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Fair Housing & Equity Assessment

Required of Sustainable Communities Grantees

Demographic and FH background
Segregation/ Integration
Concentrations of poverty
Disparity In access to opportunity
Fair housing infrastructure
Physical infrastructure

o g bk bR

| SCC



Single Jurisdiction -
Analysis of Impediments (Al)

Entitliement jurisdictions must:

Certify that they are affirmatively
furthering fair housing (AFFH) as a
condition of receiving CPD funds from

HUD (funds received for the last 20 years)
There are 22 such jurisdictions in NE Ohio
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Analysis of Impediments (Al)

Private sector transactions: rental
market (applications, Iinterviews, etc)
and sales markets (lending, steering,
blockbusting, foreclosure burden, etc)

Public sector influences: land use
codes, zoning, public policy practices,
neighborhood resistance, etc .

Assessing barriers to housing choice
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NEOSCC Regional Al

ldentifying racially and ethnically

concentrated areas of poverty

Measuring racial & ethnic isolation as
well as segregation in the Region
Evaluating access to opportunity

Reduce social and economic disparities
ldentify impediments and recommend
actions to overcome impediments
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Spatial Distribution of Poverty
2000 2010
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2006-2010 Poverty Rate Distribution Poverty Rate
2006-2010 Average Poverty Rate Among All Census Tracts in the NEOSCC Region = 13.9%

Disproportionate Share Threshold = 23.9% (A disproportionate share exists when the share of a 0.0-139
population in a given area is at least 10 percentage points greater than the study area average.) Sig<s5n

Census Tract Boundaries E:.:] NEOSCC Boundary 24.0-40.0
[_] Entitlement City Boundaries NOTE: The Counties of Cuyahoga, Lake, Stark, 40.1-60.0
I:I MPO/COG Boundaries and Summit are also entitlement areas. 60.1-81.3

Data Source: 2006-2010 ACS




Spatial Distribution of Blacks
2000 2010



Spatial Distribution of Hispanics
2000 2010



Concentrations of Poverty
RCAP ECAP



Indexes of Segregation

B/W Dissimilarity B/W Dissimilarity
2000 2010



Small Business Lending

# of Loans Loan Value



Access to Opportunity

Public Transit Routes Areas of Opportunity



FHEA Summary:

Concentrations of racial/ ethnic minorities
Areas with significant poverty

Areas with high levels of segregation
Areas that have lacked investment

nequitable investment of Community
Reinvestment Act resources

Public Investments that enhance access to
areas of opportunity are needed




Spatial Location of Housing
HUD MF Housing LIHTC



Spatial Location of Housing
Public Housing Vouchers



Fair Housing Complaints
By Basis of the Complaint

Fair Housing Complaints by Basis

NEOSCC Region
2004-2012 HUD Data

Basis

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 Total

Disability
Race
Family Status

106 105 141 77 120 87 120 90 56 902

106 71 100 80 117 101 76 55 37 743
34 27 45 49 46 148 87 100 47 583

Sex 17 22 34 22 24 38 38 15 18 228
National Origin 6 10 12 11 39 21 31 6 7 143
Religion 10 5 3 15 2 5 3 5 52
Color 3 4 3 6 16 10 2 1 2 47
TotalBases 276 249 340 248 377 407 359 270 172 2,698
Total

Complaints

252 225 281 205 288 347 309 248 142 2,297




Fair Housing Complaints

Fair Housing Complaints by Top Ten Issues

NEOSCC Region
2004-2012 HUD Data

Issue Total
1. Discrimination in terms, conditions or privileges relating to rental 505
2. Discriminatory refusal to rent 409
3. Failure to make reasonable accommodation 391
4. Discriminatory terms, conditions, privileges, or services and facilities 354
5. Discriminatory advertisement — rental 243
6. Discriminatory advertising, statements, and notices 198
7. Discriminatory acts under Section 818 (coercion, etc.) 157
8. Discriminatory refusal to rent and negotiate for rental 138
9. Other discriminatory acts 111
10. Otherwise deny or make housing available 57
All Other 458
Total Issues 3,021

Total Complaints 2,297




Home Mortgage Disclosure Act

Denial Rates by Race/Ethnicity of Applicant
NEOSCC Region
2004-2011 HMDA Data

Race/Ethnicity Average
American Indian 25.8%
Asian 12.9%
Black 33.6%
White 13.0%
Average 16.5%
Non-Hispanic 15.3%
Hispanic 21.6%




Home Mortgage Disclosure Act

Rate of HALs Originated
by Race/Ethnicity of Applicant
NEOSCC Region
2004-2011 HMDA Data

Race/Ethnicity Average
American Indian 16.0%
Asian 6.9%
Black 38.2%
White 12.1%
Average 15.2%
Non-Hispanic 14.3%

Hispanic 19.7%




Regional Al

ldentified Impediments:

Private Sector Impediments
Denial of available housing in the rental markets

Discriminatory terms, conditions, privileges, or
facilities relating to rental

Failure to make reasonable accommodations or
modifications

Steering activities in the rental markets

Preferences stated in advertisements for rental
housing

Denial of availability of housing in the home purch
markets

ase
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Regional Al
ldentified Impediments:

Private Sector Impediments
Steering activities in home sales markets
Denial of home purchase loans
Predatory lending in the home purchase market

Lack of compliance with accessibility requirements
construction of housing units

IN



Regional Al

ldentified Impediments:

Public Sector Impediments

Lack of sufficient fair housing policies or practic
some units of local government

Lack of sufficient fair housing outreach and
education efforts — the problem is larger than the
current resource commitment

Land use and planning decisions and operational
practices occasionally result in unequal access to
government services, such as transportation

Historical establishment of policies and practices
resulted in segregation of minority populations
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Regional Al

ldentified Impediments:

Public Sector Impediments

5. Public policy decisions regarding definitions of
“family,” “dwelling unit,” and related terms are
occasionally problematic

6. Lack of sufficient inclusionary land use policies




Bridging the Al & FHEA







Open House Schedule - Final
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Staff Requirements:
14 local/PMO/MPO

10 consultants
(Week 1 only)



Tools for Gathering Feedback

Dial-like gauges

Placetype preference survey
Blank brown paper

Overall feedback cards
Photobooth

ImagineMyNEO



Tools for Gathering Feedback: Dials
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Tools for Gathering Feedback: Dials



Tools for Gathering Feedback: Additional preference info



Tools for Gathering Feedback: Overall Feedback Card s
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