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OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 8/31/2016

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

* 1. Type of Submission: * 2. Type of Application: * If Revision, select appropriate letter(s):
[] Preapplication [[]New
[X] Application [X] Continuation * Other (Specify):

[:] Changed/Corrected Application [:] Revision |

* 3. Date Received: 4. Applicant identifier:

5a. Federal Entity Identifier: 5b. Federal Award Identifier:

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State: |:| 7. State Application Identifier: |

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

* a. Legal Name: IArkansas Economic Development Commission

* b. Employer/Taxpayer Identification Number (EIN/TIN): * ¢. Organizational DUNS:

71-6043654 l |O247209010000

d. Address:

* Street1: |9oo W. Capitol Ave., Suite 400

Street2: |

* City: ILittle Rock l

County/Parish: Ipulaski [

* State: | AR: Arkansas

Province: | I

* Country: l USA: UNITED STATES

* Zip / Postal Code: ‘72201—1086 |

e. Organizational Unit:

Department Name: Division Name:

AR Economic Development Comm I ’Grants Management

f. Name and contact information of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: fies. | *FirstName:  |gean

Middle Name: | |

* Last Name: INoble

Suffix: | ’

Title: ‘Grants Division Director

Organizational Affiliation:

* Telephone Number: [501-682-7389 Fax Number: |501-682-7499

* Email: |j noble@arkansasedc.com




Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

* 9. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

A: State Government

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

L

Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:

* Other (specify):

*10. Name of Federal Agency:

|U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

Il4—228

CFDA Title:

CDBG, HOME, ESG, HOPWA

*12. Funding Opportunity Number:

* Title:

13. Competition Identification Number:

Title:

14. Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

| ‘ Add Attachment | l Pielesde adinchnen H Viewy Attacinnond

* 15. Descriptive Title of Applicant's Project:

State of Arkansas Consolidated Plan
CDBG- 14-228 ESG- 13-231
HOME- 14-239 HOPWA- 14-241

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.

Add Attachments | l Dofete Altachments | | View Adtachnents




Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

16. Congressional Districts Of:

* a. Applicant *b. Program/Project :

Attach an additional list of Program/Project Congressional Districts if needed.

| I Add Attachment | ‘ Delete Attachment H View Attachment I

17. Proposed Project:

18. Estimated Funding ($):

*g. TOTAL

* a. Federal | 25,913,658 00|

*b. Applicant | Qs 00|

* c. State | 0.00|

*d. Local | 0.00|

* e. Other [ 0. 00|

*f. Program Income I 0. 00'
|

25,913,658.00|

*19. Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

E] a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on |:|
[:, b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review.

|Z c. Program is not covered by E.O. 12372.

* 20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (If "Yes," provide explanation in attachment.)

[]Yes X No

If "Yes", provide explanation and attach

| | I Add Attachment I I Delete Attachment | ’ View Attachrnent

21. *By signing this application, | certify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications** and (2) that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. | also provide the required assurances** and agree to
comply with any resulting terms if | accept an award. | am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may
subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. (U.S. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

X ** I AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internet site where you may obtain this list, is contained in the announcement or agency
specific instructions.

Authorized Representative:

Prefix: IMr. | * First Name: |Michael |

Middle Name: | |

* Last Name: lpreston l

Suffix: | |
* Title: |Executive Director I
* Telephone Number: |501—682—7351 Fax Number: l501—682—7394

* Email: lmpreston@arkansasedc.com |

* Signature of Authorized Representative:

* Date Signed: W




OMB Approval No. 2501-0017 (exp. 03/31/2011)

HUD-424-M Funding Matrix

h?he applicant must provide the funding matrix shown below, listing each program or program component for which HUD funding is
being requested and submit this information with the application for federal financial assistance.

(Grant Program™ HUD Matching | Other HUDPpther Federd  State Local/Triball Other Program Total
Share Funds Funds Share Share Share Funds Income

DBG 16,412,081 2,000,000118,412,081
HOME 6,861,388 1,000,000] 7,861,388
ESG 2,081,178 1,288,125 3,369,303
HOPWA 559,011 559,011

Grand Totals 25,913,658 1,288,125] 3,000,000]430,201,783

form HUD-424-M (03/2003)
Previous versions of HUD-424-M are obsolete. Page 1 of 2
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STATE CERTIFICATIONS

In accordance with the applicable statutes and the regulations governing the consolidated plan
regulations, the State certifies that:

Affirmatively Further Fair Housing -- The State will affirmatively further fair housing, which means it

will conduct an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice within the state, 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.

Anti-displacement and Relocation Plan -- It will comply with the acquisition and relocation
requirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970,
as amended, and implementing regulations at 49 CFR 24; and it has in effect and is following a residential
anti-displacement and relocation assistance plan required under section 104(d) of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, in connection with any activity assisted with funding
under the CDBG or HOME programs.

Anti-Lobbying -- To the best of the State's knowledge and belief:

1. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of it, to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the
making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement;

2. If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, it will complete and
submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in accordance with its
instructions; and

3. It will require that the language of paragraphs | and 2 of this certification be included in the
award documents for all subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts



under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all subrecipients shall certify and
disclose accordingly.

Authority of State -- The submission of the consolidated plan is authorized under State law and the
State possesses the legal authority to carry out the programs under the consolidated plan for which it is
seeking funding, in accordance with applicable HUD regulations.

Consistency with plan -- The housing activities to be undertaken with CDBG, HOME, ESG, and
HOPWA funds are consistent with the strategic plan.

Section 3 -- It will comply with section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968, and
implementing regulations at 24 CFR Part 135.

