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Oregon Housing Blog Comments on HUD’s Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Advance Notice and Request for Comment

http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2010/pdf/2010-2979.pdf
I am writing to offer comments on the subject Notice published in the Federal Register on February 10, 2010 [Docket No. FR–5396–N–01). I have extracted the questions from the Federal Register Notice and have added my comments in the far right column in the two tables below; highest priorities are bold faced.
Tom Cusack,

Lake Oswego, Oregon

housepdx@gmail.com
503 327-9100

A. Questions by Plan Type
	Plan Type
	Questions
	Comments

	(1) Funding to support the preparation of Regional Plans where such plans do not currently exist;
	1. What specific types of eligible activities would support this effort and which parties should be part of the regional planning process? 

2. What elements should be part of the plan, such as a region-wide vision and statement of goals, long term development and infrastructure investment map, implementation strategy and/or funding plan? 

3. How can citizens best participate, such as through a requirement for participation in a minimum number of public meetings to ensure broad regional consensus? 

4. Should Regional Plans for Sustainable Development be expected to harmonize and be consistent with HUD, DOT, and EPA-required plans and, if so, how? Should Regional Plans for Sustainable Development show a linkage to local formula-based programs supported by HUD, DOT, and EPA; and, if so, to what extent should such linkage be required?
	1. For each geography covered the minimum partners should include any HUD entitlement community and public housing agency.
2. A commitment to include a region wide analysis of fair housing impediments should be a required element.

3. More than lip service to citizen input can be accomplished by REQUIRING that a public hearing be held AND that all written comments received be included as an appendix to the application, along with the response from the applicant.

4. Plans should be required to include as exhibits/appendices, specific tables and data from HUD CDBG and HUD Public Housing plans, including counts of vouchers, public housing and wait lists as well as CDBG required needs tables. 

	(2) Funding to support the preparation of more detailed execution plans and programs to implement existing regional sustainable development plans
	1. What specific types of activities should be eligible for funding in this category? 

2. What criteria should be used to evaluate whether a previously adopted regional vision is consistent with the Livability Principles discussed above? 

3. Should the amount of local and contributed resources to support, expand, and enhance the development of implementation strategies be rewarded in application scoring or are there other means to leverage other funds and resources?
	1. Eligible activities should require specific dates and specific action items.
2. The equitable affordable housing livability principle may be difficult to document, but may be the most important. To qualify, existing plans must be able to identify concrete requirements AND document recent monitoring against existing plan requirements and performance goals.
3. The highest point values in scoring applications should be based on concrete verifiable commitments of NEW funds with specific dates. Maintenance of effort certification should be required to insure that HUD funds are not use to replace existing local/regional funding.

	3) Implementation funding to support regions that have regional sustainable development plans and implementation strategies in place and need support for a catalytic project or program that demonstrates commitment to and implementation of the broader plan
	1. Would “pre-certification” be an added value and, if so, what programs should this approach apply to? What criteria should be considered for meeting the “pre-certification” status? 

2. Is the direct support of implementation activities appropriate within this Program given the limited amount of resources and the expected modest size of grants? 

3. What criteria should be used to judge that an applicant successfully demonstrates that it has an adopted regional vision and that the project for funding under this category is truly catalytic? 

4. Specifically, what criteria should be considered for a project to be catalytic? 

5.  What types of activities might be included, the timeframe by what time the project should be completed, and how much leveraging should be considered appropriate for demonstrating that the proposed investment will serve as a the region’s commitment to a sustainable future?
	1. With short timeline I do not see precertification as an option for this program.
2. A specific project that carries out livability principles MAY be useful, but ONLY if applicant demonstrates direct relationship to all of the livability principles AND it agrees to provide a complete set of development documentation, in a format of HUD’s choosing, that will posted for copyright free use by others.
3. Meeting ALL livability principles, AND commitment to share development details for posting on line, without copyright restriction

4. Same as 3 above.

5. Land acquisition should be allowed, but ONLY if other financing is committed. Livability funding should be viewed as gap funding for an individual project and comprise no more than 25% of project “uses” in a source and uses spreadsheet.


B. Other Questions for Which HUD Has Sought Input
	Additional Question Area
	Questions HUD Raised
	Comments

	B. Entities Eligible for Funding
	1. Should certain entities be required partners in multi-jurisdictional regions such as a metropolitan planning organization as defined in 23 CFR 450.104, or a rural planning organization or network of rural planning organizations in a rural area

2. What definitions should HUD use to define a rural multi-jurisdictional region eligible for funding?

3. What units of government should be allowed to serve as a lead agency for funding purposes?

4. What should demonstrate commitment on the part of each member organization, and whether there should be a minimum number of member organizations
	1. No, MPO’s should not a required partner for this program, there are other regional organizations that can coordinate transportation, housing, and environmental activities, including public transit agencies.

2. No comment.
3. Any governmental entity that is agreed upon by coaplicants

4. No minimum number of organizations, commitment should be in the form of hard dollar commitment including specific staff hour commitments. 

	C. Selection Criteria
	1. HUD seeks input on how to judge the capacity of the regional entity to carry out the proposed Program, including the extent of technical and organizational capacity to conduct the project in the proposed timeframe, past experience in implementing a planning process, and/ or an implementation project as proposed, and the extent to which the consortium has developed partnerships throughout an entire metropolitan or rural area, including, as appropriate, partnerships with the entities described above. 

2. Specifically, should a needs assessment be required as an application submission requirement, and, if so, what data elements should be mandatory in judging need and the scope of the needs assessment to ensure that it addresses the comprehensive needs of the region?
	1. In addition to submission of existing planning documents that demonstrate this level of expertise, applicants should be required to provide the most recent MONITORING of the progress made on accomplishing planned activities and goals. 
2. The needs assessment should include the affordable and available housing data for the area for which activities are planned, with a separate breakout for extremely low income renters. (This is the same needs focus as the Housing Trust Fund distribution formula published by HUD).
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