
 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK             
 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
 
 
February 26, 2015 
 
The City Council of the City of Mesa met in a Study Session in the lower level meeting room of the 
Council Chambers, 57 East 1st Street, on February 26, 2015 at 7:51 a.m. 
 
COUNCIL PRESENT 
 

COUNCIL ABSENT OFFICERS PRESENT 

John Giles 
Christopher Glover 
Dennis Kavanaugh 
Dave Richins 
 

Alex Finter 
David Luna 
Kevin Thompson 

Christopher Brady 
Debbie Spinner 
Dee Ann Mickelsen 
 
 

   
 Mayor Giles excused Councilmembers Finter, Luna and Thompson from the entire meeting. 

 
1. Review items on the agenda for the March 2, 2015 Regular Council meeting. 
 
 All of the items on the agenda were reviewed among Council and staff and the following was 

noted: 
 
 Conflict of interest: None   
 
 Items deleted from the consent agenda: 3-c  
  
2-a. Hear a presentation, discuss and provide direction on the CDBG/ESG/HOME non-rental and 

Human Services Funding and 2015/16 Annual Action Plan. 
 
 Environmental and Sustainability Deputy Director Scott Bouchie and Housing and Community 

Development Director Tammy Albright addressed the Council relative to this agenda item. 
 
 Mr. Bouchie displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See Attachment 1) that outlined the funding 

recommendations for the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program, the HOME 
Investment Partnerships (HOME) Program – Non-rental projects, the Emergency Solutions 
Grant (ESG) Program and the Human Services projects for FY 2015/16.  He explained that staff 
initially anticipated a reduction in federal funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD), but noted that there was a slight increase with the CDBG and ESG 
Programs, a minor decrease with the HOME Program and level funding for A Better Community 
(ABC)/Human Services. (See Page 2 of Attachment 1) 

 
 Mr. Bouchie provided a short synopsis of the CDBG FY 2015/16 applications for funding. (See 

Pages 3 through 8 of Attachment 1) He pointed out that the applications were presented to the 
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Housing and Community Development Advisory Board (HCDAB) and the Community and 
Cultural Development (CCD) Committee, who offered their input and feedback in this regard.    

 
 Vice Mayor Kavanaugh commented that when the Community and Cultural Development 

Committee reviewed the funding applications, they discussed with staff that the City is in the 
midst of increasing Human Services funding over the next five to six years. He stated that as 
part of the budget discussions, one of the issues that will be on the table for the Council to 
consider is whether to continue increasing such funds. He noted that last year, the Council 
increased the ABC/Human Services funding by $100,000 and added that he recommended a 
similar increase over the next five years in order to bring it back to the pre-2008 level. He 
reiterated that the additional $100,000 will be an item for the Council to consider as part of the 
budget discussions.  

 
 City Manager Christopher Brady confirmed that Vice Mayor Kavanaugh’s funding 

recommendation would be an option for the Council to consider during their upcoming budget 
discussions. 

 
 Mr. Bouchie continued with the presentation and reported that the ESG funding applications 

contain a HUD cap of 60% for shelters and outreach. (See Pages 9 and 10 of Attachment 1) 
 
 Mr. Bouchie also displayed the HOME applications (See Page 11 of Attachment 1) and pointed 

out that the CCD suggested that it would be appropriate to create some competition between 
the Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) applicants, including Newtown and 
Chicanos Por La Causa.  

 
 Responding to a question from Mayor Giles, Ms. Albright clarified that back in September of last 

year when staff outlined the amount of HOME funds that were available, the Council determined 
that approximately $1.2 million would be earmarked for rental and $380,000 toward home 
ownership programs. She stated that since only two of the four Low Income Housing Tax Credit 
(LIHTC) projects were approved, extra funds became available to the City. She indicated that 
the CCD suggested that a portion of those monies be allocated to homeownership, which would 
increase that amount to an estimated $760,000.  

 
 Mr. Bouchie briefly discussed the Human Services/ABC applications for funding. (See Pages 12 

through 16 of Attachment 1) He said that such funding was derived from General Fund dollars 
and ABC contributions.  