Signature/Authorized Official Date

/:\f(t /7 i

Title




Specific CDBG Certifications
The State certifies that:

Citizen Participation -- It is in full compliance and following a detailed citizen participation plan that
satisfies the requirements of 24 CFR §91.115 and each unit of general local government that receives
assistance from the State is or will be following a detailed citizen participation plan that satisfies the
requirements of 24 CFR §570.486.

Consultation with Local Governments -- It has or will comply with the following;:

1. It has consulted with affected units of local government in the nonentitlement area of the State in
determining the method of distribution of funding;

2. It engages in or will engage in planning for community development activities;

3. It provides or will provide technical assistance to units of local government in connection with
community development programs; and

4, It will not refuse to distribute funds to any unit of general local government on the basis of the
particular eligible activity selected by the unit of general local government to meet its community
development needs, except that a State is not prevented from establishing priorities in distributing
funding on the basis of the activities selected.

Local Needs Identification -- It will require each unit of general local government to be funded to
identify its community development and housing needs, including the needs of low-income and
moderate-income families, and the activities to be undertaken to meet these needs.

Community Development Plan -- Its consolidated housing and community development plan identifies
community development and housing needs and specifies both short-term and long-term community
development objectives that have been developed in accordance with the primary objectives of Title | of
the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended. (See 24 CFR 570.2 and 24 CFR
part 570)

Use of Funds -- It has complied with the following criteria:

1. Maximum Feasible Priority. With respect to activities expected to be assisted with CDBG funds,
it certifies that it has developed its Action Plan so as to give maximum feasible priority to
activities which benefit low and moderate income families or aid in the prevention or elimination
of slums or blight. The Action Plan may also include activities which the grantee certifies are
designed to meet other community development needs having a particular urgency because
existing conditions pose a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the community,
and other financial resources are not available);

2. OQOverall Benefit. The aggtegate use of CDBG funds including section 108 guaranteed loans
during program year(s) 199, , and . (a period specified by the grantee consisting of one, two, or
three specific consecutive program years), shall principally benefit persons of low and moderate
income in a manner that ensures that at least 70 percent of the amount is expended for activities
that benefit such persons during the designated period;



3. Special Assessments. The state will require units of general local government that receive
CDBG funds to certify to the following:

It will not attempt to recover any capital costs of public improvements assisted with CDBG
funds including Section 108 loan guaranteed funds by assessing any amount against properties
owned and occupied by persons of low and moderate income, including any fee charged or
assessment made as a condition of obtaining access to such public improvements.

However, if CDBG funds are used to pay the proportion of a fee or assessment that relates to
the capital costs of public improvements (assisted in part with CDBG funds) financed from
other revenue sources, an assessment or charge may be made against the property with respect
to the public improvements financed by a source other than CDBG funds.

It will not attempt to recover any capital costs of public improvements assisted with CDBG
funds, including Section 108, unless CDBG funds are used to pay the proportion of fee or
assessment attributable to the capital costs of public improvements financed from other revenue
sources. In this case, an assessment or charge may be made against the property with respect to
the public improvements financed by a source other than CDBG funds. Also, in the case of
properties owned and occupied by moderate-income (not low-income) families, an assessment or
charge may be made against the property for public improvements financed by a source other
than CDBG funds if the jurisdiction certifies that it lacks CDBG funds to cover the assessment.

Excessive Force -- It will require units of general local government that receive CDBG funds to certify
that they have adopted and are enforcing:

1. A policy prohibiting the use of excessive force by law enforcement agencies within its
jurisdiction against any individuals engaged in non-violent civil rights demonstrations; and

2. A policy of enforcing applicable State and local laws against physically barring entrance to or
exit from a facility or location which is the subject of such non-violent civil rights
demonstrations within its jurisdiction;

Compliance With Anti-discrimination laws -- The grant will be conducted and administered in
conformity with title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 USC 2000d), the Fair Housing Act (42 USC
3601-3619), and implementing regulations.

Compliance with Laws -- It will comply with applicable laws.

Signature/Authorized Official Date

//}V(’ ¢ Zj\’ /e
Title

10



Specific HOME Certifications

The State certifies that:
Tenant Based Rental Assistance -- If it intends to provide tenant-based rental assistance:

The use of HOME funds for tenant-based rental assistance is an essential element of the State's
consolidated plan.

Eligible Activities and Costs -- It is using and will use HOME funds for eligible activities and costs, as
described in 24 CFR § 92.205 through §92.209 and that it is not using and will not use HOME funds for
prohibited activities, as described in §92.214.

Appropriate Financial Assistance -- Before committing any funds to a project, the State or its
recipients will evaluate the project in accordance with the guidelines that it adopts for this purpose and
will not invest any more HOME funds in combination with other Federal assistance than is necessary to
provide affordable housing;

(oion o, Boostier 5/9/ 16

Signature/Authorized Official Date

/0/‘ eJ"’/‘c/en t

Title
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ESG Certifications

Each State that seeks funding under the Emergency Solutions Grants Program must provide
the following certifications:

Matching Funds — The State will obtain any matching amounts required under 24 CFR
576.201 in a manner so that its subrecipients that are least capable of providing matching
amounts receive the benefit of the exception under 24 CFR 576.201(a)(2).

Discharge Policy — The State will establish and implement, to the maximum extent
practicable and where appropriate, policies and protocols for the discharge of persons from
publicly funded institutions or systems of care (such as health care facilities, mental health
facilities, foster care or other youth facilities, or correction programs and institutions) in order
to prevent this discharge from immediately resulting in homelessness for these persons.

Confidentiality — The State will develop and implement procedures to ensure the
confidentiality of records pertaining to any individual provided family violence prevention or
treatment services under any project assisted under the ESG program, including protection
against the release of the address or location of any family violence shelter project, except with
the written authorization of the person responsible for the operation of that shelter.

The State will ensure that its subrecipients comply with the following criteria:

Major rehabilitation/conversion — [f an emergency shelter’s rehabilitation costs exceed 75
percent of the value of the building before rehabilitation, the building will be maintained as a
shelter for homeless individuals and families for a minimum of 10 years after the date the
building is first occupied by a homeless individual or family after the completed rehabilitation. If
the cost to convert a building into an emergency shelter exceeds 75 percent of the value of the
building after conversion, the building will be maintained as a shelter for homeless individuals
and families for a minimum of 10 years after the date the building is first occupied by a homeless
individual or family after the completed conversion. In all other cases where ESG funds are used
for renovation, the building will be maintained as a shelter for homeless individuals and families
for a minimum of 3 years after the date the building is first occupied by a homeless individual or
family after the completed renovation.

Essential Services and Operating Costs — If ESG funds are used for shelter operations or
essential services related to street outreach or emergency shelter, the subrecipient will provide
services or shelter to homeless individuals and families for the period during which the ESG
assistance is provided, without regard to a particular site or structure, so long the applicant serves
the same type of persons (e.g., families with children, unaccompanied youth, veterans, disabled
individuals, or victims of domestic violence) or persons in the same geographic area.

Renovation — Any renovation carried out with ESG assistance shall be sufficient to
ensure that the building involved is safe and sanitary.

Supportive Services — The subrecipient will assist homeless individuals in obtaining permanent
housing, appropriate supportive services (including medical and mental health treatment,
counseling, supervision, and other services essential for achieving independent living), and
other Federal State, local, and private assistance available for such individuals.

12



Homeless Persons Involvement — To the maximum extent practicable, the subrecipient will
involve, through employment, volunteer services, or otherwise, homeless individuals and
families in constructing, renovating, maintaining, and operating facilities, in providing services
assisted under the ESG program, and in providing services for occupants of facilities assisted
ESG.

Consolidated Plan — All activities the subrecipient undertakes with assistance under ESG are
consistent with the State’s current HUD-approved consolidated plan.

= S

Signature/Authorized Official o/ / tarictdlute Date
DH 3 Dﬂp wfig Dt(t(/‘}p
Title I
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HOPWA Certifications
The State HOPWA grantee certifies that:

Activities -- Activities funded under the program will meet urgent needs that are not being met by
available public and private sources.

Building -- Any building or structure assisted under the program shall be operated for the purpose
specified in the plan:

1. For at least 10 years in the case of any building or structure purchased, leased,
rehabilitated, renovated, or converted with HOPWA assistance,

2. For at least 3 years in the case of assistance involving non-substantial rehabilitation or repair of a
building or structure.

/Z/’/ -6

Signature/Authorized Official Date

C re
Title
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Executive Summary

AP-05 Executive Summary - 24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)

1. Introduction

The 2016 Annual Action Plan (AAP) is the second annual plan and update to the State of Arkansas 2015-
2019 Consolidated Plan (Consolidated Plan), a five-year plan (2015-2019) addressing the State's housing
and community development needs. Federal resources provided by HUD that are discussed within the
Plan include: Community Development Block Grant (CDBG); the HOME Investment Partnerships
Program (HOME); Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) Program; and Housing Opportunities for Persons
with AIDS Program (HOPWA).

HUD Standard Form 424 (Application for Federal Assistance) is submitted as part of the plan to request
federal funding for the State of Arkansas.

The CDBG Program is administered through the Arkansas Economic Development

Commission (AEDC) and AEDC is the lead agency responsible for coordinating the development of the
Consolidated Plan. The HOME program is administered through the Arkansas Development Finance
Authority (ADFA), the ESG program is administered by the Arkansas Department of Human Services,
Office of Community Services (DHS), and the HOPWA program is administered by the Arkansas
Department of Health, Division of Health (ADH). ADFA, DHS, and ADH work in conjunction with AEDC in
developing the Consolidated Plan.

The HOME funds received by ADFA for the State exclude the entitlement cities Fort Smith, Little Rock,
North Little Rock, and Pine Bluff, as these cities are responsible for distribution and administration of
their own HOME award. HOPWA funds received by ADH for the State exclude the entitlement city of
Little Rock, who is responsible for their own HOPWA award. Allocations are based on a formula. The
formula is determined using a minimum funding amount for all regions, population base, poverty data,
and pro-rata percent. The formal and funding process emphasizes equitable distribution as well as
quality projects and programs.

The Arkansas 2016 Annual Action Plan affirms the goals and objectives of Title | of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, and the National Affordable Housing Act of 1990, as
amended, which relate to major commitments and priorities of the four agencies. This complex set of
goals can be compressed into three main areas that include:

e Provide Decent Housing
e Provide a Suitable Living Environment
e Expand Economic Opportunity

Annual Action Plan 15
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The State views this mandate as an opportunity to extend and strengthen partnerships among
organizations in the public, private, and nonprofit sectors. Through this collaboration, AEDC, ADFA, DHS,
and ADH hope to streamline approaches to meet these goals and effectively use limited resources.

Arkansas anticipates receiving the following amounts in FY 2016.

CDBG: $16,412,081
HOME: $6,861,388
ESG: $2,081,178

HOPWA: $559,011

Covering all areas of the State, except the cities of Conway, Fayetteville, Fort Smith, Hot Springs,
Jacksonwville, Jonesboro, Little Rock, North Little Rock, Pine Bluff, Rogers, Springdale, Texarkana, and
West Memphis, the Annual Action Plan identifies a one-year action plan for program implementation. As
CDBG Entitlement Areas, the cities listed previously receive funds for these programs directly, and are
required to prepare and submit their own Annual Action Plans.

2. Summarize the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan

This could be a restatement of items or a table listed elsewhere in the plan or a reference to
another location. It may also contain any essential items from the housing and homeless needs
assessment, the housing market analysis or the strategic plan.

The State of Arkansas identified five priorities, which summarize the goals of the five-year Consolidated
Plan.

The main priorities and objectives within the 2016 AAP include:

e Housing Priority Need

e Community Development Priority Need
e Economic Development Priority Need

e Homeless Services Priority Need

e HOPWA Services Priority Need

Through the development of the Consolidated Plan it was determined that there were three overarching
objectives guiding the proposed activities that include:

e Provide Decent Housing
e Provide a Suitable Living Environment
e Expand Economic Opportunity

Annual Action Plan 16
2016
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Outcomes were developed to show how programs and activities would benefit a community or the
persons within a community served. The three outcomes that will illustrate the benefits of each activity
funded by the CDBG, HOME, ESG, or HOPWA Programs are:

e Improved availability/accessibility
e Improved affordability
e Improved sustainability

The future activities funded within the next five years will support at least one objective and one
outcome as described above. The statutes for CDBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA covered by the
Consolidated Plan Rule include a number of basic goals discussed in the Housing and Community
Development Act, as amended, and the National Affordable Housing Act, as amended. The framework
for realizing these objectives and outcomes will be associated with the specific priorities, as noted
above.

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 Arkansas has been successful in its efforts to address the priority needs identified in the
2015-2019 Consolidated Plan. The State has worked hard to further the primary national CDBG objective
of developing viable urban communities by providing decent housing, suitable living environments, and
expanding economic opportunities, principally for low-and moderate-income persons (LMI). The
projects selected by the State in FY 2015 address the priority needs identified in the State’s 2015-2019
Consolidated Plan.

Specific details about past performance by the State on priorities covered by the 2010-2014
Consolidated Plan and strategies contained in Annual Action Plans are available through the State’s
Annual Performance Reports that are submitted to HUD each year. The 2014 Annual Performance
Report was submitted to HUD in September of 2015 and is the most recent report submitted. The
Report contains information regarding significant achievements in meeting the needs of Arkansans.

4. Summary of Citizen Participation Process and consultation process

Summary from citizen participation section of plan.

The State of Arkansas conducted five public input sessions on housing and community development
issues in order to allow citizens the opportunity to provide input for the 2016 Annual Action Plan. The
public hearings included presentations which focused on housing and community development
strategies to address housing and community development needs throughout the state. The public
hearings were held in North Little Rock, Russellville, Walnut Ridge, Dumas and Prescott.
Annual Action Plan 17
2016
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Prior to the public hearings, public notices were published in newspapers throughout the state. Public
hearing notices were also physically mailed to local officials, developers, non-profit organizations,
Planning & Economic Development Districts, and the CoCs throughout the state, as well as other
interested parties.

Additional information regarding the public hearings and comments will be available within the Final
2016 Annual Action Plan.

5. Summary of public comments

This could be a brief narrative summary or reference an attached document from the Citizen
Participation section of the Con Plan.

Comments will be inserted following the Public Comment Period and noted within the Final 2016 Annual
Action Plan.

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

Comments will be inserted following the Public Comment Period and noted within the Final 2016 Annual
Action Plan.

7. Summary

The Arkansas Economic Development Commission will be the lead agency for the 2016 Annual Action
Plan.

Annual Action Plan 18
2016
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PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies - 91.300(b)

1. Agency/entity responsible for preparing/administering the Consolidated Plan

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 ARKANSAS Arkansas Economic Development Commission
HOPWA Administrator ARKANSAS Arkansas Department of Health
HOME Administrator ARKANSAS Arkansas Development Finance Authority
ESG Administrator ARKANSAS Arkansas Department of Human Services

Table 1 — Responsible Agencies
Narrative

The Annual Action Plan was developed in partnership between the four responsible agencies listed above. The amounts represented in the 2016
Annual Action Plan include those awarded by HUD for the Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG), to be administered by the
Arkansas Economic Development Commission (AEDC); the HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME), to be administered by the Arkansas
Development Finance Authority (ADFA); the Emergency Solutions Grants Program (ESG), to be administered by the Arkansas Department of
Human Services (DHS); and Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS Program (HOPWA), to be administered by the Arkansas Department of
Health (ADH).

Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information

Jean Noble, PCED

Director, Grants Management Division
Arkansas Economic Development Commission
900 West Capitol Avenue, Suite 400

Annual Action Plan 19
2016
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Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Office: 501.682.7389

Fax: 501.682.7499

Email: jnoble@arkansasedc.com

Agency Website: http://www.arkansasedc.com/grants

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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AP-10 Consultation - 91.110, 91.300(b); 91.315(l)

1. Introduction

The State of Arkansas works with a wide variety of agencies, organizations, and service providers in an
effort to bring various viewpoints to bear in the identification of local housing and service needs.
Ongoing relationships focused on specific needs and targeted meetings designed to bring public input
into the Consolidated Plan process are two of the ways that the State utilizes outside organizations in
the consultation process. Many of those agencies are listed in the tables below, but others were invited
and/or participated that will be referenced in the public comment appendix, on sign-in sheets as
participants in a public input session or public hearing. Other organizations that participated in the
Consolidated Plan forums include: White River Regional Housing, CarelLink, Depaul USA, United Way of
Garland County, CAPCA, Hot Springs School District, Pulaski County School District, CMS Consulting,
Winrock International, Houseaboutit, Dumas Chamber of Commerce, Drew County Public Facilities
Board, Dermott Chamber of Commerce, ASC Property Management, Prescott Economic Development,
US Senator John Boozman's Office, Lawrence County Public Housing Authority, Lawrence County
Chamber of Commerce, Crowley's Ridge Development Council, Harrisburg Chamber, Walnut Ridge Fire
Department, ARVAC, Inc., River Valley United Way, and multiple mayors, county judges and other local
elected officials.

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

The State has ongoing relationships with many housing providers working on housing development
activities. The State also works with the many public housing authorities across the state to utilize
Section 8 vouchers from the federal government to address the housing needs of the State's lowest
income households. Through the Continuum of Care processes throughout the state, the State of
Arkansas maintains relationships with mental health providers, homeless shelter and services providers,
and local governmental agencies with specific responsibilities for homeless individuals and families. The
State also participates in a variety of other coalitions that seek to address other issues that relate to
housing and service needs.

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

Annual Action Plan 21
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State staff works actively with the seven Continuum of Care organizations in the State. Staff participates
in regularly scheduled meetings and point-in-time surveys. In the past, the State has provided
administrative support to supplement Continuum of Care initiatives and distributed Emergency
Solutions Grant funding to the various agencies that make up the membership of the Continuum of Care
organizations.

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the State in determining how
to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards for and evaluate outcomes of projects
and activities assisted by ESG funds, and develop funding, policies and procedures for the
operation and administration of HMIS

The State of Arkansas supports a variety of housing and public service programs operated to service the
homeless and special needs population. The efforts of the homeless coalitions, through the Continuum
of Care process, have provided guidance on the needs of these communities. The process has resulted
in a better understanding of the homeless and special needs community and their housing needs,
enabling the State to arrive at a set of goals and objectives. As required by ESG regulations, DHS meets
annually with the Continuum of Care Chairpersons to discuss the topics mentioned above. Results of
those discussions are incorporated into the ESG Program.

2. Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process and
consultations
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Table 2 — Agencies, groups, organizations who participated

1 | Agency/Group/Organization ARKANSAS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government - State
Grantee Department
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? All Sections
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Plan Coordinator, Advisory Board, other Agency Departments
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for also consulted on plan, including Community Developers,
improved coordination? Economic Developers, and Rural Services Division
2 | Agency/Group/Organization ARKANSAS DEVELOPMENT FINANCE AUTHORITY
Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government - State
Grantee Department
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? All Sections
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Consolidated Plan Board
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?
3 | Agency/Group/Organization ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - State
Grantee Department

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Consolidated Plan Board
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Agency/Group/Organization

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Health Agency
Other government - State
Grantee Department

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Consolidated Plan Board

Agency/Group/Organization

BETTER COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, INC.

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Services - Housing
Services-Persons with HIV/AIDS
Services-Homeless
Services-Health
Services-Education
Neighborhood Organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Homelessness Strategy
Non-Homeless Special Needs
Anti-poverty Strategy

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

Agency/Group/Organization

Arkansas Natural Resources Commission

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - State
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What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Non-housing Community Development

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

Agency/Group/Organization

NE AR REGIONAL AIDS NETWORK

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Services - Housing
Services-Persons with HIV/AIDS
Services-Homeless
Services-Health

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Non-Homeless Special Needs
HOPWA Strategy

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member, and participated in public input
sessions

Agency/Group/Organization

LAKE VILLAGE

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

Agency/Group/Organization

HOPE

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections
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Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

10

Agency/Group/Organization

Arkansas Department of Career Education

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Education
Services-Employment
Other government - State
Business and Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

11

Agency/Group/Organization

Southwest Arkansas Planning and Development District

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member and participated in public input
sessions
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12

Agency/Group/Organization

NORTH LITTLE ROCK

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

13

Agency/Group/Organization

White River Planning and Development District, Inc.

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member and participated in public input
sessions

14

Agency/Group/Organization

Crossett Area Chamber of Commerce

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization
Business and Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
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Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

15

Agency/Group/Organization

ARKANSAS FAIR HOUSING COMMISSION

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Service-Fair Housing
Other government - State

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

16

Agency/Group/Organization

WEST MEMPHIS

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

17

Agency/Group/Organization

Communities Unlimited, Inc.

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Nonprofit
Community Development Financial Institution

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Non-housing Community Development

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member
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18

Agency/Group/Organization

BAM Properties

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

19

Agency/Group/Organization

USDA-Rural Development

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Federal

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Market Analysis

Economic Development

Anti-poverty Strategy

Non-Housing Community Development

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

20

Agency/Group/Organization

Southern Bancorp Community Partners

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Education
Services-Employment
Community Development Financial Institution

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis

Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
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Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

INC.

21 | Agency/Group/Organization ARKANSAS LAND & FARM DEVELOPMENT CORP
Agency/Group/Organization Type Regional organization
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis
Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Advisory Committee member
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?
22 | Agency/Group/Organization SAINT CHARLES
Agency/Group/Organization Type Other government - Local
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? All Sections
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Advisory Committee Chair, and participated in public input
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for session
improved coordination?
23 | Agency/Group/Organization CRAWFORD-SEBASTIAN COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL,

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Private Non-profit, CAA

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections
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Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

24

Agency/Group/Organization

Arkansas Community Action Agencies Association

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization
Private non-profit

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

25

Agency/Group/Organization

Regions Bank

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Bank
Private Sector Banking / Financing

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Economic Development
Anti-poverty Strategy

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member

26

Agency/Group/Organization

City of Jonesboro

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Advisory Committee member
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27 | Agency/Group/Organization Heiple Wiedower Architects
Agency/Group/Organization Type Architect
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Advisory Committee member
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?
28 | Agency/Group/Organization White River Regional Housing Development Corporation
Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Housing Need Assessment
Public Housing Needs
Market Analysis
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Advisory Committee member
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?
29 | Agency/Group/Organization CENTRAL ARKANSAS PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Participated in public input sessions; Consulted by email, phone
and in person
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30 | Agency/Group/Organization East Arkansas Planning & Development District, Inc.
Agency/Group/Organization Type Regional organization
Planning organization
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? All Section
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Consulted by email, phone and in person
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?
31 | Agency/Group/Organization NORTHWEST ARKANSAS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT,
INC.
Agency/Group/Organization Type Regional organization
Planning organization
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? All Sections
Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted. | Participated in public input sessions; Consulted by email, phone
What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for and in person
improved coordination?
32 | Agency/Group/Organization SOUTHEAST ARKANSAS ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Participated in public input sessions; Consulted by email, phone
and in person
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33 | Agency/Group/Organization

WEST CENTRAL ARKANSAS PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
DISTRICT

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

Participated in public input sessions; Consulted by email, phone
and in person

34 | Agency/Group/Organization

Western Arkansas Planning and Development District, Inc.

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

All Sections

What are the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was consulted.

Participated in public input sessions; Consulted by email, phone
and in person

Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting

No specific organizations were intentionally left out of the public participation process.
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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?

. Balance of State The Strategic Plan provides a set of goals for addressing homelessness, with are supported
Continuum of Care

Continuum of Care by the Balance of State Continuum of Care and its participating agencies.

Table 3 - Other local / regional / federal planning efforts

Narrative
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AP-12 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

Citizen participation is an essential component of a statewide planning effort. Arkansas strongly encourages public participation throughout the
consolidated planning process.

Public input sessions and public hearings, covering geographic areas throughout the state, were conducted at the following locations:

e Tuesday, February 23, 2016; Time: 10:30-12:00; Location: Russellville, Lake Point Conference Center, 171 Lake Point Lane

e Wednesday, February 24, 2016; Time: 10:30-12:00; Location: Walnut Ridge, Lawrence County Meeting Room, 115 West Walnut Street
e Thursday, February 25, 2016; Time: 10:30-12:00; Location: Dumas, Dumas Municipal Bldg., 155 E. Waterman Street

e Tuesday, March 1, 2016; Time: 10:30-12:00; Location: Prescott, Nevada County Library, 129 West 2nd Street South

e Wednesday, March 2, 2016; Time: 10:30-12:00; Location: North Little Rock, Arkansas Municipal League, 301 West 2nd Street.

A public hearing was conducted at the following location:
e Tuesday, April 12, 2016: Time: 10 a.m.; Location: North Little Rock, North Little Rock Chamber of Commerce, 100 Main Street.

A news release, announcing the comment period and public meetings, was sent to media statewide and notices were sent to approximately
2,000 contacts including: the Arkansas Development Finance Authority; Housing Developers; Public Housing Authorities; City and

County officials; Development Districts; State Agencies; CoC contacts; State Senators and State Representatives; Congressional Delegates; and
CDBG Grant Administrators.

Public notices were placed in the statewide newspaper, the Arkansas Democrat-Gazette. The draft plans were also featured in two locations on
the AEDC website. AEDC made additional efforts to increase non-traditional public participation in addition to notification methods used in the
past, and will continue to develop additional innovative public awareness strategies.
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Citizen Participation Outreach

sheets indicate a
total attendance
of 155 persons
representing all
areas of
community and
economic
development,
housing, and
homeless needs
areas.

and mortgage
lending issues,
special needs
housing, and
public
transportation.
Public hearing
minutes are
included in the
Appendix.

Sort Ord | Mode of Outre | Target of Outre Summary of Summary of Summary of comme URL (If applicable)
er ach ach response/attenda | comments recei nts not accepted
nce ved and reasons
The State of
Arkansas The input
conducted five sessions
public input identified a wide
sessions on range of issues
housing and of concern to the
community attendees with
development regard to social
issues in order to and economic
allow citizens the conditions,
opportunity to housing, public
Non- provide input for policy and
) . ) .| No comments were | www.arkansasedc.com/gr
1 Public Meeting | targeted/broad | the 2016 Action awareness of fair rejected. ants
community Plan. Sign-in housing, banking

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Sort Ord | Mode of Outre | Target of Outre Summary of Summary of Summary of comme URL (If applicable)
er ach ach response/attenda | comments recei nts not accepted
nce ved and reasons
Newspaper ads
were published for
both the public
. . No comments
Non- input sessions and . No comments were
] ] were received ] www.arkansasedc.com/gr
2 Newspaper Ad targeted/broad | the public hearing L received that were
] ] ) via this mode of ants
community during the public not accepted
. outreach
comment period.
Both are included
in the Appendix.
All notices, lists of
hearing locations,
and drafts were
posted on the
Arkansas
Non Economic No comments
Internet were received http://arkansasedc.com/gr
3 targeted/broad | Development o N/A
Outreach ] o via this mode of ants
community Commission

website, and on
the homepage of
the Grants
Management
Division.

outreach

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

Mode of Outre
ach

Target of Outre
ach

Summary of
response/attenda
nce

Summary of
comments recei
ved

Summary of comme
nts not accepted
and reasons

URL (If applicable)

Press Release

Non-
targeted/broad
community

A press release
was issued to the
network of all
statewide
newspapers
announcing the
public input
sessions and the
public comment
period, and public
hearing, at which
oral comments
were received.

No comments
were received
via this mode of
outreach

N/A

Direct Mail

Non-
targeted/broad
community

Mayors, County
Judges, PDDs,
Congressional
Districts, full
mailing list of
interested
parties

A letter was
mailed to all
interested parties
and full mailing list
announcing the
public input
sessions and the
public comment
period, and public
hearing, at which
oral comments
were received, and
availability of the
draft of the plan.

No comments
were received
via this mode of
outreach

N/A

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Sort Ord | Mode of Outre | Target of Outre Summary of Summary of Summary of comme URL (If applicable)
er ach ach response/attenda | comments recei nts not accepted
nce ved and reasons

Two oral
comments were
received during

The State of the April 12th

Arkansas public hearing.

conducted one Comment #1

public hearing on concerned a

i . No comments were
April 12, at which request for ]
. L rejected, although
to provide the fundingin a
) ) the water and
Non- public an community, and )
] ) ) wastewater funding | www.arkansasedc.com/gr
6 Public Hearing targeted/broad | opportunity to comment #2 was .
] . was ultimately ants
community review the draft of | a concern on the

the Annual Action

reduction in the

lowered from the
level set-aside in

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

Plan, and to set-aside for
receive oral water and 201>.
comments. There | wastewater
were 23 persons in | funding. Full
attendance. public hearing

minutes are

included in the

Appendix.
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Written Public
Comments

Non-
targeted/broad
community

N/A

A total of 23
written
comments were
received, and are
summarized
below: Concerns
about water and
wastewater set-
aside being
reduced - 12
comment letters.
Concerns about
senior center
set-aside being
reduced, and/or
distribution
method changed
- 8 comment
letters. Concerns
about child care
set-aside being
reduced, and/or
distribution
method changed
-1 comment
letter. Request
for State to
conduct needs
assessment for

Although the State
received a number
of comment letters
as summarized
above, the State has
evaluated many
aspects of the
program design, and
prioritized funds
based on many
different factors.
The proposed
allocation of funds
did not change from
the time of the draft
to the final
submission to HUD,
and the amounts
listed in the Annual
Action Plan
represent the final
decision of the State
on the plans and
methods of
distribution of 2016
grant funds.

www.arkansasedc.com/gr
ants
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Sort Ord | Mode of Outre | Target of Outre Summary of Summary of Summary of comme URL (If applicable)
er ach ach response/attenda | comments recei nts not accepted
nce ved and reasons
rehabilitation of
water and

wastewater - 1
comment letter.
Request for State
to prioritize a list
of regional needs
-1 comment
letter. The actual
comment letters
received are
incorporated
into the plan as
submitted.

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

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

Introduction

The following table describes the anticipated resources to be allocated throughout Arkansas broken down by program type. These anticipated
resource projections are made for FY 2016 and the remaining three years of the Consolidated Plan.

Arkansas anticipates receiving the following amount in FY 2016:

CDBG: $16,412,081
HOME: $6,861,388
ESG: $2,081,178

HOPWA: $559,011

Additional information will be identified within the Annual Action Plan.

Anticipated Resources
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Program | Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Funds Allocation: Income: $ | Resources: S Available
S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
CDBG public - | Acquisition CDBG resources are provided to
federal | Admin and units of local government for CDBG-
Planning eligible activities. A portion of
Economic resources is reserved for state
Development administration and technical
Housing assistance funds that may not
Public exceed 3% of the total base
Improvements allocation plus $100,000 as per 24
Public Services CFR 570.489(a). State recipients and
sub-recipients may also receive
administration funds. Additional
funds will be provided by AEDC as
match to the CDBG allocation. This
amount will fulfill the dollar for
dollar matching requirement of the
16,412,081 | 2,000,000 0| 18,412,081 | 55,236,243 | CDBG Program.

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Program | Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Funds Allocation: Income: $ | Resources: S Available
S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
HOME public - | Acquisition Expected amount for remainder of
federal | Homebuyer Con Plan equals Year 2 Annual
assistance Allocation times three.
Homeowner
rehab
Multifamily
rental new
construction
Multifamily
rental rehab
New
construction for
ownership
TBRA 6,861,388 | 1,000,000 0| 7,861,388 | 23,584,164

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Program | Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Funds Allocation: Income: $ | Resources: S Available
S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
HOPWA | public- | Permanent Expected amount for remainder of
federal | housingin Con Plan is estimated to be the Year
facilities 2 (GY16) Annual Allocation times
Permanent three.
housing
placement
Short term or
transitional
housing
facilities
STRMU
Supportive
services
TBRA 559,011 0 0 559,011 | 1,677,033

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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Program | Source Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected Narrative Description
of Annual Program Prior Year Total: Amount
Funds Allocation: Income: $ | Resources: S Available
S S Reminder
of ConPlan
$
ESG public - | Conversion and Expected amount for remainder of
federal | rehab for Con Plan equals the Year 2 Annual
transitional Allocation times three. Arkansas's
housing ESG Program was allowed to utilize
Financial 2010 Sunset Funding in the amount
Assistance of $838,718 in FY 2015. This
Overnight reduced the amount of FY 2015
shelter allocation spending by this amount
Rapid re- in the shelter category.
housing (rental
assistance)
Rental
Assistance
Services
Transitional
housing 2,081,178 0| 1,288,125 | 3,369,303 | 6,243,534

Table 5 - 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

Federal funds will be leveraged through the ability of service organizations to raise program funds through outside sources, other loan sources
needed for housing development activities, the present value of forgiven property taxes for properties owned by non-profit housing providers,

and the State's General Fund, where appropriate.

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

Annual Action Plan

2016

47




CDBG funds will be leveraged with other local resources within the General Assistance, Economic Development, Rural Services, and
Water/Wastewater categories. CDBG resources are provided to units of local government for CDBG-eligible activities. A portion of resources is
reserved for state administration and technical assistance funds that may not exceed 3% of the total base allocation plus $100,000 as per 24 CFR
570.489(a). State recipients and sub-recipients may also receive administration funds. Additional funds will be provided by AEDC as match to the
CDBG allocation. This amount will fulfill the dollar for dollar matching requirement of the CDBG Program.

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

None currently identified. The State will continue to evaluate opportunities to use public lands for future development.
Discussion

The State has programmed over $28 million from the CDBG, HOME, HOPWA, and ESG programs for the FY 2016 program year. These funds will
be used to operate a range of private and public services as described later in the Annual Action Plan.
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Annual Goals and Objectives
AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives — 91.320(c)(3)&(e)

Goals Summary Information

Sort Goal Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Name Year | Year Area
1 Admin 2015 | 2019 | Administration Statewide | Program CDBG: | Other: 1 Other
Administration $592,362
HOPWA:
$54,727
HOME:
$686,139
ESG:
$156,088
2 Eco Dev 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide | Industry and Job CDBG: | Jobs created/retained: 600 Jobs
Community Creating $9,000,000
Development Business Retention
3 Fac/ Infra | 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide | Public and Community CDBG: | Public Facility or Infrastructure
Community Facilities $1,719,719 | Activities other than Low/Moderate
Development Infrastructure Income Housing Benefit: 15150
Persons Assisted
4 Infra 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide | Infrastructure CDBG: | Public Facility or Infrastructure
Community $4,100,000 | Activities other than Low/Moderate
Development Income Housing Benefit: 2000
Persons Assisted

OMB Control No:

2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Annual Action Plan

2016

49




Sort Goal Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Name Year | Year Area
5 Fire Prot | 2015 | 2019 | Non-Housing Statewide | Public and Community CDBG: | Public Facility or Infrastructure
Community Facilities $1,000,000 | Activities other than Low/Moderate
Development Fire EQuipment Income Housing Benefit: 3000
Persons Assisted
6 Purc Asst | 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Housing | Statewide | Housing Assistance - HOME: | Direct Financial Assistance to
Homeownership $502,939 | Homebuyers: 263 Households
Assisted
7 CHDO 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Housing | Statewide | Housing Development HOME: | Homeowner Housing Added: 21
and Reconstruction $1,029,208 | Household Housing Unit
8 TBRA 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Housing | Statewide | Rental Housing HOME: | Tenant-based rental assistance /
Subsidies $518,105 | Rapid Rehousing: 289 Households
Assisted
9 Rent Hsg | 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Housing | Statewide | Housing Development HOME: | Rental units constructed: 27
and Reconstruction $1,401,090 | Household Housing Unit
11 Rehab/ 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Housing | Statewide | Housing Repair HOME: | Homeowner Housing Rehabilitated:
Recons Housing Development $1,773,400 | 47 Household Housing Unit
and Reconstruction
12 Rent 2015 | 2019 | Affordable Housing | Statewide | Housing Repair HOME: | Rental units rehabilitated: 27
Rehab $950,507 | Household Housing Unit
13 Prev 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide | Homeless Prevention ESG: | Tenant-based rental assistance /
and Emergency $851,658 | Rapid Rehousing: 495 Households
Assistance Assisted
Homelessness Prevention: 498
Persons Assisted
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Sort Goal Start | End Category Geographic Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator
Order Name Year | Year Area
14 Shel 2015 | 2019 | Homeless Statewide | Homeless Facilities ESG: | Homeless Person Overnight Shelter:
Homeless Prevention $498,306 | 10441 Persons Assisted
and Emergency
Assistance
15 HOPWA 2015 | 2019 | Non-Homeless Statewide | Rental Housing HOPWA: | Tenant-based rental assistance /
Hsg Asst Special Needs Subsidies $418,556 | Rapid Rehousing: 135 Households
Homeless Prevention Assisted
and Emergency
Assistance
16 HOPWA 2015 | 2019 | Non-Homeless Statewide | Homeless Case HOPWA: | Public service activities other than
Sup Svs Special Needs Management $85,728 | Low/Moderate Income Housing
Mental Health and Benefit: 200 Persons Assisted
Supportive Services
Table 6 — Goals Summary
Goal Descriptions
1 | Goal Name Admin

Goal
Description

Program Administration: Develop, Administer, revise, implement and evaluate the day-to-day operation of entitlement
program. Activities include program design; grant administration, Sub recipient compliance monitoring, program
outreach, public relations and training.

2 | Goal Name

Eco Dev

Goal
Description

Improve economic opportunities through activities aimed at improving the conditions needed for successful business and

economic development.
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Goal Name Fac/ Infra

Goal Provide enhancement to public facilities and infrastructure by improving availability, accessibility and affordability of

Description public facilities, and public infrastructure.

Goal Name Infra

Goal Provide enhanced availability and access to clean, safe drinking water and safe sanitary sewer systems.

Description

Goal Name Fire Prot

Goal Provide improvements to community centers and improve access to affordable fire protection and enhanced fire

Description protection equipment.

Goal Name Purc Asst

Goal Create decent housing with improved affordability by providing funding for homebuyer assistance programs such as

Description down payment and closing cost to low- and moderate-income (less than 80 percent area median income) homebuyers.
(ADDI)

Goal Name CHDO

Goal Provide funding to CHDO organization to develop new affordable housing for low- to moderate-income persons for

Description homeownership, and providing construction financing for single-family housing, financial mechanisms and improved
communication with partners and constituents throughout the state.

Goal Name TBRA

Goal Create decent housing through improved affordability and accessibility by providing rental subsidies and security and

Description utility deposit assistance for very low- to moderate-income (less than 60 percent of area median income) households and
persons with disabilities.

Goal Name Rent Hsg

Goal Create decent housing with improved affordability and accessibility of multi-family housing and other rental housing

Description through the construction of affordable rental housing units.

Annual Action Plan
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11 | Goal Name Rehab/ Recons
Goal Create decent housing, improved sustainability and affordability of existing single-family owner occupied housing stock
Description | through rehabilitation or reconstruