1
or more of
four
housing
problems

48,895

25,980

10,175

2,145

87,195

32,995

23,770

17,835

4,600

79,200

Having
none of
four
housing
problems

22,450

37,045

53,265

28,825

141,585

16,830

51,660

96,630

65,200

230,320

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

11,315

0

0

11,315

7,860

7,860

Data
Source:

Consolidated

2008-2012 CHAS

Plan
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3. Cost Burden > 30%

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

Renter Owner
0-30% | >30-50% | >50-80% Total 0-30% | >30-50% | >50-80% Total
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small
Related 24,560 20,365 13,610 58,535 13,995 13,925 20,100 48,020
Large
Related 5,635 4,765 2,890 13,290 3,150 2,970 3,580 9,700
Elderly 6,415 6,855 3,800 17,070 15,900 17,750 11,775 45,425
Other 18,475 12,920 11,075 42,470 8,850 6,665 6,975 22,490
Total need 55,085 44,905 31,375 131,365 41,895 41,310 42,430 125,635
by income
Table 9 — Cost Burden > 30%
Data 2008-2012 CHAS
Source:
4, Cost Burden > 50%
Renter Owner
0-30% >30-50% >50- Total 0-30% >30-50% | >50-80% Total
AMI AMI 80% AMI AMI AMI
AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 20,975 10,120 2,325 33,420 11,260 8,255 6,480 25,995
Large Related 4,795 1,910 120 6,825 2,625 1,510 610 4,745
Elderly 4,350 3,495 1,010 8,855 10,775 7,850 3,865 22,490
Other 15,695 7,075 1,875 24,645 6,825 3,925 2,830 13,580
Total need by 45,815 22,600 5,330 73,745 31,485 21,540 13,785 66,810
income
Table 10 — Cost Burden > 50%
Data 2008-2012 CHAS
Source:
5. Crowding (More than one person per room)
Renter Owner
0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total 0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total
AMI 50% 80% 100% AMI 50% 80% 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Single family
households 3,675 | 2,775 | 2,470 760 9,680 | 1,185 | 1,015 | 1,900 915 | 5,015
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Renter Owner
0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total 0-30% >30- >50- >80- Total
AMI | 50% | 80% | 100% AMI | 50% | 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI

Multiple,
unrelated
family
households 945 745 820 440 2,950 285 580 | 1,175 730 | 2,770
Other, non-
family
households 184 140 230 145 699 35 34 0 15 84
Total need by 4,804 | 3,660 | 3,520 | 1,345 | 13,329 | 1,505 | 1,629 | 3,075 | 1,660 | 7,869
income

Table 11 — Crowding Information — 1/2

Data 2008-2012 CHAS
Source:
Renter Owner
0-30% | >30- >50- Total | 0-30% >30- >50- Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI

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

Data Source
Comments:

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

The number of single person households has grown since 2000, at a faster rate then the average for the
non-entitlement areas of the state. In 2010, there were a large number of single persons households at
or below 30 percent MFI. These households are at a greater risk of housing problems due to their
limited income and are more likely to be in need of housing assistance.

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

Disability is defined by the Census Bureau as a lasting physical, mental or emotional condition that
makes it difficult for a person to do activities, to go outside the home alone or to work. By this
definition, 525,177 Mississippians in non-entitlement areas were considered to be living with some form
of disability in 2000. This figure was higher than the national average for that time of about 19.3
percent. As seen in Table IlI.5, there were 24,306 persons aged 5 to 15 with disabilities, 353,829 persons
between the age of 16 and 64 with a disability and 147,306 persons over the age of 65 with a disability
at that time.
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According to the American Community Survey, an estimated 16.5 percent of non-entitlement residents
in Mississippi were living with some form of disability by 2013. Disability rates tended to be higher for
female than for male residents, and higher for elderly residents than for younger residents. Over 60
percent of female residents over the age of 75 were observed to be living with a disability in 2013 and
56.9 percent of male residents over 75. Disability rates fell progressively in lower age ranges.

Map Il1.5 shows the concentrations of disability rates throughout the state in 2000. One census tract in
Smith County was the only are to have a disproportionate share of disabled persons.

What are the most common housing problems?

The most common housing problem is cost burden. As seen in Table IV.11, an estimated 15.9 percent of
the population in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi had a cost burden in 2013, and an additional 13.0
percent had a severe cost burden. This means that an estimated 28.9 percent of the total population in

non-entitlement areas had a cost burden in 2013.

Are any populations/household types more affected than others by these problems?

Table V.4 demonstrates housing problems by income and family type. Large families face a
disproportionate share of housing problems, with 42.2 percent having one or more housing
problems. Additionally, the lower the income level, the higher the rate of housing problems. At 30
percent HAMFI or lower, 70 percent of households faced housing problems.

Describe the characteristics and needs of Low-income individuals and families with children
(especially extremely low-income) who are currently housed but are at imminent risk of
either residing in shelters or becoming unsheltered 91.205(c)/91.305(c)). Also discuss the
needs of formerly homeless families and individuals who are receiving rapid re-housing
assistance and are nearing the termination of that assistance

Households most likely to be at risk of becoming unsheltered are those that with extremely low incomes
that are cost-burdened. There are 82,883 households at or below 30 percent MFI that have housing
problems, as demonstrated by Tables V.4.. Of these households, there are 7,386 large families and
32,070 small families. In addition, there were 355 persons in households with children who were
homeless during the 2014 count.

The State serves approximately 250 households annually with rapid re-housing assistance. Once these
households approach the termination of assistance, these households will need to be prepared for self-
sufficiency or access to more permanent affordable housing options within the state.
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If a jurisdiction provides estimates of the at-risk population(s), it should also include a
description of the operational definition of the at-risk group and the methodology used to
generate the estimates:

Not applicable.

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

According to the National Alliance to End Homelessness, there are various factors that contribute to an
increased risk of homelessness. These housing characteristics include households that are doubled up,
or living with friends or family, persons recently released from prison, and young adults out of foster
care. Economic factors include households with severe cost burden and households facing
unemployment. As described here an in the following sections, there is a large number of households
facing cost burdens and other housing problems that create instability and increase their risk of
homelessness.

Discussion
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NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Problems - 91.305 (b)(2)

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

the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

0%-30% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 112,414 27,252 16,338
White 40,830 11,542 6,906
Black / African American 68,169 14,758 8,878
Asian 555 185 173
American Indian, Alaska Native 232 183 57
Pacific Islander 105 0 0
Hispanic 1,597 276 231

Table 13 - Disproportionally Greater Need 0 - 30% AMI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

30%-50% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 88,744 53,857 0
White 38,343 31,428 0
Black / African American 46,938 21,349 0
Asian 611 218 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 324 152 0
Pacific Islander 10 0 0
Hispanic 1,817 470 0
Table 14 - Disproportionally Greater Need 30 - 50% AMI
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Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

50%-80% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 74,883 108,109 0
White 37,516 64,850 0
Black / African American 33,915 39,965 0
Asian 906 495 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 285 377 0
Pacific Islander 35 0 0
Hispanic 1,423 1,771 0

Table 15 - Disproportionally Greater Need 50 - 80% AMI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

80%-100% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 23,918 80,137 0
White 14,023 49,577 0
Black / African American 9,029 28,472 0
Asian 246 350 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 40 312 0
Pacific Islander 0 20 0
Hispanic 388 1,174 0
Table 16 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS
*The four housing problems are:
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1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

Discussion

Asian households face a disproportionate share of housing problems at income levels between 30 to100
percent area median incomes. Hispanic households face a disproportionate share of housing problems
at 30 to 50 percent area median income.
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NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problems —

91.305(b)(2)

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

Introduction

0%-30% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 90,289 49,364 16,338
White 33,046 19,323 6,906
Black / African American 54,659 28,372 8,878
Asian 432 308 173
American Indian, Alaska Native 224 191 57
Pacific Islander 105 0 0
Hispanic 1,143 729 231

Table 17 — Severe Housing Problems 0 - 30% AMI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

30%-50% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 44,621 97,952 0
White 19,238 50,646 0
Black / African American 23,586 44,716 0
Asian 293 531 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 203 275 0
Pacific Islander 10 0 0
Hispanic 903 1,384 0
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Table 18 — Severe Housing Problems 30 - 50% AMI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

50%-80% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 23,670 159,160 0
White 11,629 90,729 0
Black / African American 10,686 63,281 0
Asian 429 967 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 149 518 0
Pacific Islander 0 35 0
Hispanic 606 2,585 0

Table 19 — Severe Housing Problems 50 - 80% AMI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

80%-100% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 5,785 98,276 0
White 3,505 60,005 0
Black / African American 1,947 35,569 0
Asian 87 504 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 30 322 0
Pacific Islander 0 20 0
Hispanic 177 1,376 0
Table 20 — Severe Housing Problems 80 - 100% AMI

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS
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*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

Discussion

An estimated 100 percent of Pacific Islander households with income between 0 and 50 percent area
median income face severe housing problems. This population represents a very small proportion of
Mississippi residents and is therefore not statistically significant. American Indian households with
incomes between 30 and 50 percent of area median income have a disproportionate share of severe
housing problems.
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NA-25 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens —91.305 (b)(2)

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

the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

The following section describes the rate of cost burden by race and ethnicity.

Housing Cost Burden

Housing Cost Burden <=30% 30-50% >50% No / negative
income (not
computed)

Jurisdiction as a whole 755,575 167,317 145,103 17,423
White 522,042 84,377 62,060 7,207
Black / African American 211,735 76,817 78,379 9,662
Asian 4,969 1,412 1,043 173
American Indian, Alaska
Native 2,629 319 458 57
Pacific Islander 175 35 90 0
Hispanic 10,104 3,092 1,866 241
Table 21 — Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI
Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS
Table V.5
Total Households with Housing Problems by Income and Race
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2007-2011 HUD CHAS Data
.................... Non-Hispanic by Race/Ethnicity  ° Hispanic
Income . : America Pacific Other (Any Total
Whit Black A
e ac stan n Indian Islander Race Race)
With Housing Problems
30% HAMFI or less 33,510 46,565 511 261 15 735 1,275 82,872
30.1-50% HAMFI 34,745 37,020 405 280 20 697 1,831 74,998
50.1-80% HAMFI 34,895 28,265 655 286 0 535 1,445 66,081
80.1-100% HAMFI 13,465 7,760 336 125 0 191 395 22272
100.1% HAMF1 ormore 28,050 10420 1 L1 0 244 ... 1,185 .. 40425
Total 144,665 130,030 2,298 1,087 35 2,402 6,131 286,648
Total

30% HAMFI orless 49273 64,837 772 375 15 981 1,830 118,083
30.1-50% HAMFI 61,970 53,280 511 490 20 938 2,146 119,355
50.1-80% HAMFI 90,495 58,130 1,100 722 0 1,072 2,771 154,290
80.1-100% HAMFI 56,460 28,680 541 405 20 422 1,217 87,745
100.1% HAMFI or more 361,815 92,550 3,736 1,605 45 2,679 6,405 468,835
Total 620,013 297,477 6,660 3,597 100 6,092 14,369 948,308

Table V.5
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Discussion

According to the information presented above, there are no racial/ethnic groups that face a
disproportionate share of housing cost burdens.
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NA-30 Disproportionately Greater Need: Discussion — 91.305 (b)(2)

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

Table V.5 presents the disproportionate need of households by income and race. Asian households have
disproportionate need at income levels between 30 percent and 80 percent HAMFI. “Other” race
households have disproportionate need of housing problems for households at income levels between
30 and 50 percent HAMFI, and between 80 and 100 percent HAMFI. Pacific Islander households also
have disproportionate share of housing problems between 0 an d 30 percent HAMFI, although this only
represents 35 total households. Hispanic households face a disproportionate share of housing problems
at incomes between 30 and 50 percent HAMFI. Black households also face a disproportionate share of
housing problems overall.

If they have needs not identified above, what are those needs?
No other needs identified

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

Black and Hispanic populations are disproportionately concentrated in some areas of the state. Maps
[11.1 and II.2 show the black concentrations in the state at the time of the 2000 and 2010 Census. Maps
[11.3 and II.4 show the concentration of Hispanic populations. These maps are included in section MA-
50 of this Plan.
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NA-35 Public Housing — (Optional)

Introduction

Not required in Statewide Consolidated Plan

Totals in Use

Program Type
Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing
# of units vouchers in use 0 3 11,428 20,444 468 19,870 13 1

Data Source:

Characteristics of Residents

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Table 22 - Public Housing by Program Type
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

Program Type
Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family
Affairs Unification
Supportive Program
Housing
# Homeless at admission 0 0 31 1 0 1
# of Elderly Program Participants
(>62) 0 0 2,382 2,066 84 1,967 1
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Program Type

Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family
Affairs Unification
Supportive Program
Housing
# of Disabled Families 0 2 2,572 4,852 94 4,723 7 0
# of Families requesting accessibility
features 0 3 11,428 20,444 468 19,870 13 1
# of HIV/AIDS program participants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
# of DV victims 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Table 23 — Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
Race of Residents
Program Type
Race Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing
White 0 2,058 2,747 126 2,595 4 0
Black/African American 0 2 9,351 17,618 337 17,202 8 1 0
Asian 0 0 8 35 0 34 1 0 0
American Indian/Alaska
Native 0 0 5 40 3 37 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 6 4 2 2 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 24 — Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
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Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Ethnicity of Residents
Program Type
Ethnicity Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project - Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing
Hispanic 0 155 92 12 80 0
Not Hispanic 0 3 11,273 20,352 456 19,790 13 1
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 25 - Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
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Section 504 Needs Assessment: Describe the needs of public housing tenants and applicants
on the waiting list for accessible units:

Not required in Statewide Consolidated Plan

What are the number and type of families on the waiting lists for public housing and section 8
tenant-based rental assistance? Based on the information above, and any other information
available to the jurisdiction, what are the most immediate needs of residents of public
housing and Housing Choice voucher holders?

Not required in Statewide Consolidated Plan
How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large
Not required in Statewide Consolidated Plan

Discussion:

Not required in Statewide Consolidated Plan

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 51

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



NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessment — 91.305(c)

Introduction:

There are three Continuums of Care in the State of Mississippi. For the purpose of this Consolidated Plan, the data presented will relate to two,
the Gulf Port/Gulf Coast Regional CoC and the Balance of State CoC. There is an additional CoC in Jackson.

Homeless Needs Assessment

Population Estimate the # of persons Estimate the # | Estimate the # | Estimate the # Estimate the #
experiencing homelessness experiencing becoming exiting of days persons
on a given night homelessness homeless homelessness experience
each year each year each year homelessness

Sheltered Unsheltered

Persons in Households with Adult(s)

and Child(ren) 40 315 0 0 0 0

Persons in Households with Only

Children 0 20 0 0 0 0

Persons in Households with Only

Adults 446 559 0 0 0 0

Chronically Homeless Individuals 75 29 0 0 0 0

Chronically Homeless Families 2 0 0 0 0 0

Veterans 37 98 0 0 0 0

Unaccompanied Child 0 20 0 0 0 0

Persons with HIV 6 8 0 0 0 0

Table 26 - Homeless Needs Assessment
Data Source Comments:
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Table V.8

Homeless Pointin Time Count
Gulf Port/Gulf Coast Regional CoC and Balance of State CoC
US Department of Housing and Urban Development

Status 2005 2007 2009 2011 2012 2013 2014
Emergency Shelter 629 171 389 349 40 365 500
Transitional Housing 179 240 406 317 261 398 394
Total in Shelter 808 411 795 666 662 763 894
Unshetered 328 248 1080 814 714 880 486 |

Total Homeless 3 ]

Table V.8

Table V.9

Homeless Count 2014
Gulf Port/Gulf Coast Regional CoC and Balance of State CoC
US Department of Housing and Urban Development

Emergency Transitiona  Unsheltere

Household Type Shelter I Housing d Total
Households without Children 357 197 444 293
Persons in households without children 362 197 446 1005
Households with at least one adult and one child 43 69 14 126
Pe_rsons in households with at least one adult and one 118 107 40 155
child

Households with only children 1T 0 0 17
Persons in households with only children 20 0 0 20
Total Homeless 500 394 486 1,380

Table V.9
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Table V.10

Homeless Subpopulations 2014
Gulf Port/Gulf Coast Regional CoC and Balance of State CoC
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Homeless Attributes Sheltered Unsheltered Total
Chronically Homeless Individuals 29 75 104
Chronically Homeless Persons in 0 2 P

Families

Severely Mentally 1l 38 53 91

Chronic Substance Abuse 243 137 380
Veterans 98 37 135

HIV/AIDS 8 6 14

Victims of Domestic Violence 137 38 175
Persons not otherwise classified 341 138 479
Total Homeless Persons 894 486 1,380

Table V.10
Table V.12

How would allocate emergency shelter funds among these areas?
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

Area Percentage Allocated

Rapid Re-Housing 32.28%

Operation and Maintenance 27.50%

Homeless prevention 24 83%

Street outreach 15.39%

Total 100.0%
Table V.12

Indicate if the homeless population is: Has No Rural Homeless
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If data is not available for the categories "number of persons becoming and exiting homelessness each year," and "number of
days that persons experience homelessness," describe these categories for each homeless population type (including chronically
homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth):

Information about the various homeless subpopulations was collected during the 2014 count. Data was collected regarding the following six
subpopulations:

e Chronically homeless

o Severely Mentally llI

e Chronic Substance Abuse

e \Veterans

e Persons with HIV/AIDS

e Victims of Domestic Violence

Table V.10 shows the various subpopulations for the homeless within the state. The largest subpopulation group was those with chronic
substance abuse, with 380 persons. The next largest subpopulation group was victims of domestic violence. There were 135 veterans counted
in 2014, accounting for 9.8 percent of the total homeless population. Veterans were sheltered at a rate of 72.6 percent during the

count. According to the Department of Housing and Urban Development’s 2013 Annual Homeless Assessment Report, veterans account for just
over 12 percent of all homeless adults in the United States, with an average of 60 percent being sheltered during 2013 counts across the
nation.[1]
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Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)

Race: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)

White 0 0
Black or African American 0 0
Asian 0 0
American Indian or Alaska

Native 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0
Ethnicity: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)
Hispanic 0 0
Not Hispanic 0 0
Data Source

Comments:

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

The point-in-time counts also gathered additional data household type, veteran status, and
subpopulation information for each homeless person counted. As seen in Table V.9, there were 355
persons in households with at least one adult and one child in the State of Mississippi during the 2014
count. Of these households, 88.7 percent were sheltered. There were an additional 20 households with
only children. Some 55.6 percent of households without children were sheltered during the count.

Describe the Nature and Extent of Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.
No data was collected pertaining to race.
Describe the Nature and Extent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness.

In 2014, some 64.8 percent of the counted homeless population was sheltered throughout the state.
Some 46.4 percent of the homeless population was sheltered in 2013. During 2014, 88.7 percent of
households with children were sheltered. Some 55.6 percent of households without children were
sheltered. Veterans were sheltered at a rate of 72.6 percent. Chronically homeless individuals were
sheltered at a rate of 27.9 percent.

Discussion:
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NA-45 Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment — 91.305 (b,d)
Introduction

According to HUD, special needs populations are “not homeless but require supportive housing,
including the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities (mental, physical, developmental), persons
with alcohol or other drug addiction, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families, public housing residents
and any other categories the jurisdiction may specify.” Because individuals in these groups face unique
housing challenges and are vulnerable to becoming homeless, a variety of support services are needed
in order for them to achieve and maintain a suitable and stable living environment. Each of these
special needs populations will be discussed in terms of their size and characteristics, services and
housing currently provided, and services and housing still needed.

HOPWA

Current HOPWA formula use:

Cumulative cases of AIDS reported

Area incidence of AIDS

Number of new cases prior year (3 years of data)

Rate per population

Rate per population (3 years of data)

Current HIV surveillance data:

Number of Persons living with HIC (PLWH)

Area Prevalence (PLWH per population)

Number of new HIV cases reported last year

Table 27 - HOPWA Data

Data Source:  CDC HIV Surveillance

HIV Housing Need (HOPWA Grantees Only)

Type of HOPWA Assistance Estimates of Unmet Need
Tenant based rental assistance 0
Short-term Rent, Mortgage, and Utility 0

Facility Based Housing (Permanent, short-term or
transitional) 0

Table 28 — HIV Housing Need

Data Source: HOPWA CAPER and HOPWA Beneficiary Verification Worksheet
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Table V.17
Elderly Population by Age

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

Kip s 2008 Censts @ s hisat) 2010 Census : % Change

Population % of Total Population % of Total - 00-10
65 to 66 35,336 11.8% 46,128 136% - 30.5%
67 to 69 50,769 17.0% 62,270 183% @ 227%
70to 74 76,233 25.5% 84,384 248% 10.7%
7510 79 58,983 19.7% 62,416 18.4% 5.8%
80 to 84 40,282 13.5% 45,892 13.5% 13.9%
85 or Older 37,283 12.5% 38,973 11.5% 4 5%
Total 298,886 100.0% 340,063 100.0% : 13.8%

Table V.17
Table V.18
Disability by Age
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2013 Five-Year ACS Data
Male ; Female Total

Age " ‘Disabled  Disability © Disabled Disability ' Disabled  Disability

Population Rate . Population Rate . Population Rate
Under 5 694 8% ‘ 457 5% : 1,151 0.6%
5to 17 19,118 7.9% : 10,816 4 6% : 29,934 6.3%
1810 34 23,239 8.4% : 19,520 6.7% . 42759 7.5%
3510 64 93,335 19.9% - 98778 19.1% S 192,113 19.5%
6510 74 33,743 36.8% © 37,605 35.2% 171,348 35.9%
75 or Older 30,491 56.9% : 52198 60.4% : 82689 59.0%
Total 200,620 16.4% © 219,374 16.5% © 419,994 16.5%

Table V.18
Table V.19

Total Disabilities Tallied: Aged 5 and Older

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 Data

Disability Type Population
Sensory disability 108,628
Physical disability 253,454
Mental disability 145,050
Self-care disability 87,055
Employment disability 219,156
Go-outside-home disability 200,838
Total 1,014,181
Table V.19
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Table V.13

Please rate the need for services and facilities for each of the following special needs groups.
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

. No Low Medium High .
Question Naad Nad Need Negé d Missing Total
The frail elderly (age 85+) 1 6 32 62 48 149
Veterans 11 32 58 48 149
The elderly (age 65+) 9 36 56 48 149
Persons with severe mental illness 1 9 38 54 47 149
Persons with physical disabilities 7 46 49 47 149
Persons with developmental disabilities 1 8 45 49 46 149
Persons with substance abuse addictions 1 14 40 a7 a7 149
Victims of domestic violence 13 46 42 48 149
Homeless persons 1 21 36 42 49 149
Persons recently released from prison 1 31 30 40 47 149
Persons with HIV/AIDS 3 29 40 28 49 149
Other groups 2 1 8 138 149

Table V.13

Describe the characteristics of special needs populations in your community:
Elderly and Frail Elderly Persons

According to 2010 Census Bureau data, 340,063 residents in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi were
age 65 or older. Table V.17 presents a breakdown of the elderly population by age at the time of the
2010 census. While elderly is defined as persons over 62, “extra elderly” persons are those over the age
of 75. Within the elderly population in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi, 11.5 percent were extra
elderly. The elderly population in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi grew 13.8 percent between 2000
and 2010. The two age groups with the greatest growth over this decade were those aged 65 to 66 and
those aged 67 to 69, with an increase of 30.5 percent and 22.7 percent, respectively.

People with Disabilities (Mental, Physical, Developmental)

Data from the 2013 Five-Year American Community Survey for Mississippi showed a total population of
persons with disabilities of 419,994 in non-entitlement areas, with an overall disability rate of 16.5
percent. Table V.18 presents a tally of disabilities by age and gender. The age group with the highest
disability rate is persons aged 75 and older. Males had a slightly lower disability rate at 16.4 percent,
than females, at 16.5 percent. Children under 5 had the lowest disability rate, at 0.6 percent.

Table V.19 breaks down disabilities by disability type for persons aged 5 and older, from the 2000 census
data. The most common disability is a physical disability, followed by an employment disability. The
third most common disability type is a go-outside-home disability.

People with Alcohol or other Drug Addictions
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In their 2014 Annual Report, the Mississippi Department of Health reported to serve over 17,000
persons with their drug and alcohol services.[1] In addition, the Trust for America’s Health found that
Mississippi had the 30th highest rate of drug overdose mortality rate in the United States in 2013, with
11.4 per 100,000 people suffering drug overdose fatalities.[2]

Victims of Domestic Violence

Pinpointing a specific number of victims of domestic violence can be difficult because many cases go
unreported. However, there are other means of gathering statistics, including tracking the numbers of
cases that are reported to law enforcement. According to the statewide sexual and domestic violence
coalition, the Mississippi Coalition Against Domestic Violence (MCADV), one in four women have been a
victim of severe physical violence by an intimate partner.[3] The 2014 Point-in-Time homeless count
indicated 175 homeless victims of domestic violence, accounting for 12.7 percent of the homeless
population counted.

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

Elderly and Frail Elderly Persons

According to the Center for Housing Policy, housing will be a priority need for the elderly population. A
growing number of older households will face severe housing costs burdens, and many will require
assisted or long-term care housing and services. In addition, as the Baby Boomer generation continues
to grow, many will prefer to remain independent, requiring in-home services and adaptions to existing
homes. Thus, there is a greater focus on in-home care and expanded home health services to meet the
needs of a more independent elderly population. Because most elderly persons are on a fixed income,
these increasing costs may fall on publically funded programs in the state. The elderly population is seen
as needing a high amount of need, based on the results from the Housing and Community Development
Survey.

People with Disabilities (Mental, Physical, Developmental)

The Housing and Community Development Survey also asked participants to rank the need for services
and facilities for persons with disabilities. The results indicate a strong need for housing for both persons
with physical disabilities and developmental disabilities, with over 65 percent of respondents indicating
a medium to high level of need for services and facilities for both groups.

People with Alcohol or other Drug Addictions

According to the Healthy People 2020 national objectives, there were 22 million Americans struggling
with a drug or alcohol problem in 2005. Of those with substance abuse problems, 95 percent are
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unaware of their problem. Obtaining treatment is a primary concern for many, which often includes high
costs and other impacts on the person’s ability to obtain or retain an income and housing.

The National Coalition for the Homeless notes that other needs for persons living with addictions to
drugs or alcohol include transportation and support services, including work programs and therapy
access. Barriers also include programs that follow abstinence-only policies. These programs are often
unrealistic for persons suffering from addictions because they fail to address the reality of relapses. A
person living in supportive housing with an addiction problem who experiences a relapse may suddenly
become a homeless person.

Results from the 2015 Housing and Community Development Survey show that respondent indicated a
medium to high need level for additional services and facilities for this special needs group.

Victims of Domestic Violence

Services needed for domestic violence victims include access to safe housing and resources, as well as
economic opportunities and other community assistance. Results from the 2015 Housing and
Community Development Survey indicated a medium to high need level for additional domestic violence
facilities and services in Mississippi.

People with HIV/AIDS and Their Families

The Mississippi State Department of Health released a Statewide Comprehensive HIV Plan and
Statewide Coordinated Statement of Need in 2012. The report issued statewide need that includes
improving access to medical care, case management, and legal services.

According to the 2015 Housing and Community Development survey, over 46 percent of respondents
indicated a medium to high need level for services and facilities for persons with HIV/AIDS.

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

According to the Mississippi State Department of Health, the HIV disease rates have declined from
around 25.2 per 100,000 population in 2000 to 18.6 in 2010.[1] The State also reported that HIV
infection rates were 7 times higher in African Americans than Whites, with African American accounting
for 76 percent of newly reported HIV infections in 2013.[2] The counties with the highest number of HIV
infections in 2013 included Hinds, Forrest, Harrison, Rankin and Coahoma. The Counties with the
highest rate per 100,000 in 2013 were Coahoma, Leflore, Hinds, Forrest and Quitman.

Discussion:
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NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs - 91.315 (f)

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Facilities:

Community and Public facilities were also prioritized by respondents in the survey. According to
allocation responses, public facilities should account for over 12 percent of resources. As seen in Table
V1.4 respondents indicated the highest level of need for youth centers, followed healthcare facilities and
parks and recreation centers.

How were these needs determined?

Needs were determined from the Housing and Community Development Survey and public input.