 
 Vice Mayor Kavanaugh stated that depending upon the actual amount of ABC funds that are 

collected between now and the end of the fiscal year, it was his understanding that if that 
amount exceeds staff’s projection, those monies would fund the next projects in line. He pointed 
out that although many projects received good ratings, there were insufficient dollars to fund all 
of them.  

 
 Mr. Bouchie concurred with Vice Mayor Kavanaugh’s statement. He said that staff would go 

through the ranking system and fund as many projects as they could until the additional monies 
were depleted.   

 
 Vice Mayor Kavanaugh pointed out that one of the key discussions that the Council had during 

last year’s budget cycle was attempting to partner with the private sector to determine how best 
to rebrand, update and market the ABC Program. He suggested that at the next CCD meeting, 
perhaps staff could provide a status report concerning their efforts thus far.  He added that such 
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a report might create greater public awareness to help raise funds until the end of this fiscal 
year. 

 
 In response to a question from Mayor Giles, Mr. Brady pointed out that a small group of staff 

from his office are working with various community leaders and agencies in an attempt to 
rebrand and promote the ABC Program. He stated that staff would be happy to update the 
Council on this matter at a future Study Session.   

 
 Councilmember Richins commented that part of the above-referenced discussion related to the 

City turning to the non-profit agencies to assist in marketing the ABC Program.   
 
 Mayor Giles noted that this was not the first time the Council has had an opportunity to vet the 

funding applications. He indicated that he was very comfortable with the recommendations and 
thanked staff for the thorough manner in which they completed this process.  

 
 Ms. Albright remarked that the next step in the process is a 30-day public comment period as it 

relates to the funding recommendations. She stated that at the April 20, 2015 Regular Council 
meeting, staff will present a resolution for Council adoption, after which time the documents will 
be submitted to HUD.   

 
 Ms. Albright, in addition, provided a brief overview of agenda item 5-a (Approving and 

authorizing the City Manager to prepare, sign and submit a Second Substantial Amendment to 
the FY 2014/15 Annual Action Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
to award $705,000 in available funds from cancelled projects, program income and prior year 
administration to La Mesita Phase II, Family Homeless Shelter), which is included on the March 
2, 2015 Regular Council Meeting agenda.  

 
 Ms. Albright explained that the proposed Second Substantial Amendment to the FY 2014/15 

Annual Action Plan involves the following: determine the funding awards for $70,000 received in 
program income; determine the funding awards of $635,000 for cancelled projects from prior 
years; and staff’s recommendation to reallocate $705,000 to La Mesita Homeless Shelter.  She 
stated that in addition to helping La Mesita, the reallocation would assist the City in complying 
with the HUD 1.5 ratio requirement that must be met by May 2015.  

 
 Mayor Giles pointed out that when an entity is dealing with HUD monies, there is a complicated 

process involved, including multiple hearings and soliciting public comment. He once again 
thanked staff for their efforts and hard work in this regard. 

 
2-b. Hear a presentation, discuss and provide direction on the 5-Year Consolidated Plan and 

Analysis of Impediments. 
 
 Deputy Director of Environmental and Sustainability Scott Bouchie and Housing and Community 

Development Director Tammy Albright addressed the Council relative to this item. 
 
 Mr. Bouchie displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See Attachment 2) and discussed the FY 

2015-2019 Consolidated Plan and the City of Mesa’s FY 2015-2019 Analysis of Impediments to 
Fair Housing Choice (AI). He explained that on March 16, 2015, the documents will be released 
for public comment. He also stated that staff has received input concerning the Consolidated 
Plan and the IA from the Housing and Community Development Advisory Board (HCDAB) as 
well as the Community and Cultural Development (CCD) Committee.  
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Mr. Bouchie noted that the City worked with WFN Consulting to develop the documents and 
indicated that data was collected from a variety of sources, such as surveys of residents and 
stakeholders.  He added that staff was also in the process of completing the 2015 Annual Action 
Plan. 

 
 Mr. Bouchie remarked that the AI is a review of the barriers that affect fair housing choices in 

the community. He highlighted the three impediments identified by the consultants as follows: 
 

• Lack of Fair Housing Education. This item relates to Mesa residents who either were not 
knowledgeable about fair housing rights or did not know where to file a complaint. (See 
Page 6 of Attachment 2) He offered a short synopsis of the recommendations to address 
the impediment, such as reserve and allocate Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) funds for fair housing education; and mandated fair housing training for City 
staff, sub-recipients and other entities under contract through the CDBG Program.  

 
• Uneven Distribution of Community Resources. This issue focused on transportation, 

parks, schools and code compliance. (See Page 8 of Attachment 2) He discussed the 
recommendations that include the following: review and monitor local and regional 
planning efforts; and implement an evaluation tool when assessing new projects (i.e., 
factors such as proximity to public transportation, schools and public parks). 

 
• Limited Supply of Decent Affordable Housing. He reported that one of the key 

components was the need for greater code enforcement. (See Page 10 of Attachment 2) 
He also recognized the accomplishments of the City with respect to the Neighborhood 
Stabilization Program (NSP), as well as staff’s efforts to rehab the existing housing stock 
and ensure that it meets the “decent affordable housing” standards. He further reviewed 
the recommendations for this item, such as: prioritize HOME Investment Partnerships 
Program (HOME) and CDBG funds in programs that produce new affordable housing or 
improve existing units; support Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) projects; and 
additional CDBG-funded code enforcement activities.  

 
Mayor Giles commented that Mesa has a preexisting, organic supply of older housing that is 
affordable and stated that just because the properties are old, he would still like them to be 
decent. He inquired if there was a way in which the older housing could, in fact, be decent 
housing. 

 
Ms. Albright clarified that “decent affordable housing” is a term used by HUD. She explained 
that when the City assists a person with housing, the dwelling must meet minimum housing 
quality standards, which are outlined by HUD. She noted that City staff inspects the rental 
properties to ensure that they meet the required standards. She said that such standards are 
what HUD would define as decent affordable housing.  
 
Ms. Albright, in addition, remarked that the City has several grant programs that are designed to 
assist homeowners who might not be able to afford to maintain their properties in a decent and 
safe standard. She further commented that with respect to the NSP Program, the City 
purchases foreclosed homes, which are then rehabbed and sold to qualified homeowners. 
 
Mayor Giles acknowledged that he was aware of the City’s Annual Action Plan and the various 
resources that are available in order for staff to rehab homes in the community. He inquired 
whether such a plan would help the City to avoid the impediment of a limited supply of decent 
affordable housing in the future.   
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Ms. Albright pointed out that concerning the impediments outlined by the consultants, staff 
endeavors to target funding in an effort to address such impediments. She cited, for example, 
that Legacy on Main Street was a project in which an older apartment complex is being 
rehabbed into affordable housing through the LIHTC process.  
 
Mayor Giles restated that in order for the City to avoid having a limited supply of decent 
affordable housing as it moves forward, older properties can be modernized and staff can 
engage in additional code enforcement activities.  He suggested that perhaps such activity 
would prompt a consultant in the future to note that Mesa “has made progress” in this area and 
that such an impediment would no longer be justified. 
 
Ms. Albright responded that although a consultant might indicate that progress has been made, 
as time goes on, Mesa’s housing stock will continue to age. She indicated that perhaps the 
limited supply of decent affordable housing may be an impediment for quite some time. She 
pointed out, however, that as long as the City allocates resources to address the impediment, it 
would be in compliance with HUD in attempting to “make the situation better.” 
 
City Manager Christopher Brady clarified that the term “impediment” could also be considered 
as a means by which to identify the City’s housing needs or priorities for the next five years. He 
said that Ms. Albright is merely suggesting that the limited supply of decent affordable housing 
may be an ongoing issue for the Council to address as Mesa continues to age. 
 
Mayor Giles restated that “impediment” is a term of art used by HUD, which means that a 
community is aging and may have ongoing challenges as a result of its older housing stock. He 
noted that the term is not a finding of fault or anything that would prevent Mesa from qualifying 
for federal funding.   
 
Mr. Brady responded that the “fair housing” term has the aspiration or goal that those who are 
low income or perhaps even minority populations have access to decent housing.  He noted that 
the AI is a tool by which the City can begin to address those issues.   
 
Mr. Bouchie continued with his presentation and provided a brief summary of the FY 2015-2019 
Consolidated Plan, which outlines the priorities by which the City will invest in the CDBG, HOME 
and Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) Programs over the next five years. He explained that 
seven priorities were identified and stated that the City maintained the current preferences for 
the elderly, disabled, homeless and professionals (i.e., teachers, artists and police officers). 
 
Mr. Bouchie commented that when staff presented this item to the CCD, a discussion ensued 
relative to various options for a new CDBG target area map. (See Pages 14 and 15 of 
Attachment 2)  He explained that it was the preference of the Committee that the target area run 
between University and Broadway Roads and extend the entire length of the City. (Option 2)  
He added that this would enable the City to expand the area in which the federal funds could be 
utilized.   
 
Councilmember Glover expressed support for Option 2 which, in his opinion, would give the City 
the opportunity to invest along the entire light rail corridor. He commended the members of the 
CCD for proposing such an alternative.  
 
In response to a question from Mayor Giles, Mr. Bouchie clarified that Options 1 and 2 will be 
released for public comment along with the AI and the Consolidated Plan. He stated that 
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subsequent to that time, staff will review the public input and seek Council approval of the final 
documents that will be submitted to HUD. 
 
Councilmember Richins commented that with respect to Option 2, the City should not limit the 
target area to the center of the streets on University and Broadway, but also consider properties 
on the north side of University and the south side of Broadway. He pointed out that the intent of 
Option 2 was not “to cut a line down the middle of the street and if you’re on the south side, 
you’re out of luck and if you’re on the north side, you’re in luck.” He reiterated that it was 
important to consider the corridor on both sides of those streets.  
 
Ms. Albright responded that staff will be happy to modify the map for Option 2 before it is 
released for public comment. She also noted that having a target area does not mean that the 
CDBG funds must be spent there, but simply provides a focus area for the next five years. She 
explained that the City could spend its CDBG dollars in any of the Low to Moderate Income 
(LMI) Census Tracts. She cited, for example, Mesa’s rehab dollars could be spent anywhere in 
the community and added that it does not necessarily have to be in a LMI Census Tract as long 
as the applicant qualifies for such funding. 
 
Vice Mayor Kavanaugh concurred with Councilmember Richins’ comments with respect to the 
University and Broadway area. He explained that one of the underlying precepts that the CCD 
considered was the entire corridor serving as a high capacity transit line.  He acknowledged that 
it was somewhat of an assumption that would, in fact, be the case. He also stated that there 
were many opportunities along this area in which the uses, such as under developed or 
undeveloped, will change.   
 
Vice Mayor Kavanaugh further commented that the CCD discussed the aging Baby Boomers 
and future senior housing needs along the corridor. He said that such a scenario could create a 
priority for a developer to be creative and repurpose properties along a high capacity corridor 
that could accommodate those individuals. He added that such efforts might also encourage 
agencies, which provide services to aging populations, to locate along that corridor.  
 
Mr. Bouchie continued with the presentation and briefly discussed the seven priorities of the 
Consolidated Plan. (See Pages 16 through 23 of Attachment 2) 
 
Mayor Giles thanked staff for the presentation and stated that he looked forward to seeing the 
public comments on the two documents.   

 
3. Hear reports on meetings and/or conferences attended. 
 
 Councilmember Richins:  Walton Family Foundation event 
 
4. Scheduling of meetings and general information. 
 
 City Manager Christopher Brady stated that the schedule of meetings is as follows: 
 

Friday, February 27, 2015, 8:00 a.m. – Mesa Police Department’s Metro Traffic Rededication 
Ceremony 
 
Monday, March 2, 2015, 3:45 p.m. – Public Safety Committee Meeting 
 
Monday, March 2, 2015, 5:45 p.m. – Regular Council Meeting 
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 Tuesday, March 3, 2015, 12:00 p.m. – Opening Day for Oakland A’s Spring Training Games 
 
 Thursday, March 5, 2015, 12:00 p.m. – Opening Day for Chicago Cubs’ Spring Training Games  
 
5. Adjournment. 
 
 Without objection, the Study Session adjourned at 8:32 a.m. 

 
 

____________________________________ 
JOHN GILES, MAYOR 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
DEE ANN MICKELSEN, CITY CLERK 
 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Study 
Session of the City Council of Mesa, Arizona, held on the 26th day of February, 2015. I further certify 
that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 

 
        
    ___________________________________ 
        DEE ANN MICKELSEN, CITY CLERK 
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O
 

C
hrysalis Shelter for Victim

s of 
D

om
estic Violence, Inc  

- 
$15,000 

- 

E
S

G
 - S

O
 

Paz de C
risto C

enter – R
ental 

assistance for hom
eless 

- 
$25,000 

- 

E
S

G
 - S

O
 

Sojourner C
enter – C

om
m

unity 
O

utreach and E
ducation 

- 
$25,000 

- 

$237,793 
$418,193 

$237,793 

ESG
 FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

H
U

D
 C

ap for ESG
 Shelters and O

utreach is 60%
 -  $142,675 

afantas
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11 

Funding 
Source 

N
on Profit Agency Applications 

2014/15 
funding  

Agency  
R

equest 
 

C
C

D
 

H
O

M
E 

C
O

M
 H

ousing and R
evitalization 

D
ivision – S

ecurity/U
tility D

eposit  
P

rogram
 

$100,000 
$70,000 

$70,000 

H
O

M
E 

C
O

M
 H

ousing and R
evitalization 

D
ivision – H

om
ebuyer assistance w

ith 
C

H
D

O
 activity 

- 
$80,000 

$160,000 

H
O

M
E / 

C
H

D
O

 
C

hicanos Por La C
ausa (C

PLC
) – 

H
om

ebuyer A
cquisition / R

ehab / 
R

esale 

- 
$300,000 

$300,000 

H
O

M
E / 

C
H

D
O

 
N

ew
tow

n C
om

m
unity D

evelopm
ent 

C
orp – H

om
ebuyer A

cquisition / R
ehab 

/ R
esale 

- 
$300,000 

$300,000 

$100,000 
$750,000 

$830,000 

H
O

M
E FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

- C
ouncil aw

arded $380,000 to hom
eow

nership program
s in Sept 2014 

- Funds from
 rental reallocated to hom

eow
nership w

ith this plan 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 1Page 11 of 17



12 

Funding 
Source 

N
on Profit Agency Applications 

2014/15 
funding  

Agency  
R

equest 
 

C
C

D
 

H
S/AB

C
 

A N
ew

 Leaf – M
esaC

A
N

 C
lient 

S
ervices 

$132,500 
$150,000 

$150,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

East Valley Adult R
esources (EVAR

) 
– M

eals on W
heels P

rogram
 

$20,000 
$25,000 

$25,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

M
arc C

enter – C
enter B

ased 
E

m
ploym

ent S
ervices 

$29,500 
$29,500  

$29,500  

H
S/AB

C
 

Save the Fam
ily – H

om
eless Fam

ilies 
Intervention 

$125,853 
$135,000 

$135,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

A N
ew

 Leaf – M
esaC

A
N

 Fam
ily 

S
upport S

ervices 
$24,737 

$25,000 
$25,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

C
om

m
unity Legal Services– 

R
em

oving B
arriers to Justice 

$45,000 
$48,000 

$48,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

 
East Valley Adult R

esources 
(EVAR

)- A
ssistance for Independent 

Living 

$24,000 
$30,000 

$30,000 

H
um

an Services / A
B

C
 FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 1Page 12 of 17



13 

Funding 
Source 

N
on Profit Agency Applications 

2014/15 
funding  

Agency  
R

equest 
 

C
C

D
 

H
S/AB

C
 

A N
ew

 Leaf, Inc. – A
utum

n H
ouse 

E
m

ergency S
helter 

$25,000 
$25,000 

$25,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

Alzheim
er's Association D

esert 
Southw

est C
hapter- A

lzheim
er’s 

S
upport P

rogram
 

- 
$15,000 

$15,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

Paz de C
risto C

om
m

unity C
enter – 

H
unger R

elief P
rogram

 
- 

$40,000 
$40,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

Lutheran Social Services – IH
elp 

S
helter P

rogram
 for H

om
eless W

om
en 

$27,000 
$27,000 

$27,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

Am
erican R

ed C
ross – Local D

isaster 
R

elief P
rogram

 
$10,000 

$10,000 
$10,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

C
hild C

risis C
enter – E

m
ergency 

S
helter for C

hildren 
$11,500 

$11,500  
$11,500  

H
S/AB

C
 

 
H

ouse of R
efuge – E

m
ploym

ent 
S

ervices 
- 

$20,000 
$20,000  

H
um

an Services / A
B

C
 FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 1Page 13 of 17



14 

Funding 
Source 

N
on Profit Agency Applications 

2014/15 
funding  

Agency  
R

equest 
 

C
C

D
 

H
S/AB

C
 

O
akw

ood C
reative C

are – M
eals and 

M
usic Therapy  

$30,000 
$30,000  

$30,000  

H
S/AB

C
 

Teen Lifeline – Teen C
risis/S

uicide 
P

revention H
otline 

$15,000 
$20,000 

$20,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

C
om

m
unity Legal Services– M

esa 
Tenants’ R

ights H
elpline 

$4,124 
$41,500 

$41,500 

H
S/AB

C
 

A N
ew

 Leaf – La M
esita S

helter – 
C

ase M
anagem

ent 
$24,786 

$30,000 
$30,000 

H
S/AB

C
 

A N
ew

 Leaf – D
om

estic Violence C
ourt 

A
dvocacy 

- 
$15,000 

0 

H
S/AB

C
 

Labor’s C
om

m
unity Service Agency 

– Foreclosure Intervention P
rogram

 
$30,000 

$48,500 
$7,500 

H
S/AB

C
 

 
A

 N
ew

 Leaf – H
ousing S

tability 
S

upport S
ervices 

$32,500 
$32,500 

- 

H
um

an Services / A
B

C
 FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 1Page 14 of 17
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Funding 
Source 

N
on Profit Agency Applications 

2014/15 
funding  

Agency  
R

equest 
 

C
C

D
 

H
S/AB

C
 

Valley of the Sun - M
esa Fam

ily 
YM

C
A – First O

ffender’s P
rogram

 
- 

$15,000 
- 

H
S/AB

C
 

Southw
est H

um
an D

evelopm
ent – 

B
irth to Five H

elpline / Fussy B
aby 

P
rogram

 

- 
$10,000 

- 

H
S/AB

C
 

Fencing for All Foundation – The     
Zorro P

roject 
- 

$5,000 
- 

H
S/AB

C
 

C
atholic C

harities C
om

m
unity 

Services, Inc. – C
ounseling 

- 
$30,000 

- 

H
S/AB

C
 

B
ig B

rothers B
ig Sisters– M

entoring 
S

ervice P
rogram

 
$12,000 

$20,000 
- 

H
S/AB

C
 

B
oys and G

irls C
lub of the East 

Valley – A
cadem

ic S
uccess / 

M
entoring 

- 
$50,000 

- 

H
S/AB

C
 

 
N

ew
 Pathw

ays for Youth Inc. – 
Transform

ative M
entoring P

rogram
 

- 
$7,500 

- 

H
um

an Services / A
B

C
 FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 1Page 15 of 17
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Funding 
Source 

N
on Profit Agency Applications 

2014/15 
funding  

Agency  
R

equest 
 

C
C

D
 

H
S/AB

C
 

B
ack to School C

lothing D
rive – N

ew
 

B
eginnings N

ew
 C

lothes  
- 

$10,000 
- 

H
S/AB

C
 

Tum
blew

eed C
enter for Youth 

D
evelopm

ent – S
TA

R
T Transitional 

H
ousing in M

esa 

- 
$50,000 

- 

H
S/AB

C
 

W
est M

esa C
D

C
 – M

esa N
eighborhood 

A
cadem

y 
- 

$9,900 
- 

H
S/AB

C
 

Sojourner C
enter – S

upportive 
S

ervices 
$60,500 

$75,500 
- 

H
S/AB

C
 

U
nited Food B

ank – Food Link 
P

rogram
 

$18,000 
$20,000 

- 

$720,000 
$1,111,400 

$720,000 

H
um

an Services / A
B

C
 FY 2015/16 A

pplications for Funding 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 1Page 16 of 17
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C
O

M
 H

ousing & C
om

m
unity D

evelopm
ent 

2015-2019 Analysis of Im
pedim

ents &
 

C
onsolidated Plan 

 

City Council 
February 26, 2015 

1 
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Analysis of Im
pedim

ents &
 

Consolidated Plan 
•

W
FN

 C
onsulting  

•
A

nalysis if Im
pedim

ents 
•

D
ata collected by various m

eans including, surveys, 
personal interview

s, and com
m

unity m
eetings 

•
C

onsolidated P
lan  

•
B

ased on N
eeds A

ssessm
ent and M

arket A
nalysis 

•
2015 A

nnual A
ction P

lan 

 

2 
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Board and Com
m

ittee 
Presentations and Input 

•
H

ousing and C
om

m
unity D

evelopm
ent 

A
dvisory B

oard – February 5, 2015 
 •

C
om

m
unity and C

ultural D
evelopm

ent – 
February 19, 2015 

3 
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A
nalysis of Im

pedim
ents 

Sum
m

ary 
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Analysis of Im
pedim

ents 

•
A

nalysis of Im
pedim

ents (A
I) is a review

 
of barriers that affect fair housing choices 
in the com

m
unity 

•
3 Im

pedim
ents Identified 

 
 

5 
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6 

•
O

ver 51%
 of M

esa residents w
ere not  

know
ledgeable of their fair housing rights 

•
O

ver 50%
 did not know

 w
here to file a com

plaint  

•
D

ata show
ed disparities in loan approvals & denials 

that follow
ed racial and ethnic trends 

•
“N

ot In M
y B

ackyard” sentim
ents as being present 

am
ong som

e M
esa residents 

 

Im
pedim

ent 1 
Lack of Fair Housing Education 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 2Page 6 of  23



Im
pedim

ent 1  
Recom

m
endations 

7 

•
R

eserve &
 allocate C

D
B

G
 funds for Fair 

H
ousing education program

s 
•

M
andated Fair H

ousing training 
•

C
ity of M

esa S
taff 

•
S

ub-recipients 
•

O
ther entities under contract through 

C
D

B
G

 program
 

afantas
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8 

Im
pedim

ent 2 
U

neven Distribution of Com
m

unity 
Resources 

        

•
Lim

ited bus services in N
orth &

 E
ast M

esa 
•

O
nly 23.3%

 respondents believed available 
transit service corresponded w

ith their w
ork 

schedules 
•

A
ging conditions of city parks in S

outh &
 W

est 
M

esa 
•

Low
er perform

ing schools in low
er incom

e 
com

m
unities 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 2Page 8 of  23



Im
pedim

ent 2 
Recom

m
endations 

9 

•
R

eview
 and m

onitor local and regional planning 
efforts  

•
Im

plem
ent evaluation tool w

hen evaluating new
 

projects  
•

C
onsidering factors  

•
Proxim

ity to public transportation, schools, & 
public parks 

  
 

afantas
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Im
pedim

ent 3 
Lim

ited Supply of Decent Affordable 
Housing   

10 

•
53%

 of rental households are paying m
ore than 

30%
 of their incom

e to housing expenses 
•

M
ore than 1/3 of M

esa’s housing stock w
as 

constructed prior to 1980 
•

R
espondents indicated issues negatively 

effecting W
est M

esa 
•

Sub Standard housing 

•
Absentee landlords 

•
N

eed for greater code enforcem
ent 
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Im
pedim

ent 3 
Recom

m
endations 

•
P

rioritize H
O

M
E

 and C
D

B
G

 funds in program
s 

that produce new
 affordable housing or im

prove 
existing units 

•
S

upport Low
 Incom

e H
ousing Tax C

redit projects. 
•

A
dditional C

D
B

G
 funded C

ode E
nforcem

ent 
activities 

11 
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2015 – 2019  
C

onsolidated Plan 
Sum

m
ary 
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C
onsolidated Plan 

•
C

onsolidated P
lan outlines the priorities 

by w
hich the C

ity w
ill invest in the follow

ing 
program

s over the next 5  years 
–

C
om

m
unity D

evelopm
ent Block G

rant (C
D

BG
) 

–
H

O
M

E Investm
ent Partnership(H

O
M

E) 
–

Em
ergency Solutions G

rant (ESG
)  

•
7 Priorities Identified  

•
M

aintain current Preferences (Elderly, 
D

isabled, H
om

eless and Professionals) 
•

O
ptions for new

 C
D

BG
 target area m

ap 

 
13 
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O
ption 1 
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O
ption 2 
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16 

•
P

rovide financial support training &
 technical 

assistance  

•
Financial resources to seed a revolving sm

all 
business loan fund, targeted to business ow

ners 
along light rail corridor 

•
C

om
m

ercial revitalization in target areas 

•
P

rovide job skills training opportunities 

•
P

rioritize funding for econom
ic developm

ent projects 
based on proxim

ity to transit 

  

Priority 1 (H
igh) 

Invest in Econom
ic G

row
th &

 W
orkforce 

D
evelopm

ent 

afantas
Text Box
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Priority 2 (H
igh) 

Increase &
 M

aintain A
ffordable 

H
ousing Stock 

17 

•
Provide funding for developm

ent of new
 and/or 

rehabilitated rental units – Board recom
m

ended 
rem

oval of reference to 3+ bedroom
 units 

•
Fund construction of new

 affordable ow
nership units 

•
M

axim
ize opportunities such as H

ousing C
hoice 

Vouchers and Tenant Based R
ental Assistance 

•
D

evelop an incentive program
 that encourages 

private-sector developers to include affordable units in 
their projects 

•
Provide dow

n paym
ent assistance 

afantas
Text Box
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18 

Priority 3 (H
igh) 

D
ecrease H

om
elessness 

        

•
Provide funds to support hom

eless shelter facilities to 
develop additional beds for single fem

ales and single 
m

ales as w
ell as fam

ilies 

•
Provide funds to support perm

anent housing for 
residents leaving transitional housing 

•
Support hom

elessness prevention activities 

•
Support efforts to integrate m

anagem
ent of Em

ergency 
Shelter G

rant funds w
ith the regional C

ontinuum
 of C

are 

•
Strengthen the collaboration and capacity of 
hom

elessness service providers and advocacy 
organizations 

afantas
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Priority 4 (H
igh) 

Provide O
ther N

on-H
om

eless Public 
Services 

19 

•
U

ndertake public services projects and 
program

s (exam
ple: capital to im

prove public 
facilities) 

•
P

rovide support for the special needs 
population through facilities, perm

anent 
housing, and support services 

•
S

upplem
ent code enforcem

ent services in low
- 

and m
oderate-incom

e neighborhoods 
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Priority 5 (H
igh) 

Im
plem

ent Transit-O
riented Strategies 

for C
om

m
unity D

evelopm
ent 

20 

•
U

ndertake public infrastructure &
 facilities 

projects that com
plem

ent the existing and 
planned public transportation netw

ork 
•

P
rovide funding for transit corridor 

enhancem
ents  

•
P

rioritize funding for other infrastructure and 
facility projects based on proxim

ity to transit 
•

A
ddress slum

 and blight rem
oval projects along 

the light rail corridor 

afantas
Text Box
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Priority 6 (M
edium

) 
Increase C

ollaboration B
etw

een 
Service Providers 

•
P

rom
ote the developm

ent of a regional social 
service collaboration  

•
S

eek collaboration betw
een C

ity departm
ents and 

divisions to leverage greater services   

21 

afantas
Text Box
Study SessionFebruary 26, 2015Attachment 2Page 21 of  23



Priority 7 (M
edium

) 
A

ffirm
atively Further Fair H

ousing 
•

Increase the supply of affordable units 
•

Increase the supply of housing units for people w
ith 

disabilities 
•

Increase fair housing education and build capacity 
for testing and enforcem

ent of fair housing law
 

•
S

upport im
proved access to com

m
unity resources 

 

22 
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