Table V1.1

How would allocate your

resources among these areas?
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

Area Percentage Allocated
Human Services 23.47%
Housing 20.72%

Water Systems 14.74%
Economic Development 14.22%
Infrastructure 13.33%

Public Facilities 12.60%

All Other 91%

Total 100.0%

Table VI.1
Table V.4

Please rate the need for the following community and public facilities.
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

. No Low Medium High —
Question Need Need Need Negé d Missing Total
Youth centers 1 11 39 63 35 149
Healthcare facilities 2 9 44 59 35 149
Parks and recreational centers 12 46 58 33 149
Community centers 1 19 39 52 38 149
Senior centers 1 15 47 49 37 149
Residential treatment centers 1 20 47 48 33 149
Public buildings with improved accessibility 20 42 46 41 149
Childcare facilities 1 18 52 43 35 149
Other infrastructure activities 4 4 1 13 127 149
Table V1.4
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Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Improvements:

Looking at Table VI.1, respondents indicated that infrastructure should account for over 13 percent of
resources and water systems themselves should account for almost 15 percent of resources. Table VI.3
demonstrates the highest ranking for street and road improvements. This was followed by sewer system
improvements and water capacity improvements.

How were these needs determined?

Needs were determined from the Housing and Community Development Survey and public input.

Table V1.3

Please rate the need for the following Infrastructure activities.
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey
No Low Medium High

Question Need Need Need Need Missing Total
Street and road improvements 1 23 89 36 149
Sewer system improvements 2 11 35 66 35 149
Water system capacity improvements 2 13 33 64 37 149
Sidewalk improvements 12 35 63 39 149
Flood drainage improvements 1 18 39 56 35 149
Storm sewer system improvements 3 10 44 53 39 149
Bridge improvements 4 17 40 52 36 149
Bicycle and walking paths 3 24 33 52 37 149
Woater quality improvements 3 19 44 46 37 149
Solid waste facility improvements 3 19 49 40 38 149
Other infrastructure activities 4 4 1 13 127 149

Table VI.3

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Services:

Table VI.5, below, shows the need for human and public services. The highest needs indicated were for
healthcare services, employment services, and senior services. This was followed by youth centers,
mental health/chemical dependency services, and transportation services.

How were these needs determined?

Needs were determined from the Housing and Community Development Survey and public input.
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Table V1.5

Please rate the need for the following human and public services
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

No Low Medium High

Question Need Need Need Need Missing Total
Healthcare services 1 27 76 35 149
Employment services 11 31 71 36 149
Senior services 8 40 64 37 149
Youth centers 1 1 39 63 35 149
Mental health/chemical dependency services 14 39 60 36 149
Transportation services 1 11 39 59 39 149
Homebuyer education 2 9 46 55 37 149
Childcare services 1 14 43 53 38 149
Crime awareness education 1 19 40 52 52 149
Fair housing activities 4 14 A7 45 39 149
Fair housing education 4 17 45 45 38 149
Tenant/Landlord counseling 3 22 44 43 37 149
Mitigation of asbestos hazards 4 38 42 26 39 149
Mitigation of lead-based paint hazards 7 46 35 22 39 149
Mitigation of radon hazards 8 46 36 21 38 149
Other public services 3 3 2 5 136 149

Table VI.5
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Housing Market Analysis

MA-05 Overview

Housing Market Analysis Overview:

The following narrative provides information about the housing market, the supply and demand for
housing over time, building permit data and related price information for both rental properties and
homeownership opportunities in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi.

In 2000, the Mississippi had 1,161,953 total housing units. Since that time, the total housing stock
increased each year, reaching 1,283,165 units in 2013. According to the American Community Survey in
2013, Mississippi’s non-entitlement housing stock included 794,855 single family units, and
188,292mobile home units. Of the 1,109,503 housing units counted in non-entitlement areas of
Mississippi in the 2010 census, 975,525 units were occupied, with 703,764 counted as owner-occupied
and 271,761 counted as renter-occupied. The vacancy rate for non-entitlement areas of the state was
12.1 percent in 2010, an increase of 35.3 percent since 2000. The construction value of single-family
dwellings generally increased from 1980 through 2013, reaching close to $160,000.
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MA-10 Number of Housing Units — 91.310(a)

Introduction

In 2000, the Census Bureau reported that Mississippi had 1,161,953 total housing units. Since that time,

the Census Bureau has continued to release estimates of the total number of housing units in the
state. The annual estimates of housing stock are presented in Table IV.1. By 2013, there were

estimated to be 1,283,165 housing units in Mississippi. Housing units were added at a rate around 1

percent from 2000 to 2008, but had dropped off to around 0.2 percent by 2013.

All residential properties by number of units

Property Type Number %
1-unit detached structure 888,341 70%
1-unit, attached structure 16,403 1%
2-4 units 66,494 5%
5-19 units 83,949 7%
20 or more units 22,517 2%
Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc 196,573 15%
Total 1,274,277 100%
Table 29 — Residential Properties by Unit Number
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS
Table IV.1
Housing Units Estimates
State of Mississippi

Census Data, 2000 - 2013

Year Housing Units

2000 1,161,953

2001 1,183,316

2002 1,194 441

2003 1,205,698

2004 1,217,872

2005 1,231,448

2006 1,224,952

2007 1,242 296

2008 1,260,832

2009 1,270,524

2010 1,274,719

2011 1,277,990

2012 1,280,059

2013 1,283,165

Table IV.1
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Housing Units by Type and Tenure

Single family homes accounted for 71.6 percent of the housing stock in Mississippi non-entitlement
areas in 2013. The second largest unit type was mobile homes with 17.0 percent of units. The
proportion of single family homes grew by more than one percentage point, while the proportion of
mobile homes fell by 1.7 percentage points. The proportion of duplexes, tri- or four-plexes and
apartments all fell slightly. These changes shifted the dynamics of the housing stock in non-entitlement
areas of Mississippi, leaving single family homes with the vast majority of unit types. This is shown in

Table IV.2.

Over 111,000 housing units were added to the non-entitlement areas of Mississippi housing market
between the 2000 and 2010 Censuses, as seen in Table IV.3. The greatest increase was in vacant units,
increasing by 35.3 percent. Owner-occupied units and renter-occupied units increased by 4.3 and 21.1

percent, respectively

TablelV.2

Housing Units by Type

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi

2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

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

T 2000 Census 2013 Five-Year ACS
b ki Units % of Total Units % of Total
Single-Family 702,258 70.4% 794 855 71.6%
Duplex 22 037 2.2% 23.818 2.1%
Tri- or Four-Plex 28,343 2.8% 29220 2.6%
Apartment 55,754 5 6% 72,063 6.5%
Mobile Home 187,033 18.7% 188,292 17.0%
Boat, RV, V.
D% B AR, 2729 0.3% 1125 0.1%
Etc.
Total 998,154 100.0% 1,109,373 100.0%
Table IV.2
TablelV.3
Housing Units by Tenure
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data
Téritire s 200 Cengus. 2010 Census % Change
Units % of Total Units % of Total 00-10
Occupied Housing Units 899 175 90.1% 975,525 87.9% 8.5%
Owner-Occupied 674,688 75.0% 703,764 72.1% 4.3%
Renter-Occupied 224 A87 25.0% 271,761 27.9% 21.1%
Vacant Housing Units 99,000 9.9% 133,078 12.1% 35.3%
Total Housing Units 998,175 100.0% 1,109,503 100.0% 11.15%
Table IV.3
Homeownership
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The Census Bureau estimates homeownership rates annually. These data on homeownership rates are
presented in Diagram V.1, below. This diagram compares homeownership rates for the state of
Mississippi and the U.S. from 1986 through 2013 and shows that Mississippi had consistently higher
homeownership rates throughout this period. Homeownership rates spiked to almost 79 percent in
2005, but have leveled off around 74 percent in more recent years.

Diagram IV.1
Homeownership Rates
State of Mississippi
Census Data, 1984 - 2013
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Diagram IV.1

Housing Production

The Census Bureau reports the number of residential building permits issued each year for permit
issuing places, including those in the state of Mississippi. Reported data are single family units,
duplexes, and tri- and four-plex units and all units within facilities comprising five or more units.

The number of single-family and multi-family units permitted in the non-entitlement areas of Mississippi
has varied by year between 1980 and the present. With the fluctuation, there was a general increase
until 2006. After 2006, there was a dramatic drop off in production, which has only slightly begun to
recover in recent years. The production of single family units has greatly outnumbered the addition of
new multifamily units consistently throughout this time.

Table IV.6 presents data on the number of manufactured homes placed in Mississippi, along with data
regarding average price. Manufactured homes do not require a permit and are therefore not included
in the previous data regarding housing permit activity.
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In total, there were 122,640 manufactured homes placed in Mississippi between 1990 and 2013,

including roughly 78,220 single-wide and 52,520 double-wide homes. The figures varied by year, but the

number of units being placed has declined as the price per unit has risen. The price for mobile homes in

Mississippi is lower than the national average for both single-wide and double-wide units.

Unit Size by Tenure

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

Owners Renters
Number % Number %
No bedroom 1,915 0% 8,218 3%
1 bedroom 10,258 1% 46,919 14%
2 bedrooms 107,478 14% 121,745 37%
3 or more bedrooms 640,862 84% 150,396 46%
Total 760,513 99%0 327,278 100%
Table 30 — Unit Size by Tenure
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS
Table V.2
Please rate the need for the following Housing activities.
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey
i No Low Medium High i Tt

Shisatbd Need Need Need Need issing °
First-time home-buyer assistance 2 8 30 57 35 132
Homeowner housing rehabilitation 15 25 55 3 132
Energy efficient retrofits 1 15 28 53 35 132
Rental housing for very low-income households 2 16 25 53 36 132
Retrofitting existing housing to meet seniors’ needs 12 33 51 36 132
Construction of new rental housing 3 16 28 49 36 132
Rental housing rehabilitation 6 8 33 49 36 132
Construction of new for-sale housing & 13 34 48 35 132
Senior-friendly housing 1 14 33 48 36 132
Supportive housing 13 37 48 34 132
Homeownership in communities of color 4 11 33 47 37 132
Housing demolition 1 15 37 44 35 132
Rental assistance 3] 17 29 43 3 132
Preservation of federal subsidized housing 5 16 34 41 36 132
Mixed use housing 3 28 34 31 36 132
Mixed income housing 3 23 38 30 38 132
Downtown housing 3 27 37 ZF 38 132
Other Housing activities 2 1 1 5 123 132

Table V.2
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Diagram IV.4
Single and Multi-Family Units
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
U.S. Census Data
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TablelV.6

Manufactured Housing Unit Placement and Price
State of Mississippi

Census Data, 1990 - 2013

Units Placed in Service in Average Home Price, Nominal Dollars
Year State of Mississippi State of Mississippi U.5. Average

e e
1990 3,000 300 3.900 17,300 27,200 19,600 19,800 36,600 27.800
1991 2,900 600 3.500 17,100 31,000 19,700 19,900 36,900 27.700
1992 3.700 1,200 4,900 19,300 30,200 22,000 20,600 37,200 28,400
1993 4,500 1,500 6,000 19,400 36,200 23,700 21,900 39,600 30,500
1994 5,700 2.400 (S) 22,400 39,100 27.700 23,500 42,000 32,800
1995 7,640 3,060 10,700 24,600 42,500 29,900 25,800 44,600 35,300
1996 7.800 3,400 11,200 26,000 44,800 31,700 27,000 46,200 37,200
1997 6,240 4,340 10,580 27,500 45,900 35,400 27,900 48,100 39,800
1998 6,640 5,420 12,060 28,500 48,700 37.700 28,800 49,500 41,600
1999 6,100 5,300 11,400 29,600 49,600 39,000 29,300 51,100 43,300
2000 4,500 3,900 8,400 29,200 50,700 39,100 30,200 53,600 46,400
2001 2,500 2,500 5,000 28,900 51,500 40,700 30,400 55,200 48,900
2002 1,600 2.100 3,700 27,400 53,200 42,500 30,900 56,100 51,300
2003 1,200 2.000 3.200 27.900 53,700 43,800 31,900 59,700 54,900
2004 1,200 1,300 2,500 28,000 57,900 44,200 32,900 63,400 58,200
2005 1,600 1,500 3.100 31,700 61,000 46,000 34,100 68,700 62,600
2006 2,300 1,800 4,100 34,700 64,200 48,400 36,100 71,300 64,300
2007 1,900 2,300 4,200 36,200 66,100 53,700 37,300 74,200 65,400
2008 2,200 1,800 4,000 35,200 68,600 50,500 38,000 75,800 64,700
2009 1,400 1,100 2,500 37.900 71,700 52,900 39,600 74,500 63,100
2010 800 1,100 1,900 38,100 66,100 55,900 39,500 74,500 62,800
201 800 800 1,600 37.100 76,100 59,400 40,600 73,900 60,500
2012 800 1,100 1,900 42,900 73,400 62,200 41,100 75,700 62,200
2013 1,200 1,100 2.300 40,900 75,700 57,600 42,200 78,600 64,000
Table IV.6
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Map IV.5

Expiring S

ection 8 Contracts

Non-Entitl t Areas of Mississippi
HUD Multi-Family Assisted Housing Contract Database
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Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted with
federal, state, and local programs.

As seen in Table 2A, presented later in this plan, there are over 345,000 households with priority
housing needs in the state. This includes over 103,000 renter households at or below 80 percent MFI
and over 120,000 owner households at or below 80 percent MFI.

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

The state does not have a statewide public housing authority. MHC does not own or operate any public
housing units. However, HUD and MHC are concerned about the number of public housing units and
their underlying contracts that are at risk of expiring. If this were to happen, some 13,441 public
housing units in the state would be eliminated from the affordable housing stock, as indicated in Table
V.14,

These housing units that are at risk in Mississippi are distributed throughout the state, as shown in Map
IV.5. Some of these units are set to expire in 2015, as shown in red.

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

As shown in NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment, some 28.9 percent of households have cost burdens in
non-entitlement areas of Mississippi. Even more affected, large families face housing problems at a rate
of 42.2 percent. Households at or below 30 percent MFI have housing problems at a rate of 70

percent. This demonstrates that the current housing stock does not meet the needs of the population,
particularly lower income households and large families.

Describe the need for specific types of housing:

The 2015 Housing and Community Development survey asked respondents to rate needs for various
housing activities. The highest rated needs were home-buyer assistance, homeowner housing
rehabilitation and energy efficient retrofits. This clearly demonstrates the need for access to
homeowner units.

Discussion

The number of housing units in the State of Mississippi grew since 2000, but at a slower rate. Many
households continue to have unmet needs. The following sections will explore the housing market in
more detail.
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MA-15 Cost of Housing —91.310(a)

Introduction

As seen in Table IV.7, the median rent in Mississippi in 2010 was $510, compared to median rent in 2000
at $439. The median home value in 2010 was $99,900, compared to the median home value in 2000 at
$71,400.

Cost of Housing

Base Year: 2000 Most Recent Year: 2012 % Change
Median Home Value 64,700 100,200 55%
Median Contract Rent 334 496 49%

Table 31 — Cost of Housing

Data Source: 2000 Census (Base Year), 2008-2012 ACS (Most Recent Year)
Rent Paid Number %

Less than $500 188,986 57.8%
$500-999 120,676 36.9%
$1,000-1,499 13,834 4.2%
$1,500-1,999 2,489 0.8%
$2,000 or more 1,293 0.4%
Total 327,278 100.0%

Table 32 - Rent Paid
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS

Table V.7

Median Housing Costs
State of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

Housing Cost 2000 2010

Median Contract Rent $439 $510

Median Home Value $71,400 $99.900
Table IV.7

Federal Housing Finance Agency

Another indicator of housing cost was provided by the Federal Housing Finance Agency (FHFA). The
FHFA, the regulatory agency for Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, tracks average housing price changes for
single-family homes and publishes a Housing Price Index (HPI) reflecting price movements on a quarterly
basis. This index is a weighted repeat sales index, meaning that it measures average price changes in
repeat sales or refinancing on the same properties. This information was obtained by reviewing repeat
mortgage transactions on single-family properties whose mortgages have been purchased or securitized
by Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac since January 1975.[1] There are over 31 million repeat transactions in
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this database, which is computed monthly. All indexes, whether state or national, were set equal to 100
as of the first quarter of 2000.

Diagram IV.7 shows the housing price index for one quarter from each year from 1975 through 2014. As
seen therein, the Mississippi index has been lower than the U.S. index since the late 1980s. As with the
national index, the Mississippi index saw a dip during the recent recession, but have leveled out and
started to climb slightly.

Diagram IV.7
Housing Price Index
State of Mississippivs. U.S
FHFA Second Quarter Data, 1975—-2014:19804Q = 100
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Diagram IV.7
Housing Affordability
% Units affordable to Households Renter Owner
earning

30% HAMFI 30,460 No Data
50% HAMFI 91,285 88,315
80% HAMFI 209,795 209,065
100% HAMFI No Data 287,125
Total 331,540 584,505

Table 33 — Housing Affordability
Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS
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Monthly Rent

Monthly Rent ($) Efficiency (no 1 Bedroom | 2 Bedroom | 3 Bedroom | 4 Bedroom
bedroom)

Fair Market Rent

High HOME Rent

Low HOME Rent

Table 34 — Monthly Rent
Data Source: HUD FMR and HOME Rents

Housing Prices

The Census Bureau also reports the value of construction appearing on a building permit, excluding the
cost of land and related land development. As shown below in Diagram 1V.6 the construction value of
single-family dwellings generally increased from 1980 through 2012. Even as the number of single
family units produced dropped sharply in 2008, the real single family home value was not as significantly
impacted. The real single family value ended near $160,000 in 2012.

The distribution of owner-occupied home values in the State of Mississippi, as reported in the 2012 five-
year ACS, is presented in Map IV.3, on the following page. Census tracts with the highest home values
were clustered near major cities, including Jackson, Oxford, Starkville, West Hattiesburg, and the
suburban area to the south of Memphis.

Map V.4 illustrates data on median contract rent prices by Census tracts. Relatively high rental costs

were observed in Census tracts surrounding major cities of the state, particularly around entitlement

cities and in the suburban area to the south of Memphis, Tennessee. In some of those areas, median

rental costs ranged from $1,050.01 and $2,001.00. By contrast, rental costs were typically low in rural
tracts with relatively low population densities.

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 76

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



Diagram IV.6

Single Family Units and Per Unit Valuation
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi

U.S. Census Data
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Map IV.3

Median Home Value by Census Tract

Non-entitlement areas of Mississippi
2013 Five-Year ACS
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Map IV.4

Median Contract Rent by Census Tract
Non-entitlement areas of Mississippi
2013 Five-Year ACS
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As seen in the Cost burden section of this document, as well as demonstrated by data presented in this
section, there is not sufficient housing for households at lower income levels. The Housing Affordability
Table above shows that 9.4 percent of rental units are affordable to households at 30 percent HAMFI
and as demonstrated previously over 70 percent of this income group has housing problems, primarily
cost burdens. This demonstrates that there is not sufficient housing available to lower income
households.

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

As shown above, the price of housing has continued to rise and as shown in other sections, cost burdens
have risen as well. As this trend continues, the state expects that housing will continue to remain
unaffordable to many households and the number of households facing cost burdens will continue to
rise.

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

No statewide FMR.

Discussion

Housing prices have continued to rise since 2000. There are areas of the state that are more impacted
by these cost rises, as seen in the maps presented above. As the cost of housing continues to rise, more
households face the potential of cost burdens and other housing problems.

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 80

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



MA-20 Condition of Housing — 91.310(a)

Introduction:

The following section describes the condition of housing throughout the non-entitlement areas of
Mississippi. This includes the number of housing units with risks of lead-based paint exposure, the age

of the housing stock and the increase in vacant units.

Definitions

Units that are classified as standard condition meet all state and local codes. Units that are classified to
be in “substandard condition but suitable for rehabilitation” are both structurally and financially feasible
to rehabilitate to a condition that meet all state and local codes.

Condition of Units

Condition of Units

Owner-Occupied

Renter-Occupied

Number % Number %
With one selected Condition 183,376 24% 140,932 43%
With two selected Conditions 5,780 1% 11,023 3%
With three selected Conditions 499 0% 985 0%
With four selected Conditions 10 0% 157 0%
No selected Conditions 570,848 75% 174,181 53%
Total 760,513 100% 327,278 99%
Table 35 - Condition of Units
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS
Year Unit Built
Year Unit Built Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
2000 or later 140,885 19% 52,701 16%
1980-1999 268,067 35% 108,465 33%
1950-1979 289,818 38% 136,221 42%
Before 1950 61,743 8% 29,891 9%
Total 760,513 100% 327,278 100%

Data Source:  2008-2012 CHAS

Age of Housing Units

Table 36 — Year Unit Built

The age of the housing stock is also reported in the 2012 American Community Survey. The age of the
housing stock has been grouped into nine categories, ranging from 1939 or earlier through 2005 or
later. Table IV.5 shows that substantial numbers of housing units were added to the stock in the most
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recent decades. Units built since 1990 accounted for 39.3 percent of the housing stock. Three-fourths
of all housing units were built since 1970.

Table V.5

Households by Year Home Built
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 Census SF3 & 2013 Five-Year ACS Data

TR 2000 Census 2013 Five-Year ACS
Households % of Total Households % of Total
1939 or Earlier 55,279 6.1% 42032 4.4%
1940 to 1949 43,323 4.8% 31,315 3.3%
1950 to 1959 77,363 8.6% 61,904 6.5%
1960 to 1969 126,329 14 0% 106,623 11.2%
1970 to 1979 199,209 22 2% 178,756 18.8%
1980 to 1989 176,655 19.6% 155,870 16.4%
1990 to 1999 221,069 24 6% 189,104 19.9%
2000 to 2004 ) ) 175,454 18.5%
2005 or Later ) : 8,793 9%
Total 899,227 100.0% 949,851 100.0%
Table IV.5

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
Total Number of Units Built Before 1980 351,561 46% 166,112 51%
Housing Units build before 1980 with children present 73,915 10% 40,985 13%

Table 37 — Risk of Lead-Based Paint
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS (Total Units) 2008-2012 CHAS (Units with Children present)

Vacant Units

Suitable for Not Suitable for Total
Rehabilitation Rehabilitation

Vacant Units

Abandoned Vacant Units

REO Properties

Abandoned REO Properties

Table 38 - Vacant Units
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS

Vacant Housing Units

At the time of the 2000 Census, the vacant housing stock included 99,000 units. By 2010 this figure had
reached 133,978, as shown in Table IV.4. A substantial portion, or approximately one-fifth, of the vacant
units in both years was for seasonal, recreational, or occasional use. The number of vacant units for rent
increased over the decade and accounted for 24.2 percent of vacant units in 2010. A substantial increase
was observed in the number of “other vacant” units, which increased by over 45 percent over the
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decade and came to account for 40.1 percent of all vacant units by 2010. The units accounted for the
largest share of vacant units in both 2000 and 2010.

In 2010, vacant units were disproportionately concentrated in Census tracts in the extreme northeast
and southwest corners of the state, as well as a handful or tracts in between, as shown in Map IV.1.

While high numbers of vacant units can be problematic, there are many reasons that housing units may
be unoccupied, and vacancies can be temporary. However, units classified as “other vacant” units are a
greater cause for concern, as these units are not available to the housing market, and if located in close
proximity to each other may represent a blighting influence. On that count, the relatively rapid pace at
which these units increased in number between the two Censuses, around 45 percent over the decade,
is troubling, and blight is a concern in any areas in which such units were observed to be
disproportionately concentrated.

In fact, there were several areas in Mississippi that held disproportionate shares of “other vacant” units
in 2010, as shown in Map IV.2. In that year, an area in which more than 40.1 percent of vacant units
were classified as “other vacant” would be said to have an above-average share of such units, and
where they appeared in concentrations above 50.1 percent they would be considered to be
“disproportionately concentrated”. The highest concentrations of such units appeared largely in rural
Census tracts in the east and center of the state, as well as in one tract to the north of Columbus.

Table V.4

Disposition of Vacant Housing Units
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

______ 2000Census 2010 Census @ %
Disposition . % of . % of - Change
Mt Total ki Total :  00-10
For Rent 21,591 21.8% 32,441 242% . 50.25%
For Sale 10,641 10.7% 14,274 107% : 34.14%
Rented or Sold, Not Occupied 8,687 8.8% 5,959 44% © -31.40%
For S I, Recreational, or Occasional :

P RIS BRI, SRR 20801 210% 27,347 204%  3147%
For Migrant Workers 287 0.3% 286 0.2% D _35%
Other Vacant 36,993 37.4% 53,671 401% ° 45.08%
Total 99,000 100.0% 133,978 100.0% - 35.3%

Table IV.4
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Map IV.1
Vacant Housing Units
Mon-entitlement areas of Mississippi
2010 Census Data

"\q_l. r}

LOUISTANA.

2010 Vacant Housing

2010 Vacancy rate in non-entitlement areas of the State of Mississippi=12.1%

D i Share Threshald = 22.1% (A d i share exists where the

vacancy tite in a given Census tract is len percentage points higher than

the study area average.)
i W Vacancy Rates
[ Entitlement City Boundaries ] o%-12.1%
L] s Boundaries o [l 122%220%
[ cCounty Boundaries Disgrapartionsée B 92.3% - 30.5%
s K SR Share Thenshokd M o0 o oo e

Duata Source: 2010 Census RAK A%

Map IV.1
Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI

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

84



Map IV.2

“Other Vacant” Housing Units
MNon-entitlement areas of Mississippi

2010 Census Data
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Table V.2
Please rate the need for the following Housing activities.
Non-Entitliement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

. No Low Medium High L.
Question Need Need Need Need Missing Total
First-time home-buyer assistance 2 8 30 57 35 132
Homeowner housing rehabilitation 15 25 55 37 132
Energy efficient retrofits 1 15 28 53 35 132
Rental housing for very low-income households 2 16 25 53 36 132
Retrofitting existing housing to meet seniors’ needs 12 33 51 36 132
Construction of new rental housing 3 16 28 49 36 132
Rental housing rehabilitation 6 8 33 49 36 132
Construction of new for-sale housing 2 13 34 48 35 132
Senior-friendly housing 1 14 33 48 36 132
Supportive housing 13 aF 48 34 132
Homeownership in communities of color 4 11 33 a7 37 132
Housing demolition 1 15 37 44 35 132
Rental assistance 6 17 29 43 37 132
Preservation of federal subsidized housing 5 16 34 4 36 132
Mixed use housing 3 28 34 31 36 132
Mixed income housing 3 23 38 30 38 132
Downtown housing 3 27 37 2F 38 132
Other Housing activities 2 1 1 5 123 132

Table V.2

Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation

As shown in Table V.2 in this document, the 2015 Housing and Community Development survey rated
the need for homeowner rehabilitation very highly. Also rated highly were the needs for energy
efficient retrofits and retrofitting existing housing to meet seniors’ needs. Rental housing rehabilitation
was seen to have a medium need in non-entitlement areas of the state.

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

Table IV.12 presents data regarding the vintage of households, broken down by presence of children age
6 and under and income. There were 31,232 units built prior to 1940, of which some 3,337 had children
present under the age of 6. In addition, there were 275,861 households in units built between 1940 and
1979, with 29,611 households containing children under the age of 6.

Table IV.13 shows households at risk of lead-based paint by tenure and income. There were 23,010
households at or below 80 percent HUD Adjusted Median Family Income (HAMFI) with children aged 6
or younger in units at risk of lead based paint exposure.

Discussion:
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As shown above, the housing stock in Mississippi has a variety of challenges including a large number of
units with risks of lead based paint exposure to children, as well as a need for unit rehabilitation.
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MA-25 Public and Assisted Housing — (Optional)

Introduction:

Not required section for statewide Consolidated Plan

Totals Number of Units

Program Type
Certificate Mod- Public Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project Tenant - Special Purpose Voucher
-based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing
# of units vouchers
available 0 111,942 | 22,422 483 | 14,802 60 0 200
# of accessible
units 38
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

Table 39 — Total Number of Units by Program Type
Data PIC (PIH Information Center)
Source:

Describe the supply of public housing developments:

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

Not required section for statewide Consolidated Plan
Describe the Restoration and Revitalization Needs of public housing units in the jurisdiction:
Not required section for statewide Consolidated Plan

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

Not required section for statewide Consolidated Plan

Discussion:

Not required section for statewide Consolidated Plan
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MA-30 Homeless Facilities — 91.310(b)

Introduction

The following section describes the homeless facilities and services available within the State of Mississippi.

Facilities Targeted to Homeless Persons

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

Overflow Beds

Households with Adult(s) and

Child(ren) 288 0 245 73 0
Households with Only Adults 231 0 177 187 0
Chronically Homeless Households 0 0 0 32 0
Veterans 40 0 0 80 0
Unaccompanied Youth 27 0 0 0 0
Table 40 - Facilities Targeted to Homeless Persons
Data Source Comments:
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Table V.12

Homeless Service Organizations in Mississippi

State of Mississippi

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

Homeless Service Organization City
Partners to End Homelessness Jackson
Catholic Charities Jackson
The Center for Violence Prevention Pearl
Hinds County Human Resource Agency Jackson
New Dimensions Development Foundation Jackson
MNew Life for Women Inc. Jackson
Stewpot Community Services Jackson
Common Bond Association, Inc. Jackson
Hinds Behavioral Health Services Jackson
University of Southern MS- Inst for Disability Jackson
Grace House Jackson
Mountain of Faith Ministries Vicksburg
The Salvation Army Jackson
MS United to End Homelessness :aﬁlesbur
AIDS Senvice Coalition :aﬁ"%b”r
Multi-County Community Service Agency Meridian
Bolivar County Community Action Agency Cleveland
Recovery House Columbus
Open Doors Gulfport
Back Bay Mission Biloxi
Mental Health Assoc of Mississippi Gulfport
Gulf Coast Women's Center for Nonviolence Biloxi
South Mississippi AIDS Task Force Biloxi

01 http://portal .hud.gov/hudpaortal/HU D2src = /states/mississippi/homeless/2006-12-27
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M5-501 and M5-5032 Continuum of Care {CoC} Shelters

Table V.13

2014 St of Misssipl

us of g Urten ent
| Agency City
ME501 Mississippl Balance of Stats COC
Cangiic Craribes Natnez Emergency Sheter for Mbed Fop Ntz
iy of Tupsio Emergency Sheler for Mbed Fop Tupsio
Domestic Abuse Fzmily Shefer Emesgency Steller for Mbed Fop Hattesturg
Howse of Grace Emesgency Shelfer for Mbed Fop vancieae
Merian Comestic Vioknce Emesgency Steller for Mbed Fop Meridian
MNew Hope Viage Emesgency Shelfer for Mbed Fop Helly Springs
Cur House Emergency Shefler for Mbed Fop Greenie
3% Haen o Emesgency Sheller for Mied Fop Coambus
Souftwest Missisppl Christizn Cutresch  Emergency Snefler for Mbed Pop Coiumtia
Cozhoms  CAS: Center Emesgency Sheller for ASUR ing Eatenve
HOPE Hose Emesgency Shelter for Acul Ing Hamesug
L¥e Church Merigan Emergency Steler for AGUR Ing MeniEn
MCCSA Emesgency Shelier for Acul Ing Meridian
Recowry House Emergency Shefer for Acut Ing Coamece
33t Hawen Ourezch Minksties Emergency Sheller for AQUR Ind Courtia
3t Ancrews Mizsion Emergency Shefer for Acut Ing MoComb
Team. inc Emergency Sheler for AQUR Ind Hattiestung
Tre Sawation Amm-Hamesturg Emesgency Steller for Acu ind Hattesturg
The Sawaton Am-Laurel Emesgency Shelfer for ASUR Ing Laured
Tre Sawation Amm-hlencan Emesgency Steller for Acuk ind Meridian
Tre Sawaton Am-Tigelo Emesgency Sheller for AGUR Ing Tipeio
WISCAA Emergency Sheler for AGUR Ind Greenme
MS Chiioren's Home Society. Inc Emesgency Sheller for Youn Hattesturg
Saly Kate Winters Emergency Sheler for Youh West Poit
Bolar County CAA Transkioral Housing for Mibed Pop Cleetzng
Ugrinouse Rescue Mizsion Transfional Housihg for Mied Pop Hamestug
Menician Comestic Vicknce Transkioral Housing for Mibed Pop MeniEn
Recowry House Transiional Housihg for Mied Pop Combes
AIDS Sensces Coaftion Traralional Housing for AGUR Ind Hatmesturg
AEnte Hose Translioral Housing for AR ind Coumbus
Crosswing Ministries Trarnslioral Housing for AGUR Ind Corrin
Doers of Hoge Treralional Housing for AGUR Ing Cidord
Eies House Transiicnal Housing for AGUR Ind Hattesturg
Gatewzy Rescue Treraional Housing for AGUR Ing Magee
Grace Tabemack Transiicnal Housing for AGUR Ind Gresnie
Hemnghtens Transiional Housing for ASUR Ing Laure
Lzst House on the Biock Transfioral Housing for ACUR Ind Coiumtes
MCCSA Transiional Housing for AcuR Ing De Kzl
Region X§ Commission on Mentsl Hest  Transiioral Housing for AGUR Ind Emome
I3 Kate Winters Transkioral Housing for AUt Ing West Foint
R g;nma.pmme Howsing for Mbed i

s :;nms.ppome Howsing for Mbea
Missiseippl Regional Housing Auhoriy Pemanent Supportve Housing for ACUt g Colmbus
; 305 Commission_on Mental Heat  Raph Re for AduE ind Elome
Wi-503_GuiT i Coast Regional COC
Aboroant Grace Emergency Shefer for Muen Fop ey
Tre Sawation Amy Guiport Emesgency Sheller for AQUR ing Guport
The SawEmon Amy Pascagous Emergency Sheler for ACuR Ing Pazcagouiz
Communlly  Care Network Transkioral Housing for Mibed Pop Otean Sprngs
Guf Cosst Womem's Cenfer for Nomdcle  Transiional Housihg for Mied Pop ]
Sour Mississippl ADS Task Force Transiioral Housing for AUt Ing 2]
GuF Coast Women's Center for Noricle :’p"m i Bl ]
Back Bay Misskn Pemanent Supportve Housing for ACut I Bdod
Mertal Hezin Association of Missksiopl  Permanest Supportve Moushg for ACUR ind Guiport
Soun Mississppl ADS Task Fore Pemanent Supportve Housing for At I Blod
Back B3y Mission Rapia Re-Housing for AGUt Ind =]
Hancock Resourcs Center : for Adul Ind st

W https://www_hudexchange info/reports/CoC_HIC_CoC_MS-501-

2014_MS_2014.pdf

& https://www_hudexchange info/reports/CoC_HIC_CoC_MS-503-

2014_MS_2014.pdf
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Describe mainstream services, such as health, mental health, and employment services to the
extent those services are use to complement services targeted to homeless persons

Statewide there is a vast network of homeless service providers that help ensure the needs of homeless
persons are met. In addition to providing housing, service providers often provide resources for persons
to access mainstream services and benefits such and SSI and Medicaid/Medicare. Utilizing HMIS, the
homeless care network can help assess needs and direct service more accurately for homeless
individuals and families

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

There are currently a number of organizations in the State of Mississippi that offer a variety of services
to both aid those who have become homeless and to prevent persons from becoming homeless. A
partial list of the organizations providing services to the homeless population is provided in Table V.12.
Services to aid the homeless include: health clinics, housing referrals, addiction aid, employment
readiness skills training, domestic/sexual abuse support, and veteran support.

According to information from the Mississippi CoCs and the US Department of Housing and Urban
Development, there are a number of facilities within the state that offer shelter and facilities to
homeless persons in Mississippi. Organizations offering shelter facilities to homeless persons are listed
in Table V.13.
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MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services — 91.310(c)

Introduction

The following section describes the facilities and services available to the special needs populations in
the State of Mississippi.

HOPWA Assistance Baseline Table

Type of HOWA Assistance Number of Units Designated or Available for People with
HIV/AIDS and their families
TBRA 0
PH in facilities 0
STRMU 0
ST or TH facilities 0
PH placement 0
Table 41 — HOPWA Assistance Baseline
Data Source: HOPWA CAPER and HOPWA Beneficiary Verification Worksheet
To the extent information is available, describe the facilities and services that assist persons
who are not homeless but who require supportive housing, and programs for ensuring that
persons returning from mental and physical health institutions receive appropriate
supportive housing
Elderly and Frail Elderly Persons
In Mississippi, support for the elderly population is provided by the State’s Aging and Adult Services
Division, within the Department of Human Services. The mission of the Division of Aging and Adult
Services is to protect the rights of older citizens while expanding their opportunities and access to
quality services. Their vision is for older citizens to live the best life possible. Services available for the
elderly and frail elderly include nutrition, transportation, information outreach, legal assistance,
employment programs, case management, in-home services and adult day care.
People with Disabilities (Mental, Physical, Developmental)
The Mississippi Developmental of Rehabilitation Services provides resources for disabled
Mississippians. The state agency provides resources to help Mississippians with disabilities find new
careers, live more independently, overcome obstacles, and face new challenges. The following are
offices within the agency:
e Office of Vocational Rehabilitation
e Office of Vocational Rehabilitation for the Blind
e Office of Special Disability Programs
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e Office of Disability Determination Services
People with Alcohol or other Drug Addictions

The Mississippi Department of Mental Health offers a variety of drug and alcohol services. These
services are offered through a statewide network which includes state-operated facilities, regional
community mental health centers, and other nonprofit community-based programs. A variety of
outpatient and community-based residential alcohol and drug abuse prevention and treatment services
are provided by Community Mental Health Centers. Substance abuse services provided include
prevention services, employee assistance programs, counseling, outreach/aftercare services, primary
residential services, transitional residential services, vocational counseling and emergency services.

Victims of Domestic Violence

Mississippi Coalition Against Domestic Violence (MCADV) is a statewide domestic violence coalition. The
mission of MCADV is to bring about social change through advocacy, technical assistance and public
awareness. Services for victims of domestic abuse are provided by a variety of non-profit and faith-
based organizations across the state. Many of the shelters have 24-hour crisis lines and offer temporary
housing, advocacy, referral programs, counseling, and transportation, as well as many other services. A
partial list of domestic violence service providers is shown in Table V.22.

People with HIV/AIDS and Their Families

A combination of private non-profit providers and the Mississippi State Department of Health provide
HIV/AIDS services in Mississippi. The Departments STD/HIV Program links people to services for disease
prevention and control, including healthcare services for HIV. HIV testing and services are provided by
numerous public health clinics throughout the state. Free HIV testing at all county clinics. In addition a
variety of Service providers offer HIV testing along with a bevy of other services, such as case
management, transitional housing, housing referrals, food pantries, direct financial assistance, support
groups and mental health counseling. A partial list of HIV service providers in Mississippi is provided in
Table V.24.
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Table V.22
Domestic Violence Service Providers
State of Mississippi
MCADV
Homeless Service Organization Location
Angel Wings Ouireach Center Mendenhall
Care Lodge Meridian
Catholic Charities Jackson
The Center for Vioclence Prevention Pearl
Domestic Abuse Family Shelter Laurel
Guardian Shelter Natchez
Gulf Coast Women’s Center for Nonviolence Biloxi
Haven House Vicksburg
House of Grace Southaven
New Beginning Shelter Greenville
SAFE,Inc Tupelo
Safe Haven Columbus
W.I.N.G.S. Domestic Violence Sheilter McComb
Table V.22
Table V.24
HIV Service Providers
State of Mississippi
MSDH
Service Organization Location
GA Carmichael Family Health Center Belzoni
GA Carmichael Family Health Center Yazoo
Mississippi State Dept of Health Crossroads Clinic Greenville
Coastal Family Health Center, Inc. Biloxi
Mississippi State Dept of Health Medical Arts Building McComb
South MS AIDS Task Force Biloxi
Southeast MS Rural Health Initiative Hattiesburg
AIDS Service Coalition Hattiesburg
Building Bridges, Inc. Belzoni
Mississippi State Dept of Health Jackson
My Brother's Keeper Wellness Center Jackson
Jackson-Hinds Comprehensive Health Center Jackson
Ethel James Ivory Homeless Clinic Jackson

Table V.24

Describe programs for ensuring that persons returning from mental and physical health

institutions receive appropriate supportive housing

The CoCs work closely with non-profit service providers and public institutions to ensure that the needs

of persons making transitions from health facilities receive appropriate housing. This includes
coordinating services and using HMIS to match persons with the most appropriate services available.

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

MHC plans to continue to fund activities for special needs populations by encouraging sub recipients to
prioritize these populations Special needs population will continue to remain a funding priority with
HOME, CDBG and HOPWA funds that are allocated throughout the upcoming program year.

For entitlement/consortia grantees: Specify the activities that the jurisdiction plans to
undertake during the next year to address the housing and supportive services needs
identified in accordance with 91.215(e) with respect to persons who are not homeless but
have other special needs. Link to one-year goals. (91.220(2))

Not Applicable.
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MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing —91.310(d)

Negative Effects of Public Policies on Affordable Housing and Residential Investment

The 2015 Housing and Community Development Survey asked respondents to rate various factors that
act as barriers to the development or preservation of affordable housing in Mississippi. The most
common responses include the cost of land or lot, Not In My Back Yard (NIMBY) mentality, cost of
materials, cost of labor and lack of affordable housing development policies. This is shown in Table
IV.15.

In addition, the lack of housing dollars, whether they be grant or private dollars, is currently the major
barrier to producing affordable housing to meet documented needs. The lack of sufficient household
income for affordable housing has resulted in non-activity by developers, unless federal funds, state
dollars, or other incentives are offered. As a result, homeownership is just a dream for many lower-
income households.

Land use, zoning ordinances, building codes, fees and charges are not public policies of the

State. However, the State does have laws that affect elements of the industry that provides affordable
housing. Many cities and counties have adopted zoning ordinances, subdivision regulations, building
codes, and impact fees as a local option. Each city and county has its own individual codes and
ordinances. The majority of towns/counties in Mississippi do not have codes for land use policies.

The lack of infrastructure in rural areas is considered a barrier due to the fact that development is
controlled primarily by availability of water, sewer, and electricity. Cost becomes a major factor in
affordable housing production.

Mississippi’s tax structure allows for homeowners to file and receive Homestead Exemption, which
lowers the monthly mortgage payment considerably. This annual exemption applies to the primary
resident only. Homeowner’s taxes are assessed at a rate lower than that of rental or commercial
properties. The higher assessment rate on rental properties is normally incorporated into the monthly
rental fee. This tax structure directly affects the return on residential investment and serves as a
disincentive to the production of affordable rental property.

The land use restriction that has had broad impact across the state where zoning ordinances are in
effect is the constraint on manufactured housing. The exclusionary practice toward manufactured
housing constitutes a barrier to affordable housing. With design criteria and standards and with
excessive cost, manufactured housing can be provided for affordable housing and be compatible within
the community. Manufactured housing meets the need of many householders in their quest for
affordable housing.

A change in development thinking from warehousing people in complexes to dispersing them in single
family or duplex developments would result in mainstreaming low income households and not isolating
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these lower-income households in highly concentrated areas. This concept could positively affect the
quality of life leading to productive households, less crime and a break in the low-income cycle.

Table V.15
Do any of the following acts as barriers to the

development or preservation of housing?
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey

; Number of
e Citations
Cost of land or lot 50
Not In My Back Yard (NIMBY) mentality 41
Cost of materials 38
Cost of labor 478
Lack of Affordable housing development policies 35
Lack of other infrastructure 23
Lack of qualified contractors or builders 23
Lack of available land 23
Lack of sewer system 21
Construction fees 20
Permitting process 18
Building codes 18
Lack of water system 16
Permitting fees 16
Lot size 16
Density or other zoning requirements 14
ADA codes 1
Impact fees 9
Lack of water 5
Other Barriers 6

Table IV.15
Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI

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



MA-45 Non-Housing Community Development Assets -91.315(f)

Introduction

The following section describes the non-housing community development assets in the State of Mississippi.

Economic Development Market Analysis

Business Activity

Business by Sector Number of Number of Jobs Share of Workers Share of Jobs Jobs less workers
Workers % % %
Agriculture, Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction 21,771 18,044 3 3 0
Arts, Entertainment, Accommodations 96,600 86,024 12 13 1
Construction 46,942 39,997 6 6 0
Education and Health Care Services 119,827 94,365 15 14 -1
Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 40,956 32,207 0
Information 10,470 8,724 0
Manufacturing 128,459 116,187 16 18 1
Other Services 20,384 16,487 3 0
Professional, Scientific, Management Services 40,255 29,744 5 -1
Public Administration 0 0 0 0
Retail Trade 124,552 113,175 16 17 1
Transportation and Warehousing 42,082 32,127 5 -1
Wholesale Trade 35,617 28,180 4 0
Total 727,915 615,261 -- -- --
Table 42- Business Activity
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS (Workers), 2011 Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (Jobs)
Labor Force and Employment
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The size of the labor force, which represents the number of residents either working or looking for work, and the number of workers employed
in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi have both grown considerably for more than two decades. The state did experience an increase in
unemployment starting in 2009, it has since continued to fall but has not yet reached pre-recession levels. As seen in Table 111.9, the labor force
had increased to 1,127,192 persons in 2013 and employment had reached 1,031,005.

Prior to 2008, unemployment in Mississippi had remained followed national trends since 1990, as seen in Diagram Ill.1. The unemployment rate
in Mississippi has remained above the national level throughout this time. The unemployment rate in Mississippi was hit by the recent
recession, but has since lowered to 8.5 percent in 2013.

Diagram Ill.2 shows the state unemployment rate since 2008. The state’s rate reached above 12 percent in 2009, but has decreased steadily to
around 8 percent by 2014.
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Tablelll.9
Labor Force Statistics

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi

1990-2013 BLS Data

Year ] Employment Unemployment HESEEN e
Force Rate
1990 1,008,533 930,284 78,249 7.80%
1991 1,022,344 929 629 92,715 9.10%
1992 1,028,104 941,504 86,600 8.40%
1993 1,040,208 967,214 72,994 7.00%
1994 1,068,295 996,261 72,034 6.70%
1995 1,073,712 1,002,453 71,259 6.60%
1996 1,082,697 1,012 468 70,229 6.50%
1997 1,004 225 1,026,261 67,964 6.20%
1998 1,095,255 1,033,934 61,321 5.60%
1999 1,105,652 1,046,087 59,565 5.40%
2000 1,136,574 1,072,684 63,890 5.60%
2001 1,124 863 1,061,651 63,212 5.60%
2002 1,126,406 1,050,265 76,141 6.80%
2003 1,133,282 1,080,267 73,015 6.40%
2004 1,137,054 1,064,704 72,350 6.40%
2005 1,145,555 1,058,879 86,676 7.60%
2006 1,123,560 1,048,870 74,690 6.60%
2007 1,135,984 1,063,936 72,048 6.30%
2008 1,134,764 1,056,887 77,877 6.90%
2009 1,118,214 1,011,314 106,900 9.60%
2010 1,147,554 1,026,352 121,202 10.60%
2011 1,163,873 1,042 028 121,845 10.50%
2012 1,150,483 1,046,132 104,351 9.10%
2013 1,127,192 1,031,005 96,187 8.50%
Table 1.9
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Diagram lIl.1

Unemployment Rate
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
1990-2013 BLS Data
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Diagram lll.2
Monthly Unemployment Rate
State of Mississippi
1990-2014 BLS Data
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Diagram lil.2

Full and Part-Time Employment
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The Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA) provides an alternate index of employment; a count of full-time and part-time jobs in the state. These
data differ from the BLS data discussed previously in that they are collected where workers are employed rather than at the household level,
and the same person may be counted twice in this dataset if he or she works more than one job.

The count of jobs in the state and the count of labor force participants both yield a similar portrait; of mainly steady growth in the labor market
until 2008. In fact, the BEA data indicate that this growth has been steady since 1969, and that growth in the number of jobs was uniformly
positive for nearly four decades. In 1969, there were around 900,000 jobs in the state. By 2008, that number had grown to around

1,500,000. Since that time, full and part time employment had dipped before rising again, reaching 1,529,661 by 2013. This is shown in Diagram
1.3

Diagram lIl.3
Total Employment
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Average earnings per job is defined as the total earnings from all jobs statewide divided by the total number of jobs in the state, adjusted for
inflation. National growth in these earnings, which had been uniformly positive since 1969, leveled off in 2002. The state of Mississippi’s average
earnings has remained consistently below the national rate. The Average Earnings per Job in Mississippi was $42,812 in 2103, compared to
$55,498 nationally. This is shown in Diagram Il1.4.

Growth in real per capita income (PCl) is defined as the total personal income from all sources divided by the number of residents in the
state. Mississippi’s statewide real per capita income has remained below national levels since 1969. The state’s real per capita income grew to
$34,478 in 2013, while the national level was $44,543, as shown in Diagram I11.5.

Real earnings vary by industry. The industries with the highest average earnings in 2012 included mining, utilities, management of companies
and enterprises and wholesale trade. Industries with the largest rate of growth in earnings between 2011 and 2012 include farm employment,
with a 69.2 percent growth in earning in one year, followed by mining with a 7.3 percent growth.

Diagram lll.4
Average Earning Per Job
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Diagram llL.5
Real Per Capita Income
State of Mississippi
1990-2013 BEA Data
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Labor Force

Total Population in the Civilian Labor Force 1,168,400

Civilian Employed Population 16 years and over 1,051,852

Unemployment Rate 9.98

Unemployment Rate for Ages 16-24 26.85

Unemployment Rate for Ages 25-65 5.43
Table 43 - Labor Force

Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS

Occupations by Sector Number of People

Management, business and financial 187,632

Farming, fisheries and forestry occupations 38,702

Service 108,455

Sales and office 251,057

Construction, extraction, maintenance and

repair 124,531

Production, transportation and material moving 86,705

Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS

Table 44 — Occupations by Sector

Table ll.10
Employment by Industry

State of Mississippi

BEA Data: Select Years 2001-2013

%

NAICS Categories 2001 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 Change

12-13
Farm employment 53,208 45,329 44,326 43,932 45,245 45,587 44,433 42,990 -3.2%
E;r:rstry‘ fehingiretaled actviles. 2and 15402 14,597 14377 14304 13,520 13,611 13,784 13,860 0.6%
Mining 8,935 9,548 10,462 12,808 11,865 13,976 12,869 13,272 3.1%
Utilities 8,125 8,102 7,918 8,122 8,083 8,144 8,027 8,015 -0.1%
Construction 85,557 103,560 106,375 105,117 92,794 87,916 86,968 85,555 -1.6%
Manufacturing 204,686 179,683 173,589 163,590 145,979 140,063 140,190 141,986 1.3%
Wholesale trade 38,926 40,676 41,038 40,327 38,778 38,139 38,739 38,894 0.4%
Retail trade 170,104 172,596 173,013 169,195 163,715 161,223 163,795 164,271 0.3%
Transportation and warehousing 49 276 52,778 55,056 53,855 52,108 51,828 52,997 53,548 1.0%
Information 19,399 16,306 16,000 16,044 15,368 14,900 14,663 15,455 5.4%
Finance and insurance 46,996 48,430 51,472 53,536 56,002 54,957 57,680 58,496 1.4%
Real estate and rental and leasing 31,596 40,006 43,589 44 737 44,294 45,189 45,577 47,209 3.6%
Professional and technical services 46,579 54 440 56,391 57,562 55,222 55,205 55,333 55,223 -0.2%
Management of companies and enterprises 10,941 10,088 10,361 11,031 10,950 10,860 11,282 11,287 0.0%
Administrative and waste services 55,229 74614 78,006 79,187 76,192 82,464 86,983 90,519 4.1%
Educational services 17,613 21,449 22,153 23,113 23,602 25,044 24,961 25,684 2.9%
Health care and social assistance 109,474 127,010 133,856 136,375 139,643 143,645 148,755 150,544 1.2%
Arts, entertainment, and recreation 26,106 17,955 20,629 20,828 20,284 20,570 19,885 20,589 3.5%
Accommodation and food services 106,486 115,406 120,180 120,721 116,190 114,623 117,688 120,281 22%
Other services, except public administration 77,674 82,537 84,319 84 340 84,152 84,008 89,596 92,490 3.2%
Government and government enterprises 274,785 275,423 279,488 283,840 284,778 282,095 279,362 279,484 0.0%
Total 1,457,187 1,510,533 1,542,598 1,542,564 1,498,864 1,494,047 1,513,567 1,529,661 1.1%

Table lll.10
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Travel Time

Travel Time Number Percentage

< 30 Minutes 679,557 67%
30-59 Minutes 256,342 25%
60 or More Minutes 72,898 7%
Total 1,008,797 100%6

Table 45 - Travel Time

Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS

Education:

Educational Attainment by Employment Status (Population 16 and Older)

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

Educational Attainment In Labor Force
Civilian Employed Unemployed Not in Labor Force
Less than high school graduate 95,350 18,881 110,058
High school graduate (includes
equivalency) 254,039 25,128 128,211
Some college or Associate's degree 312,109 21,757 94,258
Bachelor's degree or higher 219,155 6,578 41,247
Table 46 - Educational Attainment by Employment Status
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS
Educational Attainment by Age
Age
18-24 yrs 25-34 yrs 35-44 yrs 45-65 yrs 65+ yrs
Less than 9th grade 6,473 12,011 12,215 39,928 53,933
9th to 12th grade, no diploma 46,638 41,808 36,612 81,772 54,174
High school graduate, GED, or
alternative 78,017 89,873 104,117 214,410 110,974
Some college, no degree 96,375 81,270 79,727 150,314 56,283
Associate's degree 15,489 34,246 32,474 53,102 10,930
Bachelor's degree 13,370 48,799 47,632 81,493 27,699
Graduate or professional degree 945 18,688 23,702 48,563 20,521
Table 47 - Educational Attainment by Age
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS
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Educational Attainment — Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Educational Attainment Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
Less than high school graduate 0
High school graduate (includes equivalency) 0
Some college or Associate's degree 0
Bachelor's degree 0
Graduate or professional degree 0
Table 48 — Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
Data Source:  2008-2012 ACS
Table V1.2
Please rate the need for the following Business and Economic Development activities.
Non-Entitlement Areas of Mississippi
2015 Housing and Community Development Survey
. No Low Medium High .
Question Need Need Need Need Missing Total
Attraction of new businesses 1 16 101 31 149
Expansion of existing businesses 1 20 95 33 149
Provision of job training 1 1 21 93 33 149
Retention of existing businesses 1 22 91 35 149
Enhancement of businesses infrastructure 7 32 78 32 149
Provision of job re-training, such as after plant or other closures 3 8 28 76 34 149
Foster businesses with higher paying jobs 6 29 74 40 149
Provision of technical assistance for businesses 8 46 64 31 149
Provision of venture capital 2 19 40 56 32 149
Investment as equity partners 2 3 46 50 34 149
Development of business parks 4 19 42 50 34 149
Other business activities 5 2 1 21 120 149
Table VI.2
Based on the Business Activity table above, what are the major employment sectors within
the state?
The State of Mississippi has various industries of employment. The largest sectors of employment in
2012 for the state include government and government enterprises, retail trade and health care and
social assistance. This is followed by manufacturing and accommodation and food services. The
industries with the greatest amount of growth since 2000 include administrative and waste services,
with an estimated 64 percent growth between 2000 and 2012. This was followed by real estate and
renal leasing, mining, and educational services, which all grew by more than 45 percent between 2000
and 2012. Table I11.10 shows this growth.
Describe the workforce and infrastructure needs of business in the state.
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The 2015 Housing and Community Development Survey also asked questions about economic
development needs. Interms of Business and Economic Development activities, the highest need was
placed on the attraction of new businesses and the expansion of existing businesses, followed by
provision of job training. These breakdowns are shown in Table VI.2. The next top priorities were
retention of existing businesses and enhancement of business infrastructure.

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

One major change would be the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA). WIOA is Federal
funding that the US Department of Labor provides to the Mississippi Department of Employment
Security and all other state level Departments of Labor. President Barack Obama signed the Workforce
Innovation and Opportunity Act (WIOA) into law on July 22, 2014. The law goes into effect on July 1,
2015. WIOA is designed to help job seekers access employment, education, training, and support
services to succeed in the labor market and to match employers with the skilled workers they need to
compete in the global economy. This law is the first legislative reform in 15 years of the public workforce
system. Every year the key programs that form the pillars of WIOA help tens of millions of job seekers
and workers to connect to good jobs and acquire the skills and credentials needed to obtain them. The
enactment of WIOA provides opportunity for reforms to ensure the American Job Center system is job-
driven—responding to the needs of employers and preparing workers for jobs that are available now
and in the future.

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

The Mississippi Comprehensive Workforce Training and Education Consolidation Act was enacted to
establish a comprehensive workforce development system to achieve results, use resources efficiently
and ensure that workers and employers can easily access needed services. The intent of the Act was to
consolidate the leadership in the Mississippi State Workforce Investment Board to ensure that
workforce activities are delivered through a statewide system that maximizes cooperation among state
agencies. As a result, the increased employment, retention, earnings and skill level of participants will
improve the quality of the workforce, reduce welfare dependency, and enhance the productivity and
competitiveness of the state of Mississippi. Through this system, the state’s workforce partners work
closely with businesses to assure that the training being provided is in line with the business

needs. Mississippi’s workforce system strives to develop individuals’ skill-sets so they meet the
requirements of employment opportunities throughout the state.

Describe current workforce training initiatives supported by the state. Describe how these
efforts will support the state's Consolidated Plan.
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Mississippi’s customized workforce system is designed to maximize job and career options for workers
while providing business and industry a diverse, multi-skilled talent pool from which to select job
candidates that meet their needs. This system provides the framework needed to develop strong,
vibrant regional economies where businesses not only thrive, but the desire to live and work is instilled
within the people residing in these areas. The workforce system operates as a comprehensive, cohesive,
integrated, and streamlined network facilitating opportunities for workers and businesses alike.

Describe any other state efforts to support economic growth.

The State plans to utilize CDBG funds for economic development. Refer to the goals laid out in the
Strategic Plan to see allocation and outcome measures.

Discussion

See above discussion
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MA-50 Needs and Market Analysis Discussion

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

Housing problems tend to be concentrated in areas with high rates of poverty. As shown previously,
some 70 percent of households at or below 30 percent MFI have housing problems. Refer to the
following question for areas with high concentrations of poverty. Concentration is defined as having a
disproportionate share (or ten percentage points higher). The following section describes
disproportionate share.

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

Geographic analysis of racial distribution was conducted by calculating the percentage share of total
population within each census tract of the particular sub-population; i.e., racial or ethnic group. That
share was then plotted on a geographic map. The goal of this analysis was to identify areas with
disproportionate concentrations of each sub-population. HUD defines a population as having a
disproportionate share when a portion of a population is more than 10 percentage points higher than
the jurisdiction average. For example, the white population accounted for 62.2 percent of the total
population of the non-entitlement areas of the State in 2010—accordingly, the disproportionate share
threshold for that population was 72.2 percent in that year. Any areas in which more than 72.2 percent
of the population was white were therefore said to hold a disproportionate share of white residents.

The black population accounted for only 34.1 percent of the population in 2000. The state saw many
areas with disproportionate share of blacks in the non-entitlement areas of Mississippi in 2000. A
majority of these areas were located on the western half of the state. Similarly, in 2010, the black
population had a disproportionate share in many areas throughout the non-entitlement areas of the
state. The black population did outpace the non-entitlement state average growth, having a 6.7 percent
increase between 2000 and 2010. The change in distribution of black residents is shown in Maps Ill.1
and 111.2 on the following pages.

Hispanic populations in 2000 and 2010 are shown in Maps 111.3 and I11.4, on the following pages. In 2000,
the only county that contained a disproportionate share of Hispanic residents was Yazoo County. There
were some shifts in areas with concentrations of Hispanic residents by 2010 and three counties
contained disproportionate share of Hispanic residents. This included Adams, Calhoun, Pontotoc,
Tallahatchie and Yazoo Counties. These changes are shown in Maps 1.5 and 111.6 on the following

pages.

Maps I11.6 and 111.7 show the shift in areas with concentrations of poverty throughout the State. In 2000,
there were multiple census tracts with higher concentrations of poverty. Most of these were found on
the western half of the state. By 2012, poverty concentrations had shifted somewhat and spread out to
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other areas of the state. The non-entitlement areas of Mississippi saw an increase in the overall poverty
rate from 2000 to 2013, increasing from 19.7 percent to 21.9 percent.

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

These various regions across the state with concentrations of poverty and minority populations have a
variety of characteristics and challenges. If you compare these maps to the maps demonstrating racial
and ethnic concentrations to the maps showing poverty, you will notice that many areas with higher
concentrations of poverty are also areas with higher concentrations of racial and ethnic minorities.
Are there any community assets in these areas/neighborhoods?

Each area and community contains a variety of assets, which vary across the state.

Are there other strategic opportunities in any of these areas?

Not required
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Map I1l.2
2010 Black Population

Non-entitlement areas of Mississippi
2010 Census Data
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Map IIL.3
2000 Hispanic Population

Non-entitlement areas of Mississippi
Census Bureau 2000
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Map lIl.4
2010 Hispanic Population
Non-entitlement areas of Mississippi
Census Bureau 2010
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Map IIL7

2012 Poverty Rates
Non-entitl t areas of Mississipp
American Community Survey, 2008-2012
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Table 2A

Consolidated Plan

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

Table 2A
State of Mississippi
Priority Housing Needs Table for 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan

PRIORITY HOUSING NEEDS

Priority Unmet Need
(Households)
0-30% H 18,860
Small Related 31-50% H 14,980
51-80% H 12,035
0-30% H 4,485
Large Related 31-50% H 4325
51-80% H 2,965
Renter 0-30% H 5517
Elderly 31-50% H 5,468
51-80% H 2,967
0-30% H 14,185
All Other 31-50% H 10,035
51-80% H 7,315
0-30% M 13,210
Small Related 31-50% M 13,940
51-80% H 18,305
0-30% H 2,901
Large Related 31-50% H 3,455
51-80% H 5,170
Hweer 0-30% H 15,240
Elderly 31-50% H 16,686
51-80% H 10,915
0-30% M 8,485
All Other 31-50% M 6,115
51-80% H 6,435
Non-Homeless Elderly 0-80% H 39,047
Special Needs Frail Elderly 0-80% H 25,768
Severe Mental lliness 0-80% H 91
Alcohol/Drug Abuse 0-80% H 380
HIV/AIDS 0-80% H 14
Victimsof Domestic Violence 0-80% H 175
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Table 2B

Consolidated Plan

HUD Table 2B

Community Development Needs in Mississippi

PRIORITY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENTNEEDS

Priority Need Level
(High, Medium, Low,
MNo Such Need)

Economic Development Activities

Aftract new businesses

Retain exiding busnesses

Expand exiding businesses

Frovide job training

Provide job re-training

Enhance busnessinfragtructure

Provide worldng capital for businesses

Provide businesses with technical assgance

Invest asequity partners

Provide venture capital

Develop businessincubators

Develop business parks

Human and Public Services

ransportation services

ealthcare services

Youth centers

Seniorservices

Mental health/chemical dependency services

Childcare services

Employment services

Fairhousing education

Fairhousing activilies

Homebuyereducation

Tenant/Landord counseling

Crime awareness education

Mitigation of radonhazards

Mitigation of asbestoshazards

Mitigation of lead-based paint hazards

EIEIEIEIE E = IExIElIxx xix]=] |1Z2EIEEIEEEEx]x]x)x

Infrastructure

Street and road improvements

Bicycle and walkingpaths

[ Sidewalkimprovements

Water system capacityimprovements

Flood drainage improvements

Sewer systemn improvements

Water guality improvements

Stom sewer sydem improvements

Solid wade facility Improvements

Bridge improvements

HEEHEFHEEEEES

Public Facilities

outh centers

Healthcare facilities

Childcare facilties

Community centers

Residential treatmentcenters

Fublic buildngswith improved accessbility

Seniorcenters

Parks and recreational centers

x|= (== xz|=|x|x
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Strategic Plan

SP-05 Overview

Strategic Plan Overview

The following list presents the overriding strategies and goals of the Mississippi Five-Year Consolidated
Plan for Housing and Community Development, including selected performance criteria associated with
each strategy and goal. Furthermore, there may be a need to direct such housing resources by use of
project selection criteria, which may be updated annually, based upon year-to-year need and local
circumstances.

The strategies the state will pursue over the next five years are as follows:

HOUSING STRATEGIES:
1. Enhance the quality affordable housing through New Construction and substantial rehabilitation of
rental units funded by the HOME and HTF Programs.

2. Preserve the affordable housing stock through rehabilitation

3. Promote homeownership

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES:

1. Encourage economic development opportunities that retain and expand existing businesses and
attract new businesses in Mississippi

2. Enhance the quality of Mississippi’s public facilities

HOMELESS AND HIV STRATEGIES:

1. Provide for emergency shelters

2. Provide for rapid re-housing assistance for those at risk of homelessness

3. Enhance homeless prevention and HMIS

4. Enhance housing and services for persons with HIV/AIDS

This special needs population will be the target population for housing provided through the HTF
Program. The State of MS has indicated in the HTF Allocation Plan that at least 10% nor more than 20%
of this population will be served. This also corresponds to the State of MS's Plan in response to the
Olmstead Initiative through the U.S. Department of Justice.
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SP-10 Geographic Priorities — 91.315(a)(1)
Geographic Area

Table 49 - Geographic Priority Areas

1 Area Name: Non-Entitlement Entities

Area Type: CDBG funds are available to non-
entitlement entities

Other Target Area Description: CDBG funds are available to non-
entitlement entities

HUD Approval Date:

% of Low/ Mod:

Revital Type:

Other Revital Description:

Identify the neighborhood boundaries for this target area.

Include specific housing and commercial characteristics of this
target area.

How did your consultation and citizen participation process
help you to identify this neighborhood as a target area?

Identify the needs in this target area.

What are the opportunities for improvement in this target
area?

Are there barriers to improvement in this target area?

2 Area Name: Statewide

Area Type: Funds are not targeted
geographically, but are available
statewide.

Other Target Area Description: Funds are not targeted
geographically, but are available
statewide.

HUD Approval Date:

% of Low/ Mod:

Revital Type:

Other Revital Description:

Identify the neighborhood boundaries for this target area.
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Include specific housing and commercial characteristics of this
target area.

How did your consultation and citizen participation process
help you to identify this neighborhood as a target area?

Identify the needs in this target area.

What are the opportunities for improvement in this target
area?

Are there barriers to improvement in this target area?

General Allocation Priorities

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

No geographic priorities. CDBG funds are available statewide to eligible non-entitlement entities.

HTF funds will be allocated to projects that focus and achieve the most impact of the State's priorities in
rural and urban areas of the State. Projects considered for funding will be rated on Geographic Diversity
which includes: 1) in locations that are considered poverty driven and address the affordable rental
housing needs for extremely low-income and very low-income households. Preference will be given to
developments located in counties with a poverty rate above 30%; 2) address critical housing needs with
an emphasis on the prevention, reduction, and expansion of permanent housing opportunities for
persons experiencing homelessness and persons with serious mental illness; and 3) according to the
shortage or strong evidence of an inadequate supply of rental housing affordable to very low and
extremely low-income households.
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SP-25 Priority Needs — 91.315(a)(2)

Priority Needs
Table 50 — Priority Needs Summary
1 Priority Need | Low-income renter households to include HTF
Name
Priority Level | High
Population Extremely Low
Low
Large Families
Families with Children
Elderly
Rural
Individuals
Families with Children
Mentally Il
Chronic Substance Abuse
veterans
Persons with HIV/AIDS
Geographic Funds are not targeted geographically, but are available statewide.
Areas
Affected
Associated Promote New Construction/ Substantial Rehab w/HTF
Goals
Description The State of Mississippi has over 100,000 renter-occupied households with housing
problems. Meeting the needs of this population is a high priority for the State of
Mississippi. With the additional allocation received for HTF, there will be additional
households serving the very-low and extremely-low income served by placing more
rental units in service to provide housing for this population which may include
homeless individuals and/or persons with serious mental illness.
Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,
Relative public input and market analysis.
Priority Requirements set forth in National Housing Trust Fund regulations.
2 Priority Need | Low-income owner households
Name
Priority Level | High
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Population

Extremely Low

Low

Moderate

Large Families
Families with Children

Elderly

Geographic Funds are not targeted geographically, but are available statewide.

Areas

Affected

Associated Preserve housing stock through rehabilitation

Goals

Description The State of Mississippi has over 120,000 owner-occupied households at or below
80 percent MFI with housing problems. The State continues to place a high priority
on low-income owner-occupied households.

Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,

Relative public input and market analysis.

Priority

Priority Need | Persons with Disabilities

Name

Priority Level | High
Population Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Persons with Mental Disabilities
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Geographic Funds are not targeted geographically, but are available statewide.
Areas
Affected
Associated Promote Homeownership for Disabled households
Goals
Description The State places a high priority on households with persons with disabilities and
their access to adequate housing.
Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,
Relative public input, market analysis and performance results from the HOYO program.
Priority

Consolidated Plan
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Priority Need
Name

Special needs, including persons with HIV/AIDS

Priority Level | High
Population Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Persons with HIV/AIDS and their Families
Geographic Funds are not targeted geographically, but are available statewide.
Areas
Affected
Associated Enhance housing and services for persons with HIV
Goals
Description The special needs population is a high priority for the State of Mississippi. The
State places a high priority on ensuring persons with HIV/AIDS have adequate
access to services and housing.
Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,
Relative public input and market analysis.
Priority
Priority Need | Homelessness
Name
Priority Level | High
Population Rural
Chronic Homelessness
Individuals
Families with Children
Mentally Il
Chronic Substance Abuse
veterans
Persons with HIV/AIDS
Victims of Domestic Violence
Unaccompanied Youth
Geographic Funds are not targeted geographically, but are available statewide.
Areas
Affected
Associated Enhance Homeless prevention and HMIS
Goals Provide Rapid Re-housing Assistance for homeless

Provide for Emergency Shelters

Consolidated Plan
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Description The fight against homelessness continues to be a high priority for the State of
Mississippi, with over 1,300 persons homeless in non-entitlement areas of the state
in 2014.
Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,
Relative public input, and coordination with the CoCs within the State.
Priority
6 Priority Need | Public facilities
Name
Priority Level | High
Population Non-housing Community Development
Geographic Funds are not targeted geographically, but are available statewide.
Areas
Affected
Associated Improve public facilities
Goals
Description Public facilities, such as streets, roads and sidewalks continue to be a high priority
in meeting the needs of Mississippi's low-to-moderate income residents.
Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,
Relative public input and market analysis.
Priority
7 Priority Need | Retain, expand, attract businesses
Name
Priority Level | High
Population Non-housing Community Development
Geographic CDBG funds are available to non-entitlement entities
Areas
Affected
Associated Encourage Economic Development
Goals
Description Retaining and expanding existing businesses, as well as attracting new businesses is
a high priority for the State of Mississippi in order to meet the economic
development needs of communities in non-entitlement areas of the State.
Basis for This priority was established through the development of the needs assessment,
Relative public input and market analysis.
Priority
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Narrative (Optional)

Priority Need #1 includes actions the State will take beginning in 2016 through the remainder of the Con
Plan period based on funding received through the HTF. The priority need has been established based
on the regulations set forth by the HTF and the priority of rental housing needs in the State of MS.
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SP-30 Influence of Market Conditions —91.315(b)

Influence of Market Conditions

Affordable
Housing Type

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

Tenant Based
Rental Assistance
(TBRA)

As shown by the pervious sections, the demand for rental has increased and is
expected to continue to increase throughout the course of this Plan. This state
expects to see the need for TBRA to continue as the number of cost-burdened
families continues to grow.

TBRA for Non-
Homeless Special
Needs

The Non-Homeless Special Needs populations within the state have a variety of
housing needs throughout the state. The increase in demand for rentals and the
increase in the price of rentals will place a high need for special need populations
within the state. These increases make rentals unaffordable to many special
needs populations.

New Unit
Production

As shown by this Market Analysis section, housing production has not been
keeping pace with demand, resulting in an increase in price. New unit production
will increase the number of affordable units available to Mississippi

households. The 2015 Housing and Community Development Survey results
indicated a high level of need for new unit production, both rental and for-sale.

The HTF Allocation will allow for production of additional rental units to be
occupied by very low-income and extremely low-income families and those
special needs population to include the homeless and serious mental ill.

Rehabilitation

The state of Mississippi has seen a growth in the need for housing, and an
increase in cost burdens. This combination calls for rehabilitation of existing
units, especially homeowner, in order to meet the needs of households
throughout the state. The results of the 2015 Housing and Community
Development Survey also indicated a high level of need for unit rehabilitation.

Acquisition,
including
preservation

As shown previously in this Plan, there are a number of subsidized units at risk of
expiring. As the demand for affordable rental units continues to increase, the loss
of these units will place additional households in need. This, in addition to survey
results, has indicated a high level of need for preservation of affordable units.

The HTF Allocation will allow for the preservation of rental units to be occupied by
very low-income and extremely low-income families and those special needs
population to include the homeless and serious mental ill.

Table 51 — Influence of Market Conditions

Population
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Table II.1 shows the changes in population that have occurred in Mississippi from 2000 through the
most recent population estimates for 2013. For the state overall, the population increased from
2,844,658 in 2000 to over 2,991,207 in 2013. The population for the non-entitlement areas of the State
increased from 2,451,801 to 2,619,259 in 2013, an increase of 6.8 percent.

Tablelll1

Intercensal Population Estimates

State of Mississippi
U S. Census Data

Biloxi Gulfport Hattiesburg Jackson Mo.s S Pascagoula Mon-Enfiticment State of

Year City city city city Potat city : Arsz of Mississippi
city : Mississippi

2000 Census 50,644 71,127 44,779 184,256 15,861 26,200 2,451,801 2,844,658
2001 50,518 71,341 44,789 184,345 15,574 25,968 2,460,459 2,852,994
2002 50,147 71,525 44,555 182,658 15,343 25,533 2,468,920 2,858,681
2003 49,223 70,941 44 513 181,450 15,105 25,084 2,481,996 2,868,312
2004 49,880 72,465 44,426 181,035 15,064 24977 2,501,163 2,889,010
2005 49,629 72,868 44 553 179,508 14,912 24 678 2,519,795 2,905,943
2006 43,395 64,088 45123 179,729 14,062 23,254 2,535,327 2,904,978
2007 43,902 65,535 45716 177,011 14,125 23,287 2,558,774 2,928,350
2008 44 156 66,634 45 631 174,742 14,019 23,023 2,579,601 2,947 806
2009 44,027 67,188 45,971 173,647 13,870 22.710 2,591,361 2,958,774
2010 Census 44,054 67,793 45,989 173,514 13,704 22,392 2,599,851 2,967,297
2011 44,246 68,882 46,701 175,374 13,759 22,363 : 2,606,561 2,977,886
2012 44 546 70,014 47,230 175,195 13,710 22,271 : 2,613,484 2,986,450
2013 44,820 71,012 47,556 172,638 13,682 22,240 . 2,619,259 2,991,207
0014 % -11.5% -0.2% 6.2% -6.3% -13.7% -15.1% : 6.8% 52%
Change >

Table lll.1

Population by Race and Ethnicity

As the population of Mississippi grew between 2000 and 2010, the racial and ethnic composition of the
state shifted as well. Overall, the population grew by 6.0 percent in non-entitlement areas, though
different racial and ethnic groups within the overall population grew at different rates. The white
population, which accounted for the largest proportion of Mississippi residents in both years, grew by
3.1 percent. The white population comprised a smaller proportion of the population in 2010 than it had
in 2000. The racial group with the largest rate of change in the decade was persons who identified as
“other,” which grew by 175.7 percent. This was followed by two or more races with a change of 79.6
percent.

The Hispanic population grew at a faster rate than the non-Hispanic population. In 2000, Hispanic
residents accounted for 1.3 percent of the population. After experiencing a rate of growth of 104.2
percent between 2000 and 2010, the Hispanic population came to account for 2.6 percent of the total
population. Meanwhile, the non-Hispanic population only grew by 4.7 percent and the proportion of
non-Hispanic Mississippi residents fell by more than one percentage point.
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Tablelll.2
Population by Race and Ethnicity

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

w00 S 20 CEBME: | catunislhia g 2010 Census : % Change
Population % of Total Population % of Total ’ 00-10
White 1,570,081 64 0% 1,618,335 62 2% : 31%
Black 830,193 33.9% 885,796 34.1% : 6.7%
American Indian 10,724 A% 14,089 5% 31.4%
Asian 13,255 5% 21,247 8% 60.3%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific 501 0% 900 0% 79.6%
Islander :
Other 11,356 5% 31,303 1.2% : 175.7%
Two or More Races 15,691 6% 28,181 1.1% 79.6%
Total 2,451,801 100.0% 2,599,851 100.0% - 6.0%
Non-Hispanic 2,419,153 98.7% 2,533,181 97 4% : 4. 7%
Hispanic 32,648 1.3% 66,670 2.6% - 104 2%
Table 111.2

Population by Age

The non-entitlement areas of Mississippi experienced a shift in the population between 2000 and 2010
as growth in the number of older residents generally outpaced growth in the number of younger
residents as seen in Table IIl.3, below. The fastest-growing age cohort during this time period was
composed of residents between the ages of 55 and 64; this cohort grew by 42.8 percent between 2000
and 2010. Those aged 65 or older also grew at a rate higher than average at 13.8 percent.

The elderly population is defined by the Census Bureau as comprising any person aged 65 or older. As
noted in the 2000 Census data, some 289,886 persons in non-entitlement areas of Mississippi were
considered elderly; by 2010 there were 340,063 elderly persons. Table 111.6, below, segregates this age
cohort into several smaller groups. This table shows that those aged 70 to 74 comprised the largest age
cohort of the elderly population in Mississippi in 2010 at 84,384 persons, followed by the age group of
those 75 to 79 with 62,416 persons. Between 2000 and 2010, the most growth occurred in those aged
65 to 66 with a 30.5 percent increase, followed by those aged 67 to 69, with a 22.7 percent

increase. The elderly population, as a whole, saw 13.8 percent of increase between 2000 and 2010.

The elderly population also includes those who are considered to be frail elderly, defined as elderly
persons whose physiological circumstances may limit functional capabilities; this is often quantified as
those who are 85 years of age and older. Table 1.4 shows that there were 38,973 persons aged 85 or
older in Mississippi at the time of the 2010 Census.
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Tablelll.3
Population by Age
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

KoE, ik 2000 Census 2010 Census : % Change
Population % of Total Population % of Total - 00-10
Under 5 175,043 7.1% 182,953 7.0% 4 5%
5to 19 578,453 23.6% 550,977 21.5% : -3.2%
20to 24 174,981 7.1% 175,165 6.7% : 1%
2510 34 324 595 13.2% 331,816 12.8% : 2 2%
3510 54 683,518 27 9% 700,917 27 0% : 2 5%
55 to 64 216,325 8.8% 308,960 11.9% : 42 8%
65 or Older 298,886 12.2% 340,063 13.1% : 13.8%
Total 2,451,801 100.0% 2,599 851 100.0% 6.0%
Table 111.3
Tablelll.4
Elderly Population by Age
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data
Kip s 2008 Censts @ s hisat) 2010 Census : % Change
Population % of Total Population % of Total - 00-10
65 to 66 35,336 11.8% 46,128 136% - 30.5%
67 to 69 50,769 17.0% 62,270 183% . 227%
70to 74 76,233 25.5% 84,384 248% - 10.7%
7510 79 58,983 19.7% 62,416 18.4% 5.8%
80 to 84 40,282 13.5% 45,892 13.5% 13.9%
85 or Older 37,283 12.5% 38,973 11.5% A 4 5%
Total 298,886 100.0% 340,063 100.0% : 13.8%
Table 1ll.4

Group Quarters Population

The Census Bureau defines group quarters as “places where people live or stay in a group living
arrangement, which are owned or managed by an entity or organization providing housing and/or
services for the residents[1].” The group quarters population is further divided into two overall
categories:

o The institutionalized population includes persons under formally authorized supervised care or
custody, such as those living in correctional institutions, nursing homes, juvenile institutions,
halfway houses, mental or psychiatric hospitals, and wards.

o The non-institutionalized population includes persons who live in group quarters other than
institutions, such as college dormitories, military quarters or group homes. These latter settings
include community-based homes that provide care and supportive services, such as those with
alcohol and drug addictions. This particular category also includes emergency and transitional
shelters for the homeless.[2]

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 133

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



The number of residents living in group quarters in non-entitlement areas Mississippi grew slightly from
74,914 in 2000 to 76,434 in 2010, an increase of 2.0 percent. Noninstitutionalized group quarters saw a
decrease of 16.0 percent; while institutionalized groups quarters saw a 14.5 percent increase. The
groups that drove the overall increase were correctional institutions, while all other group quarters
declined.

Tablelll.7

Group Quarters Population
Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

2000 Census 2010 Census
Group Quarters Type ~ _ %of - “Chiange
Population % of Total Population : 00-10
Total -
Institutionalized
‘Correctional Institutions 22978 519% 32,348 63.8% : 408% |
Juvenile Facilities ' : 2,070 4 1% : :
Nursing Homes 15,973 36.1% 14,396 28.4% - -9 9%
Other Institutions 5,352 12.1% 1,913 3.8% . -64.3%
Total 44 303 100.0% 50,727 1000% : 145%
Noninstitutionalized
‘College Dormitories 22325 729% 20,188 785% :  96%
Military Quarters 1,187 3.9% 609 2 4% - -48.7%
Other Noninstitutional 7,099 23.2% 4910 191% - -30.8%
Total 30,611 40.9% 25,707 336% . -16.0%
| Group Quarters Population 74,914  1000% 76,434  100.0% : 2.0%
Table 1.7
Households

Mississippi households in non-entitlement areas grew smaller, in general, between 2000 and 2010. The
number of households grew by 8.5 percent overall between 2000 and 2010, but the number of
households between three and five members fell behind that overall growth rate, and occupied smaller
percentages of all Mississippi households at the end of the decade. By contrast, the number of one-
person households grew at a rate of 16.9 percent and the number of two-person households grew by
11.4 percent. As a result, households with one or two members came to occupy 25.7 and 32.3 percent
of all households, respectively, by the end of the decade. Additionally, the number of households with
seven persons or more grew by 17.3 percent, and the proportion of all households that were occupied
by seven or more members grew to account for 1.7 percent of households.
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Tablelll.8

Households by Household Size

Non-Entitlement Area of Mississippi
2000 & 2010 Census SF1 Data

2000 Census

2010 Census

Size Household % of Total Household % of Total Change
s 00-10
One Person 214,817 23.9% 251,060 25.7% 16.9%
Two Persons 282 824 31.5% 314,953 32.3% 11.4%
Three Persons 168,567 18.7% 170,826 17.5% 1.3%
Four Persons 136,490 15.2% 133,853 13.7% -1.9%
Five Persons 61,022 6.8% 64,341 6.6% 5.4%
Six Persons 21,602 2.4% 24,247 2.5% 12.2%
29V Remonsor 13,853 15% 16,245 17% 17.3%
More
Total 899,175 100.0% 975,525 100.0% 8.5%
Table 111.8
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SP-35 Anticipated Resources - 91.315(a)(4), 91.320(c)(1,2)

Introduction

The annual allocation estimates are shown below based on HUD's published formula allocation amounts. Funds to be used for administrative
expenditures and program uses of funds as listed below.

Anticipated Resources

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

Program Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Funds Annual Program | Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: Income: | Resources: S Available
S S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
CDBG public - | Acquisition 2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
federal | Admin and published formula allocation
Planning amounts. Uses of funds do not
Economic include Public Services and/or
Development Housing
Housing
Public
Improvements
Public Services 23,051,271 | 650,000 750,000 | 24,451,271 0
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Program

Source
of Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1

Annual
Allocation:

$

Program
Income:

$

Prior Year
Resources:

$

Total:
S

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder
of ConPlan

$

Narrative Description

HOME

public -
federal

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

New construction
for ownership
TBRA

6,567,447

6,567,447

2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
published formula allocation
amounts. Uses of funds do not
include TBRA

HOPWA

public -
federal

Permanent housing
in facilities
Permanent housing
placement

Short term or
transitional housing
facilities

STRMU

Supportive services
TBRA

988,917

988,917

2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
published formula allocation
amounts.
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Program Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Funds Annual Program | Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: Income: | Resources: S Available
S S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
ESG public - | Conversion and 2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
federal | rehab for published formula allocation
transitional housing amounts. Uses of funds do not
Financial Assistance include Conversion and rehab for
Overnight shelter transitional housing
Rapid re-housing
(rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional
housing 2,247,444 0 0| 2,247,444 0
Housing public - | Multifamily rental It has been estimated that each
Trust federal | new construction State will receive at least
Fund Multifamily rental $3,000,000 in allocation for the
rehab 0 0 0 0 | 12,000,000 | Housing Trust Fund.

Table 52 - Anticipated Resources

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

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)- Local units of government will provide matching funds for the public facilities projects and
economic development projects. On economic development projects, tier 1 and 2 counties are required to provide a 10% match and tier 3
counties are required to make best offer up to 10% match. For public facilities projects, local units of government with 3,500 or greater
population may provide a match to increase their funding chances in the competitive process. CDBG State Administration will be up to 3% of the
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allocation plus the first $100,000 or $780,000 Federal funds. State of Mississippi will provide 1:1 match for State Administration except for the
first $100,000 Federal Funds. HOME Investment Partnerships Program Grant (HOME)- Due to fiscal distress, HUD exempts the matching
requirement for the State of Mississippi. HUD's exemptions are listed on the website:
http://portal.hud.gov/hudportal/HUD?src=/program_offices/comm_planning/affordablehousing/programs/home/match/2012">http://portal.h
ud.gov/hudportal/HUD?src=/program_offices/comm_planning/affordablehousing/programs/home/match/2012.

Potential buyers must qualify for a mortgage and HOME funding will be used for down payment assistance and closing costs. HOME State
Administration will be up to 10% of the allocation or $700,000. Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)- Sub recipients will provide the dollar for dollar
match funds. The matching funds will be shown at the time of application. ESG State Administration will be up to 7.5 of the allocation or
$150,000. The Mississippi Home Corporation will use up to 3% of the allocation or $28,904 HOPWA funds for State Administration.

Mississippi Home Corporation administers Low-Income Housing Tax Credits and the Housing Trust Fund for the State of Mississippi. HOME funds
will be used as "gap financing" for LIHTC projects. According to the State of MS HTF Allocation Plan, HTF funds will also be provided as "gap
financing" for 4% Tax Exempt Bonds administered by MHC. Due to the allocation received and the estimated number of units this funding

will put in service, a substantial amount of leverage from other sources will be required.

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

Not applicable.

Discussion

The National Housing Trust Fund (NHTF) established in July 2008 as part of the Housing and Economic Recovery Act of 2008 (HERA) required that
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac pay 4.2 basis points of their annual volume of business to two funds. The NHTF was to receive 65% and the
remaining 35% was to go the Capital Magnet Fund (CMF). The requirement that Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac contribute to the two funds was
suspended when the companies were taken into conservatorship in September 2008 at the height of the housing crisis. The Director of the
Federal Housing Finance Agency, has now lifted the suspension on Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac’s obligation to fund the National Housing Trust
Fund (NHTF) and the CMF.
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The NHTF is a block grant to the states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. territories. The purpose of the NHTF is to increase and
preserve the supply of housing, principally rental housing for extremely low income households. The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) will administer the NHTF and in 2010 HUD issued proposed regulations to implement the NHTF. The proposed regulations
can be found at: http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2010-10-29/pdf/2010-27069.pdf. Final regulations are expected in early 2015.

The law that created the NHTF requires HUD to use a formula to distribute NHTF dollars directly to states. MHC has been designated as the
authorized agency to receive NHTF funds from HUD and to administer the state’s NHTF program.

MHC on behalf of the State of Mississippi has submitted the HTF Allocation Plan to HUD. The Allocation Plan indicates 1) how MHC will allot the
HTF dollars 2) how HTF dollars will be distributed by the MHC based on the priority housing needs in the Consolidated Plan.
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SP-40 Institutional Delivery Structure — 91.315(k)

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

Responsible Entity Responsible Entity Role Geographic Area Served
Type
Mississippi Government Economic State
Development Authority Development
neighborhood
improvements

public facilities
public services

MISSISSIPPI HOME Other Homelessness State
CORPORATION Non-homeless special
needs

Ownership

Planning

Rental

Table 53 - Institutional Delivery Structure
Assess of Strengths and Gaps in the Institutional Delivery System

Mississippi will meet its responsibility to provide decent and affordable housing, and the State will aid in
the development of viable communities with suitable living environments and expanded economic and
community development opportunities. This will be done with the help and support of a network of
public institutions, nonprofit organizations, and private industries, of which many will be discussed
below. The State is fortunate to have a strong working relationship with and between its service
agencies. The Mississippi Development Authority will be responsible for administering CDBG funds. The
Mississippi Home Corporation will be responsible for administering HOME, ESG and HOPWA

funds. Working collaboratively, the State has the institutional delivery structure in place to implement
the goals and objectives outlined in this Consolidated Plan.

Strengths and Gaps of the Institutional Delivery System

In recognizing the gaps that could develop between Jackson-based agencies and the non-entitlement
areas of the state, the MDA is continuing its efforts to build area-wide partnerships and alliances to gain
the maximum impact from limited resources. The MDA and MHC, in cooperation with Planning and
Development Districts, and other agencies of state government continues to initiate meetings,
workshops and continuing education programs to provide another avenue of making the public aware of
programs and funds that are available.
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Availability of services targeted to homeless persons and persons with HIV and mainstream

services
Homelessness Prevention Available in the Targeted to Targeted to People
Services Community Homeless with HIV

Homelessness Prevention Services
Counseling/Advocacy X X X
Legal Assistance X
Mortgage Assistance X X
Rental Assistance X X X
Utilities Assistance X X X

Street Outreach Services
Law Enforcement X X
Mobile Clinics X X
Other Street Outreach Services X X
Supportive Services

Alcohol & Drug Abuse X X X
Child Care X X
Education X X
Employment and Employment
Training X X X
Healthcare X X X
HIV/AIDS X X X
Life Skills X X X
Mental Health Counseling X X X
Transportation X X X

Other

Table 54 - Homeless Prevention Services Summary
Describe the extent to which services targeted to homeless person and persons with HIV and

mainstream services, such as health, mental health and employment services are made

available to and used by homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and

families, families with children, veterans and their families and unaccompanied youth) and
persons with HIV within the jurisdiction

The three Continuums of Care (CoC) within the state serve to coordinate care across the state. Utilizing

HMIS to best assess and address needs, the service providers within the State are able to coordinate to

provide persons with HIV and homeless persons with the best suited services for their needs. There are

varying levels of services provided in the state, with more services being available in more urban

areas. Nonetheless, the CoCs serve to help fill these gaps by coordinating state efforts to improve

access to services across the state.
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Services, such as employment training, healthcare and mental health counseling are a part of the
network of care the CoCs promote throughout the state.

Describe the strengths and gaps of the service delivery system for special needs population
and persons experiencing homelessness, including, but not limited to, the services listed
above

The State will continue to fund efforts throughout the state to meet the needs of special needs
populations and the homeless. These efforts are constrained by the amount of need and the lack of
funds available. Meeting needs are stifled by the availability of services and the capacity of service
providers throughout the state. In statewide networks of care, every attempt is made to serve the
needs of the population. Through the coordination of local service providers, and a statewide strategy,
efforts to address needs are done in a strategic way to help address both individual and system wide
needs.

Provide a summary of the strategy for overcoming gaps in the institutional structure and
service delivery system for carrying out a strategy to address priority needs

The MHC and MDA will continue to work closely with Mississippi agencies, the state’s CoCs, and other
statewide and local entities to ensure the needs of the state are being met. MHC will continue to
coordinate efforts with other state agencies, being responsive to the needs of the residents of the State
of Mississippi.

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 143

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



SP-45 Goals Summary — 91.315(a)(4)

Goals Summary Information

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

Sort Goal Name Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Year | Year Area
1 Promote New 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Statewide Low-income renter HOME: | Rental units constructed:
Construction/ Housing households to $4,950,000 | 122 Household Housing Unit
Substantial Rehab include HTF Housing Trust
w/HTF Fund: | Rental units rehabilitated:
$3,000,000 | 122 Household Housing Unit
2 Preserve housing 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Statewide Low-income HOME: | Homeowner Housing
stock through Housing owner households $17,137,385 | Rehabilitated:
rehabilitation 290 Household Housing Unit
3 Promote 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Statewide Persons with HOME: | Direct Financial Assistance
Homeownership for Housing Disabilities $2,250,000 | to Homebuyers:
Disabled households 350 Households Assisted
4 Encourage Economic | 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide Retain, expand, CDBG: | Jobs created/retained:
Development Community attract businesses $55,000,000 | 3100 Jobs
Development
5 Improve public 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Non- Public facilities CDBG: | Public Facility or
facilities Community Entitlement $56,456,355 | Infrastructure Activities
Development Entities other than Low/Moderate
Income Housing Benefit:
387500 Persons Assisted
6 Provide for 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide Homelessness ESG: | Homelessness Prevention:
Emergency Shelters $4,500,000 | 18250 Persons Assisted
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with HIV

with HIV/AIDS

Sort Goal Name Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Year | Year Area
7 Provide Rapid Re- 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide Homelessness ESG: | Tenant-based rental
housing Assistance $3,200,000 | assistance / Rapid
for homeless Rehousing:
1250 Households Assisted
8 Enhance Homeless 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide Homelessness ESG: | Homelessness Prevention:
prevention and HMIS $2,787,220 | 500 Persons Assisted
9 Enhance housing and | 2015 | 2019 | Non-Homeless Statewide Special needs, HOPWA: | Homelessness Prevention:
services for persons Special Needs including persons $4,202,897 | 1500 Persons Assisted

HIV/AIDS Housing
Operations:

2025 Household Housing
Unit

Goal Descriptions

Table 55 — Goals Summary

1 | Goal Name

Promote New Construction/ Substantial Rehab w/HTF

Goal
Description

Aside, Low Income Housing Tax Credits, and Housing Trust Fund.

The State will promote the construction of new multi-family housing and substantial rehabilition through the CHDO Set-

2 | Goal Name

Preserve housing stock through rehabilitation

Goal
Description

and low income citizens by rehabilitating safe, decent and affordable housing.

The State will provide funds for homeowner rehabilitation to eliminate substandard owner-occupied housing for very-low
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Goal Name Promote Homeownership for Disabled households

Goal The State will promote homeownership for disabled households through the Disabled Housing Initiative: Home of Your Own

Description (HOYO) Homebuyer Assistance

Goal Name Encourage Economic Development

Goal The State will encourage economic development opportunities that retain and expand existing businesses in the State of

Description Mississippi

Goal Name Improve public facilities

Goal The State will fund local units of government and other entities to improve public facilities.

Description

Goal Name Provide for Emergency Shelters

Goal The State will provide funding for emergency shelters for homeless persons in the State of Mississippi

Description

Goal Name Provide Rapid Re-housing Assistance for homeless

Goal The State will provide rapid re-housing assistance for homeless persons in the State of Mississippi.

Description

Goal Name Enhance Homeless prevention and HMIS

Goal The State will fund homeless prevention activities and Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) for homeless

Description service providers

Goal Name Enhance housing and services for persons with HIV

Goal The State will enhance the housing and services available to persons with HIV/AIDS and their families through the HOPWA

Description program. HOPWA program components include STRMU, TBRA, short-term supportive housing, master leasing, permanent
housing placement, housing information, supportive services, resource identification and technical assistance.

Estimate the number of extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate-income families to whom the jurisdiction will provide
affordable housing as defined by HOME 91.315(b)(2)
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The State estimates over 5 year period that it will provide affordable housing to 1,741 extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate income

families. The State estimates that over the course of the five year planning period, 388 households will be extremely low-income, 398 will be
low-income and 955 will be moderate-income.

HTF funds will be allocated in 2016 and estimates the same amount for the remaining period covered in this Plan.
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SP-50 Public Housing Accessibility and Involvement — 91.315(c)

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

Not Applicable

Activities to Increase Resident Involvements

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

Plan to remove the ‘troubled’ designation
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SP-55 Barriers to affordable housing — 91.315(h)

Barriers to Affordable Housing

The 2015 Housing and Community Development Survey asked respondents to rate various factors that
act as barriers to the development or preservation of affordable housing in Mississippi.A The most
common responses include the cost of land or lot, Not In My Back Yard (NIMBY) mentality, cost of
materials, cost of labor and lack of affordable housing development policies. A This is shown in Table
IV.15.

In addition, the lack of housing dollars, whether they be grant or private dollars, is currently the major
barrier to producing affordable housing to meet documented needs.A The lack of sufficient household
income for affordable housing has resulted in non-activity by developers, unless federal funds, state
dollars, or other incentives are offered.A As a result, homeownership is just a dream for many lower-
income households.

Land use, zoning ordinances, building codes, fees and charges are not public policies of the

State.A However, the State does have laws that affect elements of the industry that provides affordable
housing.A Many cities and counties have adopted zoning ordinances, subdivision regulations, building
codes, and impact fees as a local option.A Each city and county has its own individual codes and
ordinances.A The majority of towns/counties in Mississippi do not have codes for land use policies.

The lack of infrastructure in rural areas is considered a barrier due to the fact that development is
controlled primarily by availability of water, sewer, and electricity.A Cost becomes a major factor in
affordable housing production.

Mississippiaéés tax structure allows for homeowners to file and receive Homestead Exemption, which
lowers the monthly mortgage payment considerably.A This annual exemption applies to the primary
resident only.A Homeowneraéis taxes are assessed at a rate lower than that of rental or commercial
properties.A The higher assessment rate on rental properties is normally incorporated into the monthly
rental fee.A This tax structure directly affects the return on residential investment and serves as a
disincentive to the production of affordable rental property.

The land use restriction that has had broad impact across the state where zoning ordinances are in
effect is the constraint on manufactured housing.A The exclusionary practice toward manufactured
housing constitutes a barrier to affordable housing.A With design criteria and standards and with
excessive cost, manufactured housing can be provided for affordable housing and be compatible within
the community.A Manufactured housing meets the need of many householders in their quest for
affordable housing.

A change in development thinking from warehousing people in complexes to dispersing them in single
family or duplex developments would result in mainstreaming low income households and not isolating
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these lower-income households in highly concentrated areas.A This concept could positively affect the
quality of life leading to productive households, less crime and a break in the low-income cycle.

Strategy to Remove or Ameliorate the Barriers to Affordable Housing

While the State recognizing that many factors impact the need to remove barriers to affordable housing,
most of the barriers stem from things outside the control of the State, such as the cost of land and
materials. Nonetheless, the State will encourage the development of affordable housing though the use
of funding to promote housing options. The State will continue to utilize tax incentives for
homeowners. The State will also continue to encourage communities to allow more affordable housing
options, including manufactured housing.

Fair Housing

In the Fair Housing Act, it is a policy of the United States to prohibit any person from discriminating in
the sale or rental of housing, the financing of housing, or the provision of brokerage services, including
in any way making unavailable or denying a dwelling to any person, because of race, color, religion, sex,
national origin, handicap, or familial status.

According to HUD, impediments to fair housing choice include actions or omissions in the state that
constitute violations of the Fair Housing Act. Further, impediments mean actions or omissions that are
counter-productive to fair housing choice or that have the effect of restricting housing opportunities
based on protected classes.

In accordance with the applicable statutes and regulations governing the consolidated plan, the MDA
certifies that they will affirmatively further fair housing. In 2014, the Mississippi Development Authority
conducted an Al within the state. The State will take appropriate actions to overcome the effects of any
impediments identified through that analysis, and maintain records reflecting that analysis and actions
in this regard. A summary of the most recent Al is noted below.

Al Purpose and Process

As a requirement of receiving funds under the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), the HOME
Investment Partnerships (HOME), and the Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG), entitlement jurisdictions
must submit certification of affirmatively furthering fair housing to the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD). This certification has three elements:

1. Complete an Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (Al),
2. Take actions to overcome the effects of any impediments identified, and
3. Maintain records reflecting the actions taken in response to the analysis.
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In the Fair Housing Planning Guide, page 2-8, HUD provides a definition of impediments to fair housing
choice as:

e Any actions, omissions, or decisions taken because of race, color, religion, sex, disability, familial
status, or national origin which restrict housing choices or the availability of housing choices
[and]

e Any actions, omissions, or decisions which have [this] effect.0FOF[1]

The list of protected classes included in the above definition is drawn from the federal Fair Housing Act,
which was first enacted in 1968. However, state and local governments may enact fair housing laws that
extend protection to other groups, and the Al is expected to address housing choice for these additional
protected classes as well.

The Al process involves a thorough examination of a variety of sources related to housing, the fair
housing delivery system, and housing transactions, particularly for persons who are protected under fair
housing law.

The development of an Al also includes public input and review via direct contact with stakeholders,
public meetings to collect input from citizens and interested parties, distribution of draft reports for
citizen review, and formal presentations of findings and impediments, along with actions to overcome
the identified impediments.

Private Sector Impediments, Suggested Actions, and Measurable Objectives

Impediment 1: More frequent denial of home purchase loans to black, Hispanic, and female
applicants: The perception that black, Hispanic, and female applicants found it more difficult to secure a
home loan was cited by a number of survey respondents. This impression was shared by participants in
fair housing forum discussion, and the perception was borne out in an analysis of home loan denials in
non-entitlement areas of the state. Just over 30 percent of loan applications were denied to all
applicants, but when those applicants were black the denial rate climbed to 45.2 percent. Hispanic
applicants were denied 34.6 percent of the time, compared to a 28.4 percent denial rate for non-
Hispanic applicants. Likewise, 36.1 percent of home loan applications from female applicants were
denied, while 26.6 of applications from male applicants were denied.

Action 1.1: Educate buyers through credit counseling and home purchase training

Measurable Objective 1.1: Number of outreach and education activities conducted
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Impediment 2: Predatory style lending falls more heavily on black borrowers: This impediment was
identified in review of home loan data collected under the Home Mortgage Disclosure Act and in results
of the 2014 Fair Housing Survey. Predatory style lending refers to loans with high annual percentage
rates (HALs).[1] While 24.7 percent of those who took out a home loan were issued a loan that was
predatory in nature, the percentages of HALs to black and Hispanic borrowers were 38.7 and 27.3
percent, respectively.

Action 2.1: Educate buyers through credit counseling and home purchase training

Measurable Objective 2.1: Increase number of outreach and education activities conducted

Impediment 3: Discriminatory terms and conditions and refusal to rent: This impediment was
identified through review of the results of the fair housing survey, the fair housing forum discussion in
Hattiesburg, and fair housing studies profiled in the literature review. Perception of discriminatory
refusal to rent was relatively common among survey respondents, who cited race as the basis for this
perceived discrimination. In addition, discrimination was identified as more common in the rental
industry during the fair housing forum in Hattiesburg, and national fair housing studies focus on the
persistence of discrimination in the rental housing industry.

Action 3.1: Enhance testing and enforcement activities and document the outcomes of enforcement
actions

Measurable Objective 3.1: Increase number of testing and enforcement activities conducted

Action 3.2: Continue to educate landlords and property management companies about fair housing law
Measurable Objective 3.2: Increase number of outreach and education activities conducted

Action 3.3: Continue to educate housing consumers in fair housing rights

Measurable Objective 3.3: Increase number of outreach and education activities conducted

Private Sector Impediment 4

Impediment 4: Failure to make reasonable accommodation or modification: Discrimination on the
basis of disability was one of the most common complaints that HUD received from Mississippi from
2004 through the beginning of 2014, and the refusal on the part of housing providers to make a
reasonable accommodation for residents with disabilities was a relatively common accusation. Fair
housing forum discussions turned at points to the difficulties that persons with disabilities face in
convincing landlords to allow reasonable modifications or in finding accessible apartments, as well as to
the difficulties that those in construction and property management face in interpreting accessibility
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requirements. These concerns were also reflected in commentary submitted with the fair housing
survey. Finally, two of the six DOJ complaints filed against Mississippi housing providers in the last five
years alleged discrimination on the basis of disability.

Action 4.1: Enhance testing and enforcement activities and document the outcomes of enforcement
actions

Measurable Objective 4.1: Increase number of testing and enforcement activities conducted

Action 4.2: Educate housing providers about requirements for reasonable accommodation or
modification

Measurable Objective 4.2: Increase number of training sessions conducted

Action 4.3: Conduct audit testing on newly constructed residential units

Measurable Objective 4.3: Number of audit tests completed

Public Sector Impediments, Suggested Actions, and Measurable Objectives

Impediment 1: Insufficient understanding of fair housing laws: This impediment was identified through
a review of the fair housing survey and the minutes taken at the four fair housing forums. Survey
respondents and forum participants alike continually cited a need for more education of fair housing law
and policies, as well as the types of actions that could constitute unlawful violations of the Fair Housing
Act. In addition, results from the fair housing survey indicate some confusion among respondents on
several matters relating to fair housing policy, including the extent of protections offered under the Fair
Housing Act. Finally, nearly a quarter of fair housing survey respondents who reported their level of
awareness of fair housing laws professed to know “very little” about such laws.

Action 1.1: Conduct outreach and education to the public for several perspectives related to fair housing

Measurable Objective 1.1: The number of outreach and education actions taken in regard to the value
of having housing available to all income groups in the state, thereby encouraging neighborhoods to be
more willing to accept assisted housing facilities

Measurable Objective 1.2: Participate in sponsorship or co-sponsorship of public meetings during April,
Fair Housing Month

Measurable Objective 1.3: Request on a periodic basis fair housing complaint data from the Mississippi
Center for Justice and HUD and publish this information to teach others about fair housing
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Impediment 2: Insufficient fair housing testing and enforcement in non-entitlement areas of
Mississippi: This impediment was identified in the results of the 2014 Fair Housing Survey. Of those who
answered the survey question concerning awareness of fair housing testing, only about a fifth were
aware of any such testing. Furthermore, a majority of respondents who registered their opinion on
current levels of fair housing testing thought that they were insufficient.

Action 2.1: Initiate an inventory of Fair Housing Initiative Program (FHIP) grantees or prospective
grantees in Mississippi

Measurable Objective 2.1: Compile the inventory

Measurable Objective 2.2: Conduct outreach and exploratory discussions with FHIP entities who might
be able to perform testing and enforcement activities in the State

Action 2.2: Number of contacts made with FHIP entities
Public Sector Impediment 3-4

Impediment 3: Fair Housing Infrastructure largely lacking: This impediment was identified through
review of the fair housing structure as well as the minutes from the Hattiesburg Fair Housing Forum.
There is no state level agency that is charged with enforcing fair housing law in the state, just as there is
no fair housing statute at the state level. The lack of such an agency, and the difficulties this presents for
affirmatively furthering fair housing, were a dominant theme in the Hattiesburg Fair Housing Forum.

Action 3.1: Initiate an inventory of Fair Housing Initiative Program (FHIP) grantees or prospective
grantees in Mississippi

Measurable Objective 3.1: Compile the inventory

Measurable Objective 3.2: Conduct outreach and exploratory discussions with FHIP entities who might
be able to work in Mississippi

Action 3.2: Number of contacts made with FHIP entities

Impediment 4: Lack of understanding of the fair housing duties: Just as housing consumers are often
unaware and uninformed of their rights under the Fair Housing Act, housing providers can be unaware
of their responsibilities under the Act. This lack of awareness often manifests itself as an unwillingness
to make reasonable accommodations for residents with disabilities, though it can appear in other
actions and omissions on the part of housing providers. The presence of this impediment was identified
through review of the minutes of the fair housing forum and the results of the fair housing survey.

Action 4.1: Promote the Analysis of Impediments and Fair Housing Action Plans during Fair Housing
Month in April
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Measurable Objective 4.1: Actions taken to promote fair housing month and the Analysis of
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice

Action 4.2: Hold quarterly meetings to promote public understanding of fair housing, affirmatively
furthering fair housing, and key issues in lending

Measurable Objective 4.1: Number of meetings held
Public Sector Impediment 5

Impediment 5: Overconcentration of vouchers, assisted housing, and lower-income housing in
selected areas of the State. Geographic maps prepared that show the geographic dispersion of such
housing is concentrated in selected non-entitlement areas of the State. Further analysis demonstrates
that there is some correlation between locations of such housing and concentrations of poverty.

Action 5.1: Add additional criteria to assisted housing location and other investment decisions

Measurable Objective 5.1: Determine the additional criteria, such as concentration of poverty or
concentration of racial or ethnic minority, and incorporate this in the decision process

Measurable Objective 5.2: Evaluate the implications of redevelopment and other investments in areas
with high rates of poverty and/or higher concentrations of racial and ethnic minorities

Action 5.2: Facilitate the creation of certification classes for a small set of voucher holders so that they
may qualify for enhanced value vouchers, a voucher that pays slightly higher than other vouchers

Measurable Objective 5.2: Facilitate education of prospective landlords about the qualities of certified
holders of Housing Choice Voucher tenants

Action 5.3: Increase voucher use in moderate income neighborhoods

Measurable Objective 5.3: Facilitate education of prospective landlords about the qualities of Housing
Choice Voucher

Action 5.4: In concert with Mississippi PHAs, open dialogue with HUD concerning elements of PHA
operational and program requirements that may contribute to over-concentrations of assisted units in
areas with high poverty rates and high concentrations of racial and ethnic minorities

Measurable Objective 5.4: Number of attempts to open dialogue, notes and recordings of meetings,
recordings and notes about which changes can effect positive change to affirmatively further fair
housing
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SP-60 Homelessness Strategy — 91.315(d)

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

Mississippi Home Corporation administers the Emergency Solutions Grant Program. ESG funds will be
continued to be used by service providers to reach out to homeless persons throughout the state. This
includes efforts to evaluate needs and match appropriate services with homeless persons, using a
coordinated assessment system.

Addressing the emergency and transitional housing needs of homeless persons

The ESG Program has funded Emergency Shelter and the three (3) Continuum of Care programs which
provides emergency shelter, rapid rehousing, homeless prevention activities. The activities are short and
medium-term shelter and supportive services to homeless individuals and families while affordable,
suitable permanent housing is found. Feedback from the public hearings and the annual application
workshop over the past two years indicates that the State should continue the fund Operation and
Maintenance cost for emergency shelters.

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

The ESG program funds rapid rehousing and homeless prevention programs providing short and
medium-term rental assistance and supportive services to individuals and families that are at risk of
homelessness. Though these funds are awarded for access to clients, maintaining affordable, suitable
permanent housing is difficult for this population, due to long-term drug use. The ESG program work to
provide outreach and referrals for homeless veterans, those chronically homeless and persons with
AIDS.

Help low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely
low-income individuals and families who are likely to become homeless after being
discharged from a publicly funded institution or system of care, or who are receiving
assistance from public and private agencies that address housing, health, social services,
employment, education or youth needs

The ESG program has work to provide existing emergency shelters and/or other non-profit organizations
awards that will make referral services for low-income individuals and families for services to

avoid them from becoming homeless. ESG funds are not awarded to public or private agencies that
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address housing, health and social services, shelter case management continue the outreach for
extremely low- income individuals and families.
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SP-65 Lead based paint Hazards — 91.315(i)

Actions to address LBP hazards and increase access to housing without LBP hazards
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI LAW AND REGULATION FOR LEAD-BASED PAINT ACTIVITIES

Pursuant to the authority granted by the Lead-Based Paint Activity Accreditation and Certification Act,
Miss. Code 49-17-501 through 49-17-531, the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality has
created regulations containing procedures and requirements for the certification of inspectors, risk
assessors, project designers, supervisors, workers and firms engaged in lead-based paint activities, and
work practice standards for performing such activities. The January 1998 Regulation stipulates that no
person may engage in lead-based paint activities in target housing or child-occupied facilities as an
inspector, risk assessor, project designer, supervisor, worker, of firm on or after August 31, 1998, unless
that party has a current certificate issued by the Commission to so engage as such in lead-based paint
activities. These regulations do not require the performance of lead-based paint activities or the
mandatory abatement of lead-based paint but establish requirements and procedures to follow when
lead-based paint activities are performed.

For rehabilitation activities meeting a certain threshold, not including demolition, the regulations
require that the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) be notified in writing on a form provided
by the Department of any lead-based paint abatement activity in target housing or child- occupied
facility no less than six (6) working days prior to commencement of the activity. Abatement notifications
involving one or more units at the same address may be submitted on a single notification form. A Lead
Abatement Notification Fee shall be remitted to DEQ on each individual and separate residential
dwelling or multi-family dwelling at the same address to be abated.

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

The Mississippi Development Authority has issued a Lead-Based Paint Policy Statement to all HOME,
CDBG, HOPWA and ESG Grantees.

All HOME Rehabilitation projects will be remediated. All CHDO substantial rehabilitation activities will
remediate lead base hazards. Mississippi Department of Health has implemented a lead based
remediation grants in certain areas of the state.
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SP-70 Anti-Poverty Strategy — 91.315(j)

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

The State of Mississippi’s anti-poverty strategy consists of two components: welfare reform and
enhanced economic development. The State’s welfare reform initiative is based upon personal
responsibility, time-limited assistance, and work for the receipt of benefits. Temporary Assistance for
Needy Families (TANF) is the cash assistance component that helps families work toward their goal of
total independence. TANF recipients are required to work in exchange for their temporary public
assistance. MDA functions as a significant component of Mississippi’s effort to promote job creation in
the private sector, asset growth, and community and economic development in economically distressed
areas such as inner cities and rural areas of the State. The Workforce Investment Network (WIN) in
Mississippi is an innovative strategy designed to provide convenient, one-stop employment and training
services to employers and job seekers. With a combination of federal, state, and community workforce
services, WIN is able to create a system that is both convenient to the citizens and user-friendly. By
putting Mississippians to work, WIN helps to establish a broader tax base, which in turn grows
communities to assist with this anti-poverty strategy.

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

The State will use funds to promote job creation and economic development. Part of CDBG funding is
designated to be used to economic development activities to create jobs made available to at least 51
percent low and moderate income persons.
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SP-80 Monitoring —91.330

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

All CDBG and HOME projects will be monitored according to the program regulations and requirements,
at least once annually. This process may be conducted by performing a desk monitoring on the progress
of the project. All final monitoring on-site visits are conducted upon completion of construction
activities and prior to final close-out of the project.

All ESG projects will be monitored according to the program regulations and requirements. This process
may be conducted by performing a desk monitoring on the progress of the project. All final monitoring
on-site visits are conducted upon completion of program expenditures.
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Expected Resources

AP-15 Expected Resources — 91.320(c)(1,2)
Introduction

The annual allocation estimates are shown below based on HUD's published formula allocation amounts. Funds to be used for administrative
expenditures and program uses of funds as listed below.

Anticipated Resources

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

Program Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Funds Annual Program | Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: Income: | Resources: S Available
S S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
CDBG public - | Acquisition 2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
federal | Admin and published formula allocation
Planning amounts. Uses of funds do not
Economic include Public Services and/or
Development Housing
Housing
Public
Improvements
Public Services 23,051,271 | 650,000 750,000 | 24,451,271 0
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Program

Source
of Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1

Annual
Allocation:

$

Program
Income:

$

Prior Year
Resources:

$

Total:
S

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder
of ConPlan

$

Narrative Description

HOME

public -
federal

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

New construction
for ownership
TBRA

6,567,447

6,567,447

2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
published formula allocation
amounts. Uses of funds do not
include TBRA

HOPWA

public -
federal

Permanent housing
in facilities
Permanent housing
placement

Short term or
transitional housing
facilities

STRMU

Supportive services
TBRA

988,917

988,917

2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
published formula allocation
amounts.
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Program Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Funds Annual Program | Prior Year Total: Amount
Allocation: Income: | Resources: S Available
S S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
ESG public - | Conversion and 2015 Allocation is based on HUD's
federal | rehab for published formula allocation
transitional housing amounts. Uses of funds do not
Financial Assistance include Conversion and rehab for
Overnight shelter transitional housing
Rapid re-housing
(rental assistance)
Rental Assistance
Services
Transitional
housing 2,247,444 0 0| 2,247,444 0
Housing public - | Multifamily rental It has been estimated that each
Trust federal | new construction State will receive at least
Fund Multifamily rental $3,000,000 in allocation for the
rehab 0 0 0 0 | 12,000,000 | Housing Trust Fund.

Table 56 - 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

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)- Local units of government will provide matching funds for the public facilities projects and
economic development projects. On economic development projects, tier 1 and 2 counties are required to provide a 10% match and tier 3
counties are required to make best offer up to 10% match. For public facilities projects, local units of government with 3,500 or greater
population may provide a match to increase their funding chances in the competitive process. CDBG State Administration will be up to 3% of the
allocation plus the first $100,000 or $780,000 Federal funds. State of Mississippi will provide 1:1 match for State Administration except for the
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first $100,000 Federal Funds. HOME Investment Partnerships Program Grant (HOME)- Due to fiscal distress, HUD exempts the matching
requirement for the State of Mississippi. HUD's exemptions are listed on the website:
http://portal.hud.gov/hudportal/HUD?src=/program_offices/comm_planning/affordablehousing/programs/home/match/2012">http://portal.h
ud.gov/hudportal/HUD?src=/program_offices/comm_planning/affordablehousing/programs/home/match/2012.

Potential buyers must qualify for a mortgage and HOME funding will be used for down payment assistance and closing costs. HOME State
Administration will be up to 10% of the allocation or $700,000. Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)- Sub recipients will provide the dollar for dollar
match funds. The matching funds will be shown at the time of application. ESG State Administration will be up to 7.5 of the allocation or
$150,000. The Mississippi Home Corporation will use up to 3% of the allocation or $28,904 HOPWA funds for State Administration.

Mississippi Home Corporation administers Low-Income Housing Tax Credits and the Housing Trust Fund for the State of Mississippi. HOME funds
will be used as "gap financing" for LIHTC projects. According to the State of MS HTF Allocation Plan, HTF funds will also be provided as "gap
financing" for 4% Tax Exempt Bonds administered by MHC. Due to the allocation received and the estimated number of units this funding

will put in service, a substantial amount of leverage from other sources will be required.
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If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that
may be used to address the needs identified in the plan

Not applicable.
Discussion

The National Housing Trust Fund (NHTF) established in July 2008 as part of the Housing and Economic
Recovery Act of 2008 (HERA) required that Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac pay 4.2 basis points of their
annual volume of business to two funds. The NHTF was to receive 65% and the remaining 35% was to go
the Capital Magnet Fund (CMF). The requirement that Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac contribute to the
two funds was suspended when the companies were taken into conservatorship in September 2008 at
the height of the housing crisis. The Director of the Federal Housing Finance Agency, has now lifted the
suspension on Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac’s obligation to fund the National Housing Trust Fund (NHTF)
and the CMF.

The NHTF is a block grant to the states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. territories.
The purpose of the NHTF is to increase and preserve the supply of housing, principally rental housing for
extremely low income households. The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) will
administer the NHTF and in 2010 HUD issued proposed regulations to implement the NHTF. The
proposed regulations can be found at: http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2010-10-29/pdf/2010-
27069.pdf. Final regulations are expected in early 2015.

The law that created the NHTF requires HUD to use a formula to distribute NHTF dollars directly to
states. MHC has been designated as the authorized agency to receive NHTF funds from HUD and to
administer the state’s NHTF program.

MHC on behalf of the State of Mississippi has submitted the HTF Allocation Plan to HUD. The Allocation
Plan indicates 1) how MHC will allot the HTF dollars 2) how HTF dollars will be distributed by the MHC
based on the priority housing needs in the Consolidated Plan.
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AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives — 91.320(c)(3)&(e)

Goals Summary Information

Annual Goals and Objectives

Sort Goal Name Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Year | Year Area
1 Promote New 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Statewide Low-income HOME: | Rental units constructed: 44
Construction/ Housing owner households $1,990,000 | Household Housing Unit
Substantial Rehab Low-income Homeowner Housing Added: 2
w/HTF renter households Household Housing Unit
to include HTF
2 Preserve housing 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Statewide Low-income HOME: | Homeowner Housing
stock through Housing owner households $3,427,477 | Rehabilitated: 58 Household
rehabilitation Housing Unit
3 Promote 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Statewide Low-income HOME: | Direct Financial Assistance to
Homeownership for Housing owner households $450,000 | Homebuyers: 70 Households
Disabled households Persons with Assisted
Disabilities
4 Encourage Economic | 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide Retain, expand, CDBG: | Jobs created/retained: 620 Jobs
Development Community Non- attract businesses $11,000,000
Development Entitlement
Entities
5 Improve public 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide Public facilities CDBG: | Public Facility or Infrastructure
facilities Community Non- $11,291,271 | Activities other than
Development Entitlement Low/Moderate Income Housing
Entities Benefit: 77500 Persons Assisted
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Sort Goal Name Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Year | Year Area
6 Provide for 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide Homelessness ESG: | Homelessness Prevention: 3650
Emergency Shelters $900,000 | Persons Assisted
7 Provide Rapid Re- 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide Homelessness ESG: | Tenant-based rental assistance
housing Assistance $640,000 | / Rapid Rehousing: 250
for homeless Households Assisted
8 Enhance Homeless 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide Homelessness ESG: | Homelessness Prevention: 100
prevention and HMIS $557,444 | Persons Assisted
9 Enhance housing and | 2015 | 2019 | Non-Homeless Statewide Special needs, HOPWA: | Homelessness Prevention: 300
services for persons Special Needs including persons $840,579 | Persons Assisted
with HIV with HIV/AIDS HIV/AIDS Housing Operations:
405 Household Housing Unit

Goal Descriptions

Table 57 — Goals Summary

1 | Goal Name

Promote New Construction/ Substantial Rehab w/HTF

Goal Description

2 | Goal Name

Preserve housing stock through rehabilitation

Goal Description

3 | Goal Name

Promote Homeownership for Disabled households

Goal Description

4 | Goal Name

Encourage Economic Development

Goal Description
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5 | Goal Name Improve public facilities

Goal Description

6 | Goal Name Provide for Emergency Shelters

Goal Description

7 | Goal Name Provide Rapid Re-housing Assistance for homeless

Goal Description

8 | Goal Name Enhance Homeless prevention and HMIS

Goal Description

9 | Goal Name Enhance housing and services for persons with HIV

Goal Description
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AP-25 Allocation Priorities —91.320(d)

Introduction:

The State of Mississippi will prioritize funds based on the priority needs established in this plan. A combination of factors, including the greatest

needs, the availability of resources and the capacity of entities within the state help determine how the MDA/MHC will fund activities during the
program year.

Funding Allocation Priorities

Enhance
Provide housing
Rapid Re- and
Promote New Preserve housing Enhance services
Construction/ | housing stock Promote Encourage Improve | Provide for | Assistance Homeless for
Substantial through Homeownership Economic public Emergency for prevention persons
Rehab w/HTF rehabilitation for Disabled Development | facilities Shelters homeless and HMIS with HIV | Total
(%) (%) households (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
CDBG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
HOPWA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ESG 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Reason for Allocation Priorities

Table 58 — Funding Allocation Priorities

The State of Mississippi's Five-Year Consolidated Plan identified the State's housing priority needs as meeting the needs of low income rental and
owner households through homeownership opportunities, homeowner rehabilitation, and rental development/substantial
rehabilitation. Rental development/substantial rehabilitation activities will be funded through the CHDO set-aside or Low Income Housing Tax

Credit (LIHTC) program. The state also prioritized addressing homelessness in the State and developing strategies to end chronic homelessness.
In the Five-Year Consolidated Plan, the State identified Mississippi's non-housing priorities as economic opportunities and improving public

facilities. The priority of expanding economic opportunities includes increasing the number of available jobs through economic development

grants. In the Consolidated Plan, the State estimated the needs of the special needs groups in Mississippi. While there are estimates of each of
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these groups, the data available and duplicate counting problems limit the accuracy of those numbers. These groups include: persons with
HIV/AIDS and their families; persons with mental illness; children with severe emotional and mental problems or drug/alcohol problems; persons

with drug/alcohol abuse problems; persons with developmental disabilities; elderly persons; persons with disabilities; and people with all types
of disabilities as defined by the Americans with Disabilities Act.
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How will the proposed distribution of funds will address the priority needs and specific objectives described in the Consolidated
Plan?

The State identified low income owner-occupied households as a priority for the State due to the number of households with housing problems.
In many cases, with down payment and closing cost assistance, homeownership can become attainable and affordable. MHC expects to better
assist low income families with homeownership through the Disabled Housing Initiative and products offered by Mississippi Home Corporation.
In the Consolidated Plan, very-low-income and low-income households were identified as having the greatest need for homeowner
rehabilitation. Many homeowners have difficulty maintaining their homes due to inadequate income. Aging and poor structural quality of
housing affects all homeowners, but it places a special burden on the elderly and the very low-income. MHC expects to assist a number of
communities by the rehabilitation or reconstruction of homes for the very-low-income and low income households, through a competitive
application process. The State also identified affordable renter-occupied households as a high priority need in the Consolidated Plan. The
avenues in which need can be addressed are through the CHDO set-aside and Low Income Housing Tax Credit projects. The State has identified
one priority to target for reducing homelessness and ending chronic homelessness. The State will use a competitive application process for
eligible local units of governments and local existing non-profit homeless shelters for maintaining these shelters by the use of funds for
operation, maintenance expenses and essential services. As a high priority, the State will utilize the new ESG funds for rapidly re-housing
individuals and assisting families to achieve housing stability. The State identifies housing priorities in the Consolidated Plan and addresses these
needs through activities eligible in the four programs. The State identified in the Consolidated Plan expanding economic opportunities as a
priority need which includes increasing the number of available jobs through economic development grants. The majority of job opportunities
will be made available to persons of low- and moderate-income. The priority to update public facilities such as clean water, proper treatment of
wastewater, roads accessible for emergency and normal travel, and addressing emergency situations that cause a threat to the health and
general welfare of the citizens. The State seeks to enhance the health, safety and welfare of its citizens. In doing so, the State will provide an
opportunity for units of local government to apply for funding for any eligible CDBG activity whereby existing conditions pose a serious and
immediate threat to the health and welfare of the local community. The Mississippi Home Corporation (MHC) is the agency responsible for
administering the HOPWA Program. The AIDS Services Coalition, located in Hattiesburg, MS, provides housing assistance on a statewide basis to
persons with AIDS. These funds provide assistance to persons regardless of their need for medical services at home.
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AP-30 Methods of Distribution — 91.320(d)&(k)

Introduction:

With Mississippi Home Corporation as the lead agency overseeing development, numerous state and federal programs support the
implementation of the state’s Consolidated Plan. Interagency cooperation and coordination of state, federal, and local agencies and

organizations is critical to the success of many projects. The following summaries describe programs supporting the overall implementation of
Mississippi’s Consolidated Plan with respect to affordable housing, public facilities, economic development, and homelessness.

Distribution Methods

Table 59 - Distribution Methods by State Program

1 State Program Name:

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)

Funding Sources:

CDBG

Describe the state program
addressed by the Method of
Distribution.

Mississippi's CDBG Program is designed to provide funds for local projects with activities that meet
one of the National objectives of the Community Development Act of 1974: benefits to
low/moderate-income persons, slums or blight, or urgent needs. The State has designed the
program to address critical economic and community development needs of the citizens of
Mississippi. The State proposes to distribute CDBG funds statewide to eligible local units of
government using a competitive process. The funds will be allocated to public facilities, economic
development activities and State Administration.
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Describe all of the criteria that will
be used to select applications and
the relative importance of these
criteria.

Public Facilities - The State has designed specific selection criteria that will objectively rate Public
Facilities Applications. The State will rate all applications and assign points to each rating criterion
based on the data provided in the application. Funding decisions are based on the scores attained;
applicants with the highest score will be funded until funds are exhausted. In the event of a tie,
applications will be prioritized in the order of highest percent of low-and moderate- income
beneficiaries. The rating factors for the FY 2015 Public Facilities Applications are as follows: (1)
Low/Moderate Income Benefit, (2) Documented Need for the Project, (3) Priority Category of
Activities, (4) Financial Participation, (5) Non-Funded Bonus Points, (6) Meeting Past MBE/WBE
Objectives, (7) Cost Benefit, (8) Timely Completion, (9) Gap Counties,

(10) Presentation of Application and (11) Asset mapping.

Economic Development - Based on MDA's project review process, the local unit of government
seeking Economic Development funding must first submit a project proposal. Based upon an initial
review of the proposal, MDA may require a meeting with relevant parties to discuss the project.
Then, MDA may issue a letter inviting a CDBG Economic Development application. The local unit of
government will be given 90 days to submit the application. Applications will be evaluated based
on the following: (1) Eligibility and project readiness, (2) Local financial commitment, (3) Business
investment, (4) Wages paid and benefits offered and (5) Company's financial condition

Public Facilities Emergency - requirements for funding consideration include the following: (1) The
problem (or threat) must be an eligible community development need that has a particular
urgency because existing conditions pose a serious and immediate threat to the health and
welfare of the community, (2) The situation, if not addressed, must be a permanent threat to
public health or welfare, (3) The recipient is unable to finance the activity on its own and other
sources of funding are not available to carry out the needs of the project, including a copy of the
applicant's latest budget, (4) The situation addressed by the applicant must be unanticipated and
beyond the control of the local government, (5) The application must include documentation on
the beneficiaries, including low- and moderate-income persons and (6) The application must
include documentation that the emergency occurred or was discovered within the last 18 months
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If only summary criteria were Applicants received applications manuals, forms, policies at the CDBG Application and
described, how can potential Implementation Workshops. Applications and forms are available for download from Mississippi
applicants access application Development Authority website:www.mississippi.org/csd

manuals or other

state publications describing the
application criteria? (CDBG only)

Describe the process for awarding | Not applicable
funds to state recipients and how
the state will make its allocation
available

to units of general local
government, and non-profit
organizations, including community
and faith-based

organizations. (ESG only)

Identify the method of selecting Not applicable
project sponsors (including
providing full access to grassroots
faith-based and other

community-based organizations).
(HOPWA only)
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Describe how resources will be
allocated among funding
categories.

Resources will be allocated as follows:
Public Facilities: $11,291,271
---Regular Government $5,000,000
---Small Government $6,291,271
Economic Development $11,000,000
State Administration $760,000

Describe threshold factors and
grant size limits.

Applicants must have no open Public Facilities, Emergency/Urgent Needs, or Self-Help Grants and
have no unresolved audit or monitoring findings. In addition, if a community has ANY CSD
concerns that have not been resolved, then CSD may not review the 2015 Public Facilities
Application and the application may be disqualified from consideration in funding. This includes,
but is not limited to, delinquent loan payments, failing to submit required reports, etc. The
applicant must also be in compliance with the audit requirements of Title 2 200.501. If an
application is not completely filled out, it will not be reviewed and will not be eligible for

funding. MDA staff will not add information that has been left off the application.

Minimum grant size is $100,000; maximum is $600,000 for Regular Government competition and
$450,000 for the Small Government competition. Small Governments are those with a population
of 3,500 or less.

What are the outcome measures
expected as a result of the method
of distribution?

CDBG outcome is to provide economic opportunities and create a suitable living environment
through accessibility and sustainability. These funds will be used to benefit persons of at least 51%
low and moderate income persons.

State Program Name:

Emergency Solutions Grant Program

Funding Sources:

ESG

Consolidated Plan
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Describe the state program
addressed by the Method of
Distribution.

The Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG) Program will be made available by the McKinney-Vento Act,
as amended by the HEARTH Act. ESG Program funds will be made available to eligible applicants to
assist in street outreach, emergency shelters, rapid re-housing of homelessness individuals and
families, homeless prevention activities and HMIS activities. The ESG allocation will be distributed
statewide using a competitive process to the three Mississippi Continuum of Care organizations,
non-profit homeless service provider organizations (including faith based) and eligible local units of
government. HUD strongly encourages each State to give high priority of its allocation to rapidly
re-house individuals and families to move into and achieve housing stability and prevent
homelessness. MHC will budget the required allocation of ESG funds to the rapid re- housing /
prevention activity categories.

Describe all of the criteria that will
be used to select applications and
the relative importance of these
criteria.

Award for sub-recipients will be the following criteria:

1. Non-profit organizations must have been operating and existing as a homeless shelter for one-
year prior to submitting an application for funding which will show capacity.

2. Non-profit organizations must submit a Resolution from the local unit of government
authorizing approving the submission of their ESG application.

3. Must show proof at application of documentation and source of dollar for dollar match funds.

4. Applicants must demonstrate through experience the ability to provide rapid rehousing and
homelessness prevention services to participants within their service areas.

If only summary criteria were
described, how can potential
applicants access application
manuals or other

state publications describing the
application criteria? (CDBG only)

Not applicable
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Describe the process for awarding ESG funds will be distributed statewide on a competitive bases to eligible local units of

funds to state recipients and how government that operate existing homeless shelters and private non-profit organizations that

the state will make its allocation demonstrate the capacity to provide homelessness prevention and rapid rehousing assistance. The
available three Continuums of Care (Mississippi United to End Homelessness, Open Doors Homeless
Coalition, Central Mississippi CoC Agency, formerly known as Partners to End Homelessness Inc.)
to units of general local and their member homelessness services provider organizations (to include faith based
government, and non-profit organizations), are eligible to submit applications in the ESG program. Local units of government
organizations, including community | are not eligible to submit applications on behalf of non-profit agencies.

and faith-based

organizations. (ESG only)

Identify the method of selecting Not applicable
project sponsors (including
providing full access to grassroots
faith-based and other

community-based organizations).
(HOPWA only)
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Describe how resources will be
allocated among funding
categories.

ESG funds are allocated among funding categories based on the rules and regulations set forth in
the Federal Register Interim rule, December 5, 2011 with the 60/40 allocation. Additionally, the
State reserves the right to make adjustments to the amount designated for any program category
based on the demand created by the applications, and to meet programmatic budgetary
requirements. Mississippi Home Corporation will use up to 7.5 % of the ESG allocation or $150,000
for State Administration.

Funding categories:
Emergency shelter $900,000
Rapid Re-housing $640,000
Homeless Prevention $407,444
HMIS $150,000

State Administration $150,000

Describe threshold factors and
grant size limits.

There is no maximum or minimum grant size. The State reserves the right to adjust the amount
awarded, based on the amount of funds available and on the demand created by the applications
submitted and previous experience. Applicants will not be able to apply for more than 60% of their
request in the combination of street outreach and/or emergency shelter categories. Consequently,
40% or more of each applicant's request must be in the combination of rapid re-housing and/or
homelessness prevention and/or HMIS categories.

Applicants must not have any unresolved audit or monitoring findings. In addition, if a community
or organization has any MHC concerns that have not been resolved, MHC may not review the
application and the application may be disqualified from consideration in funding. This includes,
but is not limited to, failing to submit required reports, etc. Applicants that have demonstrated,
through experience, the ability to provide rapid rehousing and homelessness prevention services
to program participants within their service areas will be given additional consideration for
funding.
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What are the outcome measures
expected as a result of the method
of distribution?

The method of distribution used will allow opportunity for a cross mixed of homeless service
providers and non-profit agencies to meet the need and prevent an individual or household from
becoming homeless.

State Program Name:

HOME Investment Partnership Program

Funding Sources:

HOME

Describe the state program
addressed by the Method of
Distribution.

The State of Mississippi's HOME Program is governed by 24 CFR Part 92, cross cutting regulations,
and Policy Statements. The State of Mississippi provides the required 15% set-aside for

CHDO, HOME-Low Income Housing Tax Credit funding, a direct set-aside for disabled families for
homebuyer assistance activities through the Institute for Disability Studies HOME Of Your Own
Program, and a competitive application process for local units of government for homeowner
rehabilitation activities. Throughout the remaining period covered by this Plan, Tenant Based
Rental Assistance (TBRA) will be utilized in response to the State of Mississippi's Plan presented to
the U. S. Department of Justice. The State of Mississippi's HOME Program administered by
Mississippi Home Corporation covers the non-entitlement/consortia areas of the state, except
those associated with the Mississippi Health Care Zone Act Initiative.

Consolidated Plan
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Describe all of the criteria that will
be used to select applications and
the relative importance of these
criteria.

Criteria used to fund CHDOs is through a proposal process, where the HOME staff will review the
structure and capacity of the non-profits staff and board and determine eligibility for certification
as a CHDO. Also at the proposal stage, once the non-profit has been determined eligible, the
proposed project is reviewed for eligibility, feasibility, and need. Once the proposal has been
reviewed and appears to meet the requirements, the non-profit is invited to submit an application
that will be reviewed for all regulatory requirements. This is an open process throughout the

year, once applications are determined feasible, funding will be recommended.

The homebuyer assistance set-aside for disabled individuals or their families will be able to cover
the constituents throughout eligible areas in the state. The Institute for Disability Studies
specializes in assisting disabled individuals and their families in acquiring homeownership
opportunities to fit their needs. For those not ready for homeownership, The Institute counsels
individuals/families in preparation for future homeownership opportunities.

The FY 2015 amount allocated for homeowner rehabilitation activities will be used to continue
funding applications submitted on 12/12/14. The competitive application process for the
Homeowner Rehabilitation Program involves a Threshold Review, application review, and a site
visit review before making recommendations for funding. The Threshold Review consists of
previous projects closed, no unresolved audit or monitoring findings, no unresolved investigations
by any state or federal agency as it pertains to any CPD Program, or concerns indicated by any
programs administered by the Community Services Division of MHC. Applicants must also be in
compliance with the State’s Citizen Participation Plan. After satisfactory completion of Threshold
Review, the application is reviewed and ranked according to the following rating factors:

Previous Funding, Health and Safety Hazards, MBE/WBE, Site Concentration, and County Ranking
(Tier One, Tier Two, and Tier Three). These factors may vary year to year as a result of public
participation on developing the Annual Action Plans.

After review of the applications has been completed, the applications are ranked and site visits are
conducted for those that fall within the funding range. The site visits are conducted to verify the
points assigned for Health & Safety Hazards and Site Concentration and to review certain original
documents on file with the applicant. After site visits are conducted and information verified,
funding recommendations are made and the activities are underway.
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If only summary criteria were Not applicable
described, how can potential
applicants access application
manuals or other

state publications describing the
application criteria? (CDBG only)

Describe the process for awarding | Not applicable
funds to state recipients and how
the state will make its allocation
available

to units of general local
government, and non-profit
organizations, including community
and faith-based

organizations. (ESG only)

Identify the method of selecting Not applicable
project sponsors (including
providing full access to grassroots
faith-based and other

community-based organizations).
(HOPWA only)
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Describe how resources will be
allocated among funding
categories.

Low Income Housing Tax Credits $1,000,000
Homeowner Rehabilitation $3,427,477
CHDO Set-aside $990,000

CHDO Operating Expenses $50,000
Disabled Housing Initiative $450,000

State Administration $650,000

Describe threshold factors and
grant size limits.

The Threshold Review consists of previous projects closed, no unresolved audit or monitoring
findings, no unresolved investigations by any state or federal agency as it pertains to any CPD
Program, or concerns indicated by any programs administered by the MHC. Applicants for the
homeowner rehabilitation activity must also be in compliance with the State’s Citizen Participation
Plan.

Homebuyer Assistance grant limit will be based on the need and underwriting of each applicant,
not to exceed $25,000.

Homeowner Rehabilitation and CHDO funding will be based on per unit subsidy.

Homeownership value limits for Homebuyer Assistance activities are as follows, except as
otherwise indicated:

Existing Homes - $135,000*
Proposed Construction - $195,000 (statewide) Exceptions to the Existing Home Limits:

Stone County - $150,000 Forrest County - $138,000 Lamar County - $161,000 Perry County -
$138,000 Copiah County - $143,000 Hinds County - $143,000

Madison County - $170,000
Rankin County - $145,000
DeSoto County - $141,000 Tunica County - $143,000
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What are the outcome measures
expected as a result of the method
of distribution?

The outcome measures for the method of distribution in the three (3) different activities funded
by the HOME Program are as follows:

CHDO Set-Aside/Low-Income Housing Tax Credits (LIHTC) will provide development or substantial
rehabilitation of multi-family rental units and development of single family homeownership units
by creating decent housing with improved availability.

The homebuyer assistance set-aside will create decent housing with improved affordability for
disabled individuals/families.

The homeowner rehabilitation program will create decent housing with improved sustainability.

State Program Name:

Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)

Funding Sources:

HOPWA

Consolidated Plan
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OMBH

Describe the state program
addressed by the Method of
Distribution.

Consolidated Plan

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

As of July 1, 2015, MHC administers the HOPWA Program. HOPWA funds provide services for low-
income persons/families with HIV/AIDS to prevent homelessness. Eligible activities are Short-Term
Rent, Mortgage and Utility assistance (STRMU), Tenant-Based Rental Assistance (TBRA), Short-
Term Supported housing, Master Leasing, Permanent Housing Placement, housing information,
supportive services, resource identification, and technical assistance. Additional activities include
acquisition, construction, or rehabilitation of structures used for eligible HOPWA activities may be
utilized during the period covered by this Consolidated Plan. STRMU provides short-term
assistance for 21 wks within 52 wk period to assist eligible households experiencing emergency
and/or financial crisis to prevent homelessness and ensure financial/housing stability; TBRA-long-
term rental assistance for eligible households experiencing chronic financial crisis(ending chronic
housing crisis and ensuring long-term housing stability); Short-term supportive housing-temporary
shelters which may include emergency/transitional shelters or hotels to eligible person(s) for up to
60 days; Master leasing-assistance for housing module that may include independent apartments
or shared residences. Acquisition, rehabilitation or construction of permanent housing provide
resources to develop and operate community residences and other supportive housing for special
needs population, which may include single-room occupancy units. All housing must meet local
housing codes, quality standards, HUD rent guidelines and Fair Market rent standards; Permanent
housing placement-security deposits, 1st month’s rent, and utility deposits provided to ensure
households have access to permanent housing; Housing information services-counseling,
information and referral services to assist eligible persons to locate, acquire, finance and maintain
housing; Supportive service activities, i.e., housing related case management ensure clients have
supports necessary to access HOPWA and other mainstream housing programs. Case
management services will be focused on developing individual housing plans focused on reducing
the risks of homelessness, promoting housing stability and increasing access to healthcare and
other supports; Resource identification will be used to further establish, coordinate and develop
housing assistance resources throughout the state. Prioritize the development of a statewide
HIV/AIDS housing plan to identify housing needs to increase housing resources for low-income
individuals living with HIV/AIDS. MHC will work with local community-based organizations and
consumers in the development of the plan and in implementing the approved statewide

strategy, coordinate and collaborate with a vendor to conduct an impact study or needs
assessment for houmwlﬂjpvide the agency with data analysis results; Telcégﬂcal assistance and
training from HUD and TA providers to ensure that HOPWA activities are prioritized for eligible
clients and meet federal policies and regulations.




Describe all of the criteria that will Project sponsors will be selected through Request for Proposal process. The awarded funding is
be used to select applications and based on Community Based Organizations planning and capacity to provide services to the clients.

the relative importance of these The proposals should identify the organizations purpose, capacity, operations and budgeting.

criteria. Proposals should be specific details about CBOs qualifications that demonstrate the organization is
proficient to provide services to clients using HOPWA funding.

If only summary criteria were Not applicable
described, how can potential
applicants access application
manuals or other

state publications describing the
application criteria? (CDBG only)

Describe the process for awarding Not applicable
funds to state recipients and how
the state will make its allocation
available

to units of general local
government, and non-profit
organizations, including community
and faith-based

organizations. (ESG only)
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Identify the method of selecting Project sponsors will be selected through Request for Proposal process. The awarded funding is
project sponsors (including based on Community Based Organizations planning and capacity to provide services to the clients.
The proposals should identify the organizations purpose, capacity, operations and

providing full access to grassroots
budgeting. Proposals should be specific details about CBOs qualifications that demonstrate the

faith-based and other
organization is proficient to provide services to clients using HOPWA funding.

community-based organizations).

(HOPWA only)
Describe how resources will be HOPWA funding allocations will be used to cover Administration Costs, Operational Expenses and
allocated among funding Direct Services Delivery, such as STRMU, Short-term supported housing, Master Leasing, TBRA and
categories. Permanent Housing Placement.
Describe threshold factors and The State reserves the right to adjust the amount awarded, based on the amount of funds
grant size limits. available and on the demand created by the applications submitted and previous experience of
CBOs. There is no minimum award requirement.
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What are the outcome measures
expected as a result of the method
of distribution?

The method of distribution used will allow the opportunity for a cross mixed of housing service

providers and non-profit agencies to meet the need and prevent individuals with HIV/AIDS and

their households from becoming homeless.

The State has the following goals:

Provide STRMU assistance to 100 clients with HIV/AIDS and their family members to
reduce the risks of homelessness

Through TBRA, provide 30 clients with on-going financial crisis as measured by high rent
burden, chronic lack of income, and other housing related factors

Provide short-term supportive housing to 30 clients for temporary shelters which may
include emergency/transitional shelters, or hotel lodging.

Through Master Leasing, provide 6 households with assistance for housing with or without
on-site support

Use permanent housing placement to assist 35 clients with assistance to place an
individual or households with income or a housing assistance in permanent housing

Provide up to 200 clients with housing information

Supportive services activities, such as housing related case management provided to
approximately 200 clients

Resource identification
Technical assistance to ensure HOPWA activities are prioritized for potential eligible clients

Provide supportive housing through acquisition, construction, and/or rehabilitation as
needs are assessed
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Discussion:
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AP-35 Projects — (Optional)

Introduction:

# | Project Name

Table 60 — Project Information

Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved
needs
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AP-38 Project Summary

Project Summary Information
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AP-40 Section 108 Loan Guarantee — 91.320(k)(1)(ii)

Will the state help non-entitlement units of general local government to apply for Section 108
loan funds?

No

Available Grant Amounts

Not Applicable

Acceptance process of applications

Not Applicable
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AP-45 Community Revitalization Strategies — 91.320(k)(1)(ii)

Will the state allow units of general local government to carry out community revitalization
strategies?

No

State’s Process and Criteria for approving local government revitalization strategies

Not applicable
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AP-50 Geographic Distribution — 91.320(f)

Description of the geographic areas of the state (including areas of low-income and minority
concentration) where assistance will be directed

Funds are available statewide to eligible entities. CDBG funds are available statewide to eligible non-
entitlement entities

Geographic Distribution

Target Area Percentage of Funds
Statewide 100
Non-Entitlement Entities 100

Table 61 - Geographic Distribution

Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically
No geographic distribution - statewide eligibility to non-entitlements
Discussion

No geographic distribution - statewide eligibility to non-entitlements
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Affordable Housing

AP-55 Affordable Housing — 24 CFR 91.320(g)

Introduction:

The following represents the one year affordable housing goals for HOME, ESG and HOPWA funding.

One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported
Homeless
Non-Homeless
Special-Needs

Total
Table 62 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through
Rental Assistance 0
Total 0
Table 63 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type
Discussion:
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AP-60 Public Housing - 24 CFR 91.320(j)

Introduction:

The State of Mississippi's HOME Programs only involvement in Public Housing may be through tenants
who benefit from vouchers and reside in units developed or rehabilitated through HOME CHDO Set-
Aside.

Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing
See above summary

Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and
participate in homeownership

See above summary

If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be
provided or other assistance

See above summary

Discussion:

See above summary
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AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities — 91.320(h)

Introduction

Mississippi Home Corporation administers the Emergency Solutions Grant Program statewide.

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

Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their individual needs
through private non-profit organizations and the three Continuum of Care and their member
homelessness services provider organizations, making ESG funds available. Additionally, local units of
government that operate existing homeless shelters are eligible for ESG funds, providing emergency or
transitional shelters and homelessness prevention activities to assisting people to quickly regain stability
in permanent housing .

Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons

The ESG Program has funded thirteen (13) Emergency Shelter and the three (3) Continuum of Care
programs which provides emergency shelter, rapid rehousing, homeless prevention activities. The
activities are short and medium-term shelter and supportive services to homeless individuals and
families while affordable, suitable permanent housing is found. Feedback from the public hearings and
the annual application workshop over the past two years indicates that the State should continue to
fund Operation and Maintenance cost for emergency shelters. Based on the 2012 ESG funding cycle, the
30% AMI and affordable housing for homeless individuals and families has been very difficult.

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

The ESG program funds rapid rehousing and homeless prevention programs providing short and
medium-term rental assistance and supportive services to individuals and families that are at risk of
homelessness . Though these funds are awarded for access to clients, maintaining affordable, suitable
permanent housing is difficult for this population, due to long-term drug use . The ESG program work to
provide outreach and referrals for homeless veterans, those chronically homeless and persons with
AIDS.
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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 ESG program has work to provide existing emergency shelters and/or other non-profit organizations
awards that will make referral services for low-income individuals and families for services to

avoid them from becoming homeless. ESG funds are not awarded to public or private agencies that
address housing, health and social services, shelter case management continue the outreach for
extremely low- income individuals and families.

Discussion
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AP-70 HOPWA Goals — 91.320(k)(4)

One year goals for the number of households to be provided housing through the use of HOPWA for:

Short-term rent, mortgage, and utility assistance to prevent homelessness of the individual or
family 100

Tenant-based rental assistance 30

Units provided in permanent housing facilities developed, leased, or operated with HOPWA funds 35

Units provided in transitional short-term housing facilities developed, leased, or operated with

HOPWA funds 30
Total 195
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AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing — 91.320(i)

Introduction:

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

While the State recognizing that many factors impact the need to remove barriers to affordable housing,
most of the barriers stem from things outside the control of the State, such as the cost of land and
materials. Nonetheless, the State will encourage the development of affordable housing though the use
of funding to promote housing options. The State will continue to utilize tax incentives for
homeowners. The State will also continue to encourage communities to allow more affordable housing
options, including manufactured housing.

Discussion:
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AP-85 Other Actions — 91.320(j)

Introduction:

The State has the below plans to address lead based paint hazards and actions to address the number of
poverty-level families.

Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs

The main obstacle in meeting underserved needs is the availability of funding. While the State will
continue to seek additional funding opportunities, this limits the ability of the State to meet all
underserved needs in the state.

Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing

The State plans to continue to allocate HOME funds to the HOME of Your Own Program
for homeownership opportunities for disabled individuals/families of Mississippi by providing
homebuyer assistance funding to very low and low income families.

Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI LAW AND REGULATION FOR LEAD-BASED PAINT ACTIVITIES

Pursuant to the authority granted by the Lead-Based Paint Activity Accreditation and Certification Act,
Miss. Code 49-17-501 through 49-17-531, the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality has
created regulations containing procedures and requirements for the certification of inspectors, risk
assessors, project designers, supervisors, workers and firms engaged in lead-based paint activities, and
work practice standards for performing such activities. The January 1998 Regulation stipulates that no
person may engage in lead-based paint activities in target housing or child-occupied facilities as an
inspector, risk assessor, project designer, supervisor, worker, of firm on or after August 31, 1998, unless
that party has a current certificate issued by the Commission to so engage as such in lead-based paint
activities. These regulations do not require the performance of lead-based paint activities or the
mandatory abatement of lead-based paint but establish requirements and procedures to follow when
lead-based paint activities are performed.

The regulations require that the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) be notified in writing on a
form provided by the Department of any lead-based paint abatement activity in target housing or child-
occupied facility no less than six (6) working days prior to commencement of the activity. Abatement
notifications involving one or more units at the same address may be submitted on a single notification
form. A Lead Abatement Notification Fee shall be remitted to DEQ on each individual and separate
residential dwelling or multi-family dwelling at the same address to be abated.
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The Mississippi Development Authority has issued a Lead-Based Paint Policy Statement to all HOME,
CDBG, HOPWA and ESG Grantees.

All Home Rehabilitation projects will be remediated. All CHDO substantial rehabilitation activies will
remediate lead base hazards. Mississippi Department of Health has implement a lead based
remediation grants in certain areas of the state.

Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families

CDBG may provide funding for economic development activities to create jobs made available to at least
51% low and moderate income persons. This will help reduce the number of poverty-level families by
providing economic opportunities and encouraging economic self-sufficiency.

Actions planned to develop institutional structure
The State of Mississippi does not provide funding for institutional structure activities.

Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social
service agencies

Mississippi Home Corporation will continue to enhance the relationship that has been developed with
the University of Southern Mississippi's Institute for Disability Studies in providing HOME funding for
homebuyer assistance activities. The coordination extends beyond this to also include social service
agencies, counselors, realtors, lenders, and other government agencies. In the homeowner
rehabilitation category, coordination between the Mississippi Department of Health and local units of
government must be enhanced to provide the adequate disposal system for homeowners as required by
State Law.

Discussion:
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Program Specific Requirements
AP-90 Program Specific Requirements — 91.320(k)(1,2,3)

Introduction:

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG)
Reference 24 CFR 91.320(k)(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 650,000
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: 650,000

Other CDBG Requirements
1. The amount of urgent need activities 0

2. The estimated percentage of CDBG funds that will be used for activities that benefit

persons of low and moderate income.Overall Benefit - A consecutive period of one,

two or three years may be used to determine that a minimum overall benefit of 70%

of CDBG funds is used to benefit persons of low and moderate income. Specify the

years covered that include this Annual Action Plan. 98.00%

HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME)
Reference 24 CFR 91.320(k)(2)
1. Adescription of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is
as follows:

N/A
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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:

Please refer to the attached document.

The “recapture” requirement has been imposed by MHC on HOME homebuyer assistance activities.
A Deed Restriction is the instrument used to enforce this provision. The period of affordability is
dependent on the amount of HOME assistance received. In the event the home is sold, the
homeowner is credited a pro rata share of the HOME assistance based on the amount of time the
home was occupied as the owners principal residence. Closing attorney’s contact MHC for the
calculation of the amount required to be recaptured and that information is sent via email or fax to
the attorney.

Cash-out refinances are not allowed unless the pro rata portion of the HOME funds are repaid based
on the amount of time from which assistance was received to when the refinance transaction takes
place.

Refinances for lesser term and/or rate is allowed with the Deed Restriction still enforced on the new

transaction.

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:

“Use of HOME affordable ...... ”

Homeownership value limits for Homebuyer Assistance activities are as follows, except as otherwise
indicated:

Existing Homes - $135,000*
Proposed Construction - $195,000 (statewide) Exceptions to the Existing Home Limits:

Stone County - $150,000 Forrest County - $138,000 Lamar County - $161,000 Perry County -
$138,000 Copiah County - $143,000 Hinds County - $143,000

Madison County - $170,000
Rankin County - $145,000

DeSoto County - $141,000 Tunica County - $143,000

4. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is
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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:

N/A

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)
Reference 91.320(k)(3)

1. Include written standards for providing ESG assistance (may include as attachment)

The State of Mississippi requires that all ESG grantees submit once an award is made, a written
standards (policies and procedures) for providing all ESG assistance. MHC will only approve those
standards that are in compliance with 24 CFR 91 and 576 ESG regulations and are consistent with
the State of Mississippi and goals.

2. If the Continuum of Care has established centralized or coordinated assessment system that
meets HUD requirements, describe that centralized or coordinated assessment system.

The State of Mississippi has three (3) Continuum of Care which are eligible to receive ESG funding.
Each CoC is required to implement a centralized or coordinated assessment system in order to be
eligible for other State and federal funding. All ESG applicants/sub-recipients are required to be a
member in good standing of a Continuum of Care and documented as such in the application. This
requirement is to assure the use a Centralized or Coordinated System to initially assess the eligibility
and needs of each individual or family seeking assistance.

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).

The Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG) Program will be made available by the McKinney-Vento Act,
as amended by the HEARTH Act. ESG Program funds will be made available to eligible applicants to
assist in street outreach, emergency shelters, rapid re-housing of homelessness individuals and
families, homeless prevention activities and HMIS activities. The ESG allocation will be distributed
statewide using a competitive process to the three Mississippi Continuum of Care organizations,
non-profit homeless service provider organizations (including faith based) and eligible local units of
government. The City of Jackson, as an entitlement community, receives a direct annual allocation
of ESG funds from HUD and will not be eligible to submit an application with MHc. Non-profit
organizations within the City of Jackson will be eligible to submit applications in the homelessness
prevention and/or rapid rehousing categories only. MHC will budget the required allocation of ESG
funds to the rapid re-housing / prevention activity categories.

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
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homeless or formerly homeless individuals in considering policies and funding decisions
regarding facilities and services funded under ESG.

Mississippi Home Corporation has met and will continue to meet the requirement in the McKinney—
Vento Act, as amended by the HEARTH Act, 24 CFR 576.405 (a), homeless participation. All sub-
recipients of ESG funds are required to include or consult with homeless or formerly homeless
individuals in considering and making policies and decisions regarding any facilities, services or other
assistance that receive ESG funding.

5. Describe performance standards for evaluating ESG.

ESG applicants/sub-recipient are required to describe the process used to evaluate through
performance measurement as a tool to capture information about program performance to
determine how programs and activities are meeting established needs and goals. Assessment
information is used to make improvements to the sub-recipient ESG program.

Additionally, the State uses applicant’s capability as demonstrated through experience, the ability to
provide rapid rehousing and homelessness prevention services to program participants within their
service areas.

Discussion:

See above summaries
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Citizen Participation Comments

GOLDEN TRIANGLE )

Flanning and Developmerd District, e,

£ Shepkille, RAT 3% 0ol (05 A .
Bobart & Baykir . B2 [awvis Jirsrnig Offwey ELer? L "Ry lohimaon
Pressieiurf Wire Prasidend Sererefory [/ Trocstnst Encoudiver Mfieayg: for

Aprel B, 2004

My Dana Tones

Mississippi Tome Corporation
733 Riverside Drive

Jackson, WS 30203

RE: 20006 Mississipm Annual Action Plan
Dear Ms. Tones:

The Croldenr Triangle Planning & Devclopment Disidet, Ine. (GTPDD) would like to offer its
comments on the 2016 Mississippt Annwesl Action Plan Drall, dated March 21, 2006, GTPDD
kas administered the TIOME Investment Parmerslip Program for its scven (7} counties and
twenty €203 municipalities, and has had i successul track record over the years.

The 2016 Action Plan states, on pape 21, that Misstssippi Home Corporation (MTIC) “expects to
assist & mnnber ol communilics o rehabilitale or reconstroel homes ter very-lowsincome
honscholds, threngsh a compelitive application process.™ (VTPTM? hopes tral MHC will revise
the past county Lier ranking factor, as many stmall conununities are located in o 'Tier 1 County,
but on an individeal busis, the community would not qualify as Fier | Therelore, the
communitiey are penalized for the Conry being a “Deveioned Arca™

Under the deseniption for “Ihase 17 of the application projcct, lacatod o page 32, the plan stutes
that applicamtz will have a *1) 1otmled work-wrie up and cost estimates (rchabilitation d
teconstruction) 2} Ownership-Deed”. GIPIND s concerped about who will be responsible lor
the work-wrile up and cost estimates.  We woilid sugges! al MHC contract with a building
mspector to provide the cost estienates, and also Tollow up with the inspections troughout the
prajeet. This will eliminate the lecal ety having o procure Loz the building inspector, and
provide a consistent means of measurement lor each project across the smie. GIPDD alse
suggests hat MHCO procure for legal services o hundle the ile scarches or the applicants. The
applicanis arc very-low-income Jwwscholds, and camiol afford this expense on the front ced.
The exiry burden of mulldpic publcatony for professional services, when the povomnmental
enlily Joes nol receive at least two proposals. creates an expense for already 1ght budgets, The
graniees advertise 1 a local paper, seod coemified solicitations to wl feust two mineriny andfor
[emale owned businesses, and subemit the advertisement to the Migsistippd Contract Procurament
Center. Even aiter these antempts, the sesponscs may e limited.  These lengthy gdvertisements
arc not reumbursable with gramt funds,

THTCTW LAY | hiralIFS WL UBLL CRTEBFHA W REEET iR
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The GTPDD acrees with MIIC i reoards o the siaement oo page 33 “Tand fcases will nol be
ithlowed; only exceplion will be 16" Section Land” The issue of leases has boen a prablem for
projects 1o the past, £5 Tar as what constifoites a “leng-tenm” lease.  Lhminating this clemenl will
make the selection process casier.

We alse noticed, thid on page 46, MIIC stites that “HOME Investment Partnership Progran
lunds. Finerpeney Holutions Gran! Program {unds, Housing Opporlunities tor Persons with
AIDS Program funds and National Houzing Tiust Fuuds are available siazdewide based on
availalsificy and process in which fomds are allocated.” The puragraph above sates that
Community evelpment Block Grant {CIDBG) funds ave available starewide to eligible non-
entitlement cottics.  Cocently, he regmations for HOME lunds exceed the stale’s allocated
ameodnt.  IE cotilement cntities, which reeeive o divect allocations Fom 11U, are allowed o
compete with the non-entitlement entities, the smaller communitics will suifer, GTPDE slrongly
opposes enéitlemient comymuninesTeligibiliv w competic for MHC HOME funds. 0 the
applications are allowed, iz MHC propared o conlirm that all prior year and current year
cotitlemnent Tunds have been expended? T so, (FTPIMY requests that the confinmation process
beeome apart of the Annpal Action Plan.

It has been a pleasure working with vou and the HOME stall, both at Mississippi Development
Authwrizy, and Miswssippt Home Corporaton. GTPDD locks forward to working with MUC to
create better housing for the citizens in the State of Mississippi. I you have any questions or
CONCCENS, please contact me,

L -
WO e af
P £ Rl
¢ e,
v - i X

- ; S
Ruper C3Rudy™ Jolnson
Executive 1direclor

RT.Jsh
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Dana Jones

From: Cansie Hicks <cassieiicks@usinedus
Sent: “riday, April 22, 201 4:43 PM

To: Jana lones

Subject: Aublic carmerents

I"rm submi:ti_ng the following a5 public cammaorts ta the 2046 Mississippi Annual Action pkan:

Disabled Housing Initiative cammaonts:

As Director ot Housing at the University of Southern Mississippi Institute for Disability Studies {IDS], our agency really
apprecintes the support being provided from Mississippi Home Corperation (MHC) te administer the Mississippi Home
of Your Own program (FOY0) as their Disablec Housing initiative. “here is alweys a2 high demand and reet] for serving
the iow income population with disakilit'es thet this initiative targets in cur state, This special needs initiative that
covers across Mississippi counties allows many househalds annually to purchase a horne of their own in the community
of their choice. Bocause HOYQ has the support of MHE, there is housing cducation and housing counscling to individuais
and familias for them to achieve community inclusion and successful home ownership.

This initiative has proved to have a very good statewids impact.

(Fasale Hiske

The University of Southern Mississippi
tnstitute for Disability Studies

Girector of Housing

118 College Drive #5163

Hattiesburg, M5, 38406-0001
601-266-6038  Fax: 601-265-3GE3

“Qeportanity i sissed Iy most pecple becaiise it is dressed in overalls and loaks lie workl”
Thomes Edivoin
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Jackie Cobbins

From:
Sent:
Ta:

Ce
Subject:

1CurtSrmith@aslcem

Saturday, April 33 2015 171:47 PM

Dana lones; lackic Cebbins, Ben Maokry

jeurtsmithéaol com

RE: Comments on 2076 Annual Acticn Plan Lardd Leases on Manufcatured Homes

Under the 2013 Finzl Rule Effective Date August 23, 2013, The revised definition for homeowne-ship rearganizes e list
of eligible forms of hameownership.

Accardingly;

» Fessimple fife in 2 - to 4- unit dweling or condominium uni or at lems! 3 99-year kasehold indeest,

excapt:

% Howusing lxcated 1n insular araas must have a oround |leass for ot laast 49 years

Housing kasaterd ori an Indian trust or restrcied ledian land, for 2t lzast 20 years

o Housing focated or band awned by a communily land frust, for at laast 56 vears [NEW)

. wlapifaciured nousing o a ground lease that is at ieast equal to the applizable affordabifity
period. (NEW; Auditianal guidrnce on manufacturad housing is found at §92 251{ej.

* ine proposed cenial of participation in e HOME Prograrm of individuals who own manuiaciured homes on
leased and would be ir confiict with HUD's August 23, 2013 Fino' Rule.

Sub:rditiad by,

James Curtis Smith
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Dana Jones

From: Jen Mokry

5ent: Monday, May 2, 2018 1334 PiA

Ta: Dana Jones

Subject: W MAAHP' recamendations

Attachments: A015_07_14_11OAE Funds Mema Tinakpdf; 20160430 Recommendations for HOML,

£30, HOYOQ.PDF

Dana:
This came In at the z1th hour on Saturday. Please include iLin yeur Bst of wrillen cements,

Do you usually develop a list of actions the |etters suggest? The other day you said there was only one comment letter
stebnilted,

Wa'll need to develop a summary of the comments and how MHC will respond so we can inform the MHC beard at the
May meeling.

Ben Mokry

Execulive Wioe President
Rezearch and Development
Mississippi Horme Corporation
From: Jason Spellings [Jspellings@hughesspelings.com]
Sent: Saturday, Al 30, 2018 313 PM

To: Ben Mokry; Seott Spivey

Ce: Phil Eide; Tomy Brunini

Subject: MAAHP's recomencalions

Gentdemen,

Mrached are two momos re: MAAHP S recommendations for the decisions vou ate cutrently
evaluaang,

Onc is f2om July of last year, T thought this is worth revisitiog as our pesition is much the same as
iLwas and fe other 1s & more recent memo responding the plan that s out tor public comment.

We request 4 meeting to go over s wogether.

We apprectale the oppormnity o be engared on these important issues and believe oue
recommendasions w e rootng in a desire o deliver the most itz w the people that are currently
anscived or underserved.

Sincerely,

Jason Spellinps

[Taghes Spellings Developiment
214 Bey Dhive | Suile 1000
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Madison, M3 310
Desk 7693002007
Cell 6019061243
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A Mississippi Association of AHfordable

MAAHP Housing Providers
[

July 14, 2G13

Mr. Swelt Spivey, Mississippt Home Corporation Exceutive Dirccior

735 Riverside Dirive

Jackson, M3 35211

Fe: HOME Furds

Scott

3

As you know, MAAHP convened 2 working group in an cllor 1o swimatize and present lo you
and MHC s1alf our recommendations for the nse of HOMT. fands, They wre as follows:

L. Substartially all ke rental housing, not heme ownership;

|~3

Dwelopmtut, nut rental assistance;

L

Maximum leverage;
4, Supporl both;

{i) creating new affordable units (inctease inventory whether by new
construction, repurposing vacant heusing or conwerting market properties
to affordable}; and {if) rehabilitation of existng low-income housing;

3, Target specific gaps; eg., 1% preservation transactons and 9% reduced
income projects;
& Uniform applications and contemporanecus award with LIFTC,

We would welcome an opportunity to have a follow up conversation to discuss this
with vou and/ or your staff i that would be beneficial.

Sicerely,

Jason Snellings

(2¢; Tony Brunini, Ferry Tobson, Sheils Jackson, Redney Dudley, Kathy Laborde, Phil Tide
Via: EBmnail

.5, Box B2 » JACks0N + MississiPa) « 38205-08T9 + PHame (BO119683-3448 + Fax (601069-12R5 Wi aasHa Ms
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A Mississippi Association of Affordahble

MAAHP Housing Providers
ST

430/2016
To: Mr. Scott Spivey and Tir, Ben Mokry
Re: MAAHP Comments on Mississippt 1lome Corporation Federal Programs

We respactlully submil the following comments on behalf of the MAAHT Roard of
Drirectors and apprecials the eppurtuzdly Lo do so.

ESG Funds
MAALIP agrees with the current recammendations tor ESG tunds

HOME Funds

MAAHP suggesls changuye the Homecowner Rehabalitation amount fom 53427477 o
31,000,000, While the repair program 18 8 much needed program, HOME funds are the
wrong funding maochanism beeawse of the mequirement to repair and replace tar beyond the
onginal scope of work, inflating the cost of the individual project.

MAAHP suggesls mersasing the LIHTC set-nside to $3,437.477. The LIHTC program
provides significont leverage, oversight and compliance that few other programs can
provide, MI1IC wonld see 2 benofit in the cost of HOME compliance when LIOME funds
are »laced into LIHTC developments. That i comphatee the agency already perfonms.

In the mwon recent survey completed with resulis published in the April, 2016 cdition of
Attordable Hovsing Mugarine, HOME funds are ciled ag the most important gap financing
source. This source should bz made availabls to the graatest extent possible by the
Mrssizsippl Home Corp to hoth 994 and espacially 4% LIETC developments to ensure
curnpletivn and developments thal stherwise could no ge dune we pow abde w be
congidered and comploned property, The 4% merket hag baon woealk in Mississippi; THOME
funds could rovide the gap Dnding necessary o wake many developrents work properly.
MMAAHP suggests that at least 614 of the HOME funds be made avatiable to 4% LIHTC
developments. Tvery year there s sisnificant unuscd bond capacily thal cocld be
leveraged if HOME funds swere vacd 1o 1311 gaps in 4% deals. A majority of 1IFA’s use
1OME funds in this way to areat effect. One of' the main reasons THIOME funds werc
moved o MBC was to be able to leverage the LTHTC dollars 1o make them most effective.
We beliewe that the g Lo make the significant avd needed changes to the LHOME
program are now because of the recent move of the tunds to MHC, We view Lhe praposcd
plom 1o 5% oo much of o continuatior: of the way the program was run when it was
administered by MIIA.

1. Maximize elTectivesess of HOME Jmds delivering the moest housing units

2. Tnercase Leverape by painng with LTHTC (4% and 9%} and debt

3. Minimize Compliance
4. Sweamline the Allocation process by painng with LIHTC

B2 Brog 879 « lackson « MSsISsiEe +20705-0ETS ¢ Panar {FO1AGE-3446 + Fax (B0 1865-1285 WeALMAAHP LS

Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 215

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



A Mississippi Association of Affordable

MAAHP Housing Providers
[ — !

CHDO

We tecommend 30% of the CTIDO funds to beused for LIHTC developments. The
leverage and accountability provided by the TIHTC program are sipgnilicant sith the game
benelits and results mentipned above.

TOY0

The 1lome of ¥our Chwm Sct Aside has beea a good down payment/elosing cost program
providing homeownership opportunities to discbied houscholds throngh the vears. TSM
has donz ao excellent job o identifying qualified individuals for the program and MAALIP
supponts the yse of hess luads sod the significanl leventge provided through (e mortyige
lending process.

National Howsing Trust Funds

MAAHP supperts the plan to use T dollurs as wiitten with one additional suggestion,
that HTF dollars should be leveraged at least 1: 1. Althoogh there is no federal requirement
[or leverage, there should be requirement [or leverage ol these scarce resources. The
requiterncnts of e HTF Lo teach o very low and extremely low mcome househald would
pair with MHC s goals of reaching decp into the populations needing the most housing
assislance.

MAAHP requests a meeting with MHC stall 1o discuss our objeclives and inguire aboul
parts of the plan that aren’t clear at this tme,

P.O.Box 879 » JackeoN « M ssissee) +20205-D878 v PHONS (01 )953-3446 + Fax (B01)269-1285 WAL AR KIS
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Grantee SF-424's and Certification(s)

APPLICATION FOR
FEDERAL AZSISTANCE Z

WEMSIDn TI03

[1. TYPE OF SUEMISSION:

Applizatior,
[ Construction

T Han-Gonstruction
5. AFFLICANT IMFORMATIGH

Pro-app.callarn

. DATE SUBMITTED
My 15, ZNE :
3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE Stare Appl ration denifisr

Applicent laordific:

= conetruction
| Nan-Censtructian

4. DATE RECGEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY | Faderal ldenifier

Legal Marme:

State of Mississl ppi

Orpyanizatienal Unlt: |

Department: .
| Missisipp’ Nevelopmert Authaity

Oraanirnllnna! SLNE:
AGHI9E6I4

Liviaian: . L
Comrunily Borvices Covision

Nams and telephones number of parsdn ta ba contacted on matters

)4-ElElERITIEE

Address

Strezt Invelving this applleatien lylve area codel

Bost Officy O 849 Frefle: Firat Marre:
hdr. Slover
Plideile koaing
o

Conunty: Last Mame

H.ncs Harnin

?"gta' Zip Code =)k

A SRZ05-084%0

ULy Ermall;

Uted = rates =l reie T wsiEiapLong

8, EMPLOUYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER /=W Pl e Murnber Dgive e ey | F e dumber [oive uj e cooe)
B01-350-3170 B - 3104

Othar ispesfy)

E. TYPE OF APPLIGATION:

T Now M Gentinuation

If 142vlslan, entar aporepriate laderis) ir bowles)
i Sea nack of form fardeseription of izbers. s LI

" Revislen

[

7. TYRF CF ARPLICANT: {5ee hack of farm a- Anpdestion Types)

Sitela
b fupesty)

9. NAME OF FECERAL AGENCY:
LLS. Dapetmert of Focoaing ane Uben Doveopment

TITLE (Mame of Program):
Communily Revelopment F'ock Gra~t [CORG)

10. CATALCS OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ABSISTANCE NUMBER:

Ta-E 7R

11, PESCR|RTVE TITLE OF AFPLICANT'S PROJECT:

| The COBG Pragram »' provide Lnds o lew and modcrste i-cora
carnmurnlivs lorm pablic 1.ty imgs CVem2nts Qnd eoenomis
developmerl,

Hlele el ViEzEsiEp!

12. AREAS AFFEGTED BY FROJECT |G

L Guniips, Siales elop

13, FROPDSED PROJECT

14, CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

Start Cane
N

Frdine Dale;
June 31, 2B

18, EBTIMATED FUNDING:

_|ORDER 12372 PRNGESS?

a. Applicant . Prajout
St af Miesesipm ~ pae ﬂm__ _s_,_iDI:-i —
16, 5 APFLICATION SURJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE

18, TQ THE BEST OF MY KM

ERCSE i3 i vas, I IS PREARSLICATIONIA=PLICATION FAS MADE
i 23 051271 FYETCE syAILABLE 10 THE 8TATC EXECUTIVE OROER 12172

b Aaplicent 3] i MROGESSE TOR REWIEW O

. Staty 5 i) DATE:

: ; o ] N - PRCGRAN IS MOT COAFRFD AY 5.0, 12377

4 Local § 7 o.Ne. T

‘& Other L x 7GR SROGIAN HAS HU| SeEN SLLLOIED BY 51818

FUE HEVIENY

i, Program Income 3 " 17.15 THE APFLICAMT DELINGUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBTT
TOT w s

g AL 3 23051217 M vea If "ves" atach an crplanaton. ¥ Mg

CAWVLEDRGE ANMD BELIEF, ALL DATA (M THES APPLICATION/PREAPFLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE
IDOCUMENT HAS EEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOYERMING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE
MTTACHED ASEURANCES |F THE ASSISTANCE 15 AWARDED,

4. Autharized Hepresenlztive

Consolidated Plan

ﬂr\a"ix Firsl Marmne Midd ¢ Marne
3 Janasz Varnng
Lasl Maime Suffix
PP hilliprs Jr.
b Title : o z A . Teleakone MNumbar (qiva arsa sods)
Inlerin Chiel Admanstiative Officer GO1-358-2681 |
presentaliva 2. Uale Signed
May 5, 5015
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Speciflic CDBG Certitications
Tle State certillzs that;

Citizen Participation -- It is i full comglignge and following s delailed cltizan vatlivipation plan that
satisfcs the requirements ¢f 24 CFR §9E.115 und cach ueit of general local govcmment that recaives
wssistanue Foun the Stete Ds or witl be fotlovring o delailed cidzen purtici pation plea (hat satiatias the
raquirerenls of 21 CHH F3L48G.

Consultation with Local Guvernments — [ R o1 will corr pty with the [o lowing:

I. It has consulled with aiTected units of loz) govemment iz be reneattliement arse of the Stats in
determnining the mstamd of distributicn cf thrding

3 T engaues inor will enpage in plasing for eommunity develugent actjyitics;

5 3 provides or will provics lechuival wislsmace w units of local guvernment in st on with
comumanizy deyelopment pregrams; and

4. It will rot refuse ta distribute funds te any wait of general local gaverurent an the vasis of' the
particular sligi=le setivity selevted ly the urit of general local pavermment to inset s commanity
development needs, excep: tat & Stale {5 tot preveated Mo estzblishing prinntivs in distributing
Funding ot the basis of the wetivities selected,

T.oeal Needs Tdentifleatinn -- To el capuise sach util ol geaeral local government (0 e Tiandeds Lo
slentile jus connunity deve.opment and housiw needs, iacluding te needs of low-incoioe aitd
ties to be undertalisn to mizel thuss needs.

moderate-ineome funilies, and the ac

Crrmunity Development Plun -- 18 consolidated hotsiag and comeuaiy develoumenl pler id=ntifies
sominity dzvel prment and housing nesds anel saezilies ho b sbwortecet and long-lerm conmTniLy
dovelapracnt objectives that have beea developed inueeotdanes with the prisrary chjcctives of Title Lot
the Eousing and Communily Deveopmonl At of 1974, a5 amonded, (bee 24 CFR 5307 and 24 CFL
past 5y

Use of Funds -- T iz complicd with the Follwing crilenis:

1. Maxinum Feasible Priovity, With respect to activitics capeeted to e sssisted with COBG funds,
it cermicics that 0 has develnped its Aclicn Plon so us 1o give maximum feasTble priotiny oo
cotivilies wh.ch heneiil low and moderste meome Ganilies ar aid o the prevention or elindoasion
afaluins or bligat, [he Acton PIETEY Sléadinelude acivilics wh'eh the freitee certifies are
desigred to rest other oty developieent reeds T 1 parliculzr rgency hurzlse
Gxizling Gone itinny pose o serion; and immediue lreae to the bealb oe ve farg ofthe comnwnty,
and otlier finansial resourcas ars nol uvaslablel,

2. Owerall Benelil. The agerezate use of CDBG funds Jneluding seclion 158 gnerantsad lnans
during program yearfs) 2013, 2054, and 2015 (u period specified by the grunies conaiaing ol cog, two, or
thres spect liv consacutye program years), skall grinsisally bens it persans of low utid mode:ate
‘neonie ina manaer Rl elsuoss that at least 70 pereent of the amount §s expended for autivities
Ll beuelil suly persans dusing he designated period;
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CDEG licwds w cemify <o the Kollowing:

It will mot attemat éo recaver any capital cosls vl public Jmpravemenis assistec with COBLY
ldds freluging Secton 108 loan garantzed Foads by ascssing way amourt uainst properties
pwpned anc oecupied by jersons of low aid maderste Treome, neliling any foo clurged or
weseyerient made as a cobditicn of ohtaining ueeess 1 such prblic improvements.

Howeyer, if COBG Linds < nsed e pay the proportivn of 8 fee or assessimen Lal reliles
the venilel costs of piblic improvemerts {assisted o part with COBG fundsj lwanced from
uther revenie snurets, Ah assessment or charge may be made agains Die property with respoii
ra the publis irnprovemenls Srunced by a sougcs other thun CDIG fusuds,

1t will o, atteopt o secover wy saptlal custs of public improveruents assisted with COBG
funds, Ineluding Sectiur 108, unless COBG Junds ate nsed to pay the proporicn vl fee or
assessment a-lributable to the capital costs o public imoreverment finaceed from ether reveaus
sovLriss, i s chse, 10 assessmeat of chavge may b made aginst the propary with wespadt T
tie pulilic ioyprovements finaned by 2 source nther thar CBG funes. Alsa, I the case of
propertics owned zné oceupied by nederate invome (et lew-income) funilies, s asessment ar
charpe may be nwds agaivat the preperty for public improvements firanced by 4 srres athzr
thun C1B34G fiinds i the jurisdietion certifes that it lacks (133G fards v cover Lhe esseesment,

Fxcessive Force I will raquire units of general lnvel gevernment that raveive CDEG tunds o eertlly
that they nave adopted and aze enforsing:

L. A policy prohibitng the wse of excessive lreg by law en oroement agencies within frs
urdadicton apairst iy individuals engaged “noon-vielsnt olvil ighle demanzticiions; and

aly A piiicy of anfoeeing wpolisatle Staee and local lews agzinat paysical by baurityg cimraree o or
axil [ront e faciliny or Laeaivn which is the subjest af such non-vielont eivi tights
demeastraions within its jueisdicilion;

Complinnee Wirh Anti-discrimination faws — The gram will be coaduetad and adminislercd i

corformity with Blls W1 of the Civil Rights Aot of 1964 (A2 USCA000), L Fair Haugiug &at (32 Tise

30011619, and implomenting regilations,

Complisnee with Laws - It will comply with applicable laws.

Chslis

;L mature/ Awtlforized UTicial |J2te
= LTIE O
Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 219

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



APPLICATION FOR ‘arsion Ti0H

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 2, DATE SUBMITTED Applicant ldentifier
Ry 156, #U1s = .

1. TYPL OF SUBMISSMON: A BATE RECEIVED BY STATE Stelc Applicwsion eoliier

Applization Fre-aopllzzto =

T Goastructlon D Constiuctlen 4, DATE RECENVED EY FEDERAL AGENGY | Fedoral Identiier

%] Non-Canstaction [ Nan-Construction

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION T

Leya Mamo: Drganrzatianal Unit:

- Jepanm
Slulu el Mudisspn i "\I' Lx:vclo::rrert St criry
r-a-uzauur Al OUMS: Divisien:
Dg,ju Comrnorely Services Civision

Address: B & Heme and talephens number of parson tn be contacted on matters
Blieel: invdlving this application [f1ve avea code)

Pusl Ofice Rox d4a Frafc. First Mame:

Mr_ Stawan

ity Middle Marne

Jackaon L
_-:c_lunty. N - Lazat Yame T

I nds Hurdin

Stare: Lt

E |25 _
Couiiliy, Emiagil: |
LI Tad ™S ra sharring mizaiaa ppi nng -

& EMPLOYVER IPEMTIFICATION MUMBER (£l Flune Munbor igree srea code; Fax Murmber [zive area cade)

_:”:l I E.[‘ .3 g01-338-317% H01-3RA-3108
8. TYPE OF APPLIGATION: i 7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: {Sec back af form for Applizstion Types) |
. W Maw M Gontinuatien [ Reylslon Sgla
 evis'on, enter appropriate |etter(s) in Roxies
Zee book of form far deschption of leiers.) father (speclfy)
[ Ll -
Olher jspeciy} 9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:
ULS. Deparmenlul Howzing and Lirkan Developrment
10. CATALDG OF FEDERAL DGMESTIC A3S|STANCE NUMBER: 11. BESCRIFTIVE TITLE GF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
|2 The FIORE Turds aie wsed 19 senve very low and lov-incame —Hizans.

HTLE ™ o |1—||i L!_";”_QJ Funds will be Lzed to provie s afforcaale hausng Lhroogh haresosnor

[ Srrme ! n:glg"?art g‘g:’_‘? E:rlshp Progrem (HOME) renAkilivasior, homekuyor assisanse and G 100 rew gostinsian of

1 mulli=a mivy s=elal Linls

12. AREAE AFFECTED BY PROJEGT [Lihos, Gounlies, States, efc ).
Blale of Wizessippi

12. PROPOSED PROJECT 14 CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

Start Dace; [Ending Zata: & Mppllcant [ b Frojot

July 1, 2015 sune 30, 2016 State nf Miszizsippi Brate of Mizzizsippi

15, ESTIMATED FUNDING: o 16. IS AFFLICATION SUBJEGT [0 REVIEW EY STATE EXEGUTIVE

I —M_URDER 12372 PROCESSY

a. Federal F B o ves | THIS PRCAFSLICATIONAPPLICATION WaE MADE
BE375 447 ST AVAILABLE T THE 5TAT: EXECUIVE ORGER 12072

L. Appl zent F o PROCZSS FOM CIEVIEW S

. Seata 3 = CaT=:

q4. _ocal 3 = b, T PROGIAN |2 NCT COVERED BY E 012372

&, Dther R [ ORPROGRAMHAS NGT BEEN BELEGTED BY 57 1B

— | FOR REWIEW

f. Prrgram [ncome ] bt 17, 15 THE APPLICANT DELINGQUENT OM ANY FEDERAL CEETT

IRl Th i BaEdddr i ‘far 1 "¢as" attach an sxplanatian. ¥ bn |

18, TO THE BEST OF MY KNOVLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLIGATIONIPREAPFLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT. THE

DOCUMENT HAS EEEM DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APFPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT Y¥ILL GOMPLY WITH THE
IATTAGHED ASSURAMCES IF THE ASSISTANCE |3 AW&'-\R_DED.
= Aubherized Feorasanlalive

F‘ fx First Murnz Middle Mame

r. Jaras anning

Last Mama Suiffix

I cPhillips LT

[ <, Telerlhnr.n Mumber {(ylve area coda)
(B01-3R5-0 S‘I a
'L Udl!.h

May 15, %

Standard Fasm 424 (Rev.9-2007)
Frescribod bw CRR Circolas A 02

Aul G fﬂrlnml coroduciion
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Speeific IOME Cerlilicationy

1 Srate nertifies that:
Tenant Based Rental Assistance - [t intends to provide lenzni-baszd rental assiatemoes:

The use of [TOM 7 fund: for enart-hased rental assistanes (s 20 essential clement of the State's
cvnsalidated plen.

Eligible Activitics and Custs - 1t is using 2nd will use 1IN fnds Tr edigible activilies an costs, as
described in 24 CUR § 92405 thougl: §92.209 and that i1 % oot uwsing and will ngt wse LIOLF. funds foc

prahibited activities, as deacrived in §92.214,
Appropriate Financisl Assistance - Defore committng any funds ta & project, the Stalz o2 its

revipients il svaluzte the project in aceordanes with the guidelines that il adopts for this purpoas end
will ot illves: any move HOME Junds in sombination with olner Federal assistavos that i3 pecessary Lo

provids affocdablz hucsing,

y}:s‘},fij'

Date
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APPLICATION FOR Wesion Fi0d

FERERAL ASSIETANCE 2. DATE SUBMTTED Sppllcant [dentifier
By 15, 2015
1. T¥FE OF SUBMISSION; 3, DATE RECE|VED BY STATE Statz Apolization [dsnifcr
Apnlization Pre-application B
I Construglion O constructien 4. DATE RECEIVED EY FEDERAL AGENCY | Fedeml |deniifier
jm_ﬂgrﬁu netruction ﬂ Won-Canstruction
5. APPLICANT INFORMATION =y
| egal Mame: Crganlzational Unit-
- P Teparmernt:
State of M ezizaiapi '.Fle,—slr:,sm Cewvslepnent Auothorily
Crgar IZalluﬂaI DLW Triwiion: . .
ANEA3EEAS Curnreur ly Services Diviaien
Address: Name and telaphong ninmber of perzon to be comtacted on mattera
Strees; Invelving this application (give arva code)
Pa=t Cfics Bax 247 Srefix, Firg? Mama:
ir, Ztewen
[ City: T Wl ddle Name
Jacksor [
Criinty: Lzst Mare
Hardin
% Uitk
29700 -'18:15!
nnrdry: Erail T
Ariiled Slales shardr gRmisgisippi.omg )
5. EMPLOYER ICENTIFICATION NUMBER (&) FPhone Mumoer | amaa sodo) Max Mumber {give armn corey
| ]l+'=l5 ] 3, el [7 ]2 le ] e Sl
3. TYPE OF APPLICATION: T. T¥RE OF APPLICANT: {See bazk ol leou for applcation Ty pae)
¥ New Tl Continuation ™ Revision Skte
* RowElar, enter sppropr ate ettas) n boxies:
(Son baek of form for descr plien af leters | |J j Glhes spocy)
|
Ulhar qapaulyl 8. NAME 0OF FEDERAL AGENCY:
J.5 Dopucdrent of | lews ng ard J-ban Developrnat
10, CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASEISTANCE NUMEER; 11 DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:
s T+e Emergenoy Soluluns Gran! Program (FESE) will povide assistancs
)] df= ? e
TITLE s of P |—”_| |:]—||_| Lo hrcasl UP1ES of government 44d non-profit organizetions te mprowve the
Em,rgi,h-"é'; t;d[, L,;”F,r?;"rg*m [ESS) cuality of erergancy ahettars for the homelass s o @ssis s
72, AREAS AFFECTED BY FROJECT [Ciffes, Counis, Ellos, Bl ). PIEYENNNG nome wssness by quizkly re-heusing 2rd 1 he stasilizes,
Slarg of Migsissippi
[13. PROPOSED PROLECT = 14. CONGRESSIONAL OISTRICTS OF:
Bl Duls zrd'ng Date a. Applizanl b, Frojact
July 1. 2015 Junz 30, 2048 State of Missmsippi Late et Flaslssipal
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING; 16 I$ APPLICATION SUBJECT TS REVIEW BY 3TATE EXECUTIVE
i fka i - i IOROER 12372 PROCESA?
A, Fodurai 3 . vaa. ¥ THEE PREAFFLIZATIONS MPLICATION WAS MADE
. 2287 44 2.¥83 W pnlLABLE TO THE STATF FXFOUIIYE ORDER 12372
| o Al cant 4 o FROCESS FOR REYIEW O
o & [ B [ATE:
d. Lozl 3 > i FROCRAM '3 NG COY=RED GY E. O 12572
o otrer — = {7 O FRUOGIAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATR
cOR REVIEYY
f. Prograt lcome F i 17, 15 THE AFPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
T
8- 10T * 2247 444 [T as If " sttach an explanstion. 7l re

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BLLIRF, ALL OATA IN THIS 4&PPLICATIONPREAFPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT. THE
DOGUMENT HAS EEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERMING BODY OF THE AFFLICANT AND THE AFELICANT YALL COMPLY WITH THE
ATTACHED ASSUAANCES IF THE ASEISTANCE IS AVIARDED,
A ALNeRzes Represemative

refix Firet Mams Viddle Mamne
r. Jamas Panaing
Lzt Mame ST
MaPhillipe Jr.
- A _ . Telephone MUIMDEr il s coce) |
(Chiest Acirriaistral v Officer Bl 4-380-2E8 1
ranartative g2, Cale Signac
May 15, 2015

T Standacd Form 424 fRavR-2003)

reduction Frecoribed by OO Cicala A-02
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E=0 Cerlilicatinons

Fach State that sceks funding under the Lmerpenzy Soluticns Graws Program must provide
the fitl.nwing certitications:

Matching Funds — Uhe $tate will abtain any matching smovmts reguived under 24 CTR
576,201 in g manner so U ils subrecipients that are loast cupable of praviding matching
amcunts receive the beneft of the cxeeplion undsr 24 CTR 570, 200(#0(2),

Discharge Policy — The State will gstablish and foplerent, to the maximum extent
practicahle and whers sppmptiate, policies and prolocols or the dischurye of persois Lrom
publicly [undes institutions or sysletns o7 eare (such as bealth care tacilities, mentul healtl,
facilitiey, foster care nr other youlh facilities, or earrection prograns and institurions) in crier
10 prevent this dissharge fkenn imediately resulling in humelessiogs five thesz perscns,

Cunfidentiality — The $taic will develop and implement srocedures o 2nsure the
confidentiality of records parmaining to uny individua! providud family vinlence preventinn o
tteatment services ttder any project assisted nuder the ESG program. including proteution
aguingt the rolease of the address or locatinn of any fanily viclence shelrer prijuct, exsept with
the writlen aulburtzaton of the persen responsibls for the operation of that shelter,

The State will cnsurc thy. 1s subresipients coply with the fllowing erileria:

Majar rehabilitationfeonversion  [Yen emergeney shelter™s cehabilitaliom custs excoed 75
pereeny ol the value of the building belore rehabilitslicn, the brilding wil be mainluined as a
shelter for home.ess individuals and faniies for a minimum of 10 years allec the dae ths
building ts fiest oezusied by 4 homeess individnal or tamily afler the comaleted relbiitaliom, IT
e cost ta eonvert 1 bailding inle ad emergeney sheller sxuaeds 73 purcent of the value ol the
building ufer conversion, the building will he maintained as 4 sheler for Lomeless indrviduals
and Families far a minimurt of 16 yoars uiter the dare the huilding is frst occupied by e bameless
indivicual ar family after the eompleted conversion. [n 2ll other cases where B3G funds are s
for reneyatior, e building will be maintained as a shelter (o homeless individuals and [arailies
fior & minimumm of 3 veors after the date the building is first cecupivd by 8 homeless fndividwal or
Luraily aller the compicted rencvation,

Faseniial Services and Operating Costs — IFESG funds are used for shelier nperations ot
asnential services related tu street crtresch ur emergency shelzer, the subreciplent will provide
services or sbielter 10 homaluss i ividual:and familics fir the peried ducing which the TSG
assistanee s provided, without regard L1 g paticulu site or skeucture, 56 long the applican serves
the same dype ol sersons (e, funilies with childzu, wneeumpsnied youlh, veterans, disabled
individuals, ar victims of demestic viskoee) or persons indhe sume gaagrapic awea.

Renovation — Ay renovation carrivd cut wilh B8G assislzpa shal bs suflicient 1o

snsire that the building involved is safe and sanizary.

Suppertive Services — 1he subrecipient will agaist homeless individuals in oblsinity pormanzn
housing, appropiate supportive services (including medieal and mental ealth treaumeul,

counscling, supervision, atd other services essansial v nehieving indupendent livine, and
olher Federal State, local, and arivate assislaace available far aueh mdividiala,
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Homeless Persons Tuvolvement — To the muximuo exten? practivable, the subrecipient wit]
involve, tarcugh cruployment, volunteer services, or otherwise, homeless individuals and
lamilies in conatructing, rengvating, maintaining, and operating luwcilities, in providing services
assisted under the ESG program, and it providing services fer ocoupants of facilives assisied
E&L3,

Consolidated Plan — All uctiviliss the subrecipient undcrtakes with assistanes ugder ESG ars
consistent with the State’s current BUN-approved consolidaied plan,

shshs

Late

Title
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STATE CERTIFICATIONS

ln aecordance wilk the tpalizae statutes 2nd the ragulations goveming the consclida®ed plan
tezulations, the State curlilics thar

Affirmatively Forther Fair Jonging - The Soude will alfemstively Suclber Bic boosiag which meons i

witl corluet an aralvsis of b oeslioess w i heising cioice withia thz slate, take appropriate actions 1o
overcume Lae effeels olany Doisdiments [Centified through that analysis, and malntain records relleding

Lol aimet st wrael astons Do this regacd.

Anti-displacement and Relocation Plan - It will eomply vith the zoguisitien and relocation
requirements of Lhe Laifoer, Relocation Assiztner und Real Progsely Acguisilion Policies Act of 1970,
as umended, and implememing regutations 3t 40 CF2 24; and it has In effect and is following a residonsial
arti-£isplacement and raloculion wesisunes plae requirad ynder seetion 104(d) of the 1 ousing and
Comrmunity Development Act of 1974, g amehded, in cornertion with mmy axtivily assisted with finding
under the CTIRCG or HOME prograns,

Anil-Lobbying - Ta fhe heslc[ie Sta1g's knowledps and hellef2

1. Wi Frdoral epprapriated Iinds have Seun pald oe will be paid, by or en beball o fit, to sy pursen
for influencirg or wleanpting to inilusnes an officer ar employes of auy agerey, a Mamber of
Congress, at. officer cremployse of Cuagress, or gt ¢ npleyee of a Member of Congrass in
Gounestinn with the awarding of any Fedetal contract, the maldag of any Pederul greng, the
mzking af any lzderal loan, tne enloring inlu of any goaperative agrezmont, and the extensicn,
continuation, renewal, atnendinent, or madilication of iy Federal contract, granl, loac, o
couparulive agreement;

Z I ariy funels ather tar Fadsial apponipeiated (Uads Tve head patd o will be il 4 sy person
Tor inllueaeing ar stferpling o nloenee a0 officer oo emplayee of wey agency, 3 Membsr of
Conpress, =n officer or 2mplayee of Congress, or an cmpayes ol a Mainber of Crngress i
counoclion with this Fedaral vintmer, grant Loan, ¢ cooperative agroement, il will complete ang
submit Standurd Form-LLL. "dsclosurs Faen o Reparl Lobbying," in accordance with ite
instraerens, a:ad

3 I will requrre thac she lanpuags of parngraphs 1 and 2 ol this serlification e included in tie
award decuents for ol subuwards at 2l ters fincluding subconirecis, subyrants, ard sontracts
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under grants, loans, amd cooperative agreements) and that ali subrecipients sha'l certity and
Fisclose rocordingly.

Authority of Stute - The submisaion of the ponsolidated plan is antherized under Stats law and the
Slal: posscsses the lepal anthorsy 1o carry oul the programs wnder e consolidated plan for which it s
seeking funding, in sccordance with applicable HUD r2g lations,

Consistency with plan - The bousing agtivities to he underluleen with COIMG, HOME, ESG, and
HOPW A Snds are congistant wilh the strategie plan,

Section 3 -- 1t will vomply with s2clion 3 of the Hoasing and Urban Developiaent A6 0f 1968, and
implamenting regulations et 24 CFR Prit 125,

Uy/L7/

orized Officiul Dale

R

Tile
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Appendix - Alternate/Local Data Sources

1 Data Source Name
MS-501 and MS-503 2014 CoC Housing Inventory Count
List the name of the organization or individual who originated the data set.
MS-501 Mississippi Balance of State CoC
MS-503 Gult Port/Gult Coast Regional CoC
Provide a brief summary of the data set.
The 2014 Housing Inventory Count Report for both CoCs
What was the purpose for developing this data set?
Tally of total homeless housing options
How comprehensive is the coverage of this administrative data? Is data collection concentrated in
one geographic area or among a certain population?
Within coverage areas for both CoCs
What time period (provide the year, and optionally month, or month and day) is covered by this
data set?
2014
What is the status of the data set (complete, in progress, or planned)?
Complete
Consolidated Plan MISSISSIPPI 227

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



	Executive Summary
	ES-05 Executive Summary - 91.300(c), 91.320(b)

	The Process
	PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.300(b)
	PR-10 Consultation - 91.110, 91.300(b); 91.315(l)
	PR-15 Citizen Participation - 91.115, 91.300(c)

	Needs Assessment
	NA-05 Overview
	NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment - 24 CFR 91.305 (a,b,c)
	NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Problems - 91.305 (b)(2)
	NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problems – 91.305(b)(2)
	NA-25 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens – 91.305 (b)(2)
	NA-30 Disproportionately Greater Need: Discussion – 91.305 (b)(2)
	NA-35 Public Housing – (Optional)
	NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessment – 91.305(c)
	NA-45 Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment – 91.305 (b,d)
	NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs - 91.315 (f)

	Housing Market Analysis
	MA-05 Overview
	MA-10 Number of Housing Units – 91.310(a)
	MA-15 Cost of Housing – 91.310(a)
	MA-20 Condition of Housing – 91.310(a)
	MA-25 Public and Assisted Housing – (Optional)
	MA-30 Homeless Facilities – 91.310(b)
	MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services – 91.310(c)
	MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing – 91.310(d)
	MA-45 Non-Housing Community Development Assets -91.315(f)
	MA-50 Needs and Market Analysis Discussion

	Strategic Plan
	SP-05 Overview
	SP-10 Geographic Priorities – 91.315(a)(1)
	SP-25 Priority Needs – 91.315(a)(2)
	SP-30 Influence of Market Conditions – 91.315(b)
	SP-50 Public Housing Accessibility and Involvement – 91.315(c)
	SP-55 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.315(h)
	SP-60 Homelessness Strategy – 91.315(d)
	SP-65 Lead based paint Hazards – 91.315(i)
	SP-70 Anti-Poverty Strategy – 91.315(j)
	SP-80 Monitoring – 91.330

	Expected Resources
	AP-15 Expected Resources – 91.320(c)(1,2)

	Annual Goals and Objectives
	AP-25 Allocation Priorities – 91.320(d)
	AP-30 Methods of Distribution – 91.320(d)&(k)
	AP-35 Projects – (Optional)
	AP-38 Project Summary
	AP-40 Section 108 Loan Guarantee – 91.320(k)(1)(ii)
	AP-45 Community Revitalization Strategies – 91.320(k)(1)(ii)
	AP-50 Geographic Distribution – 91.320(f)

	Affordable Housing
	AP-55 Affordable Housing – 24 CFR 91.320(g)
	AP-60 Public Housing - 24 CFR 91.320(j)
	AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities – 91.320(h)
	AP-70 HOPWA Goals – 91.320(k)(4)
	AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.320(i)
	AP-85 Other Actions – 91.320(j)

	Program Specific Requirements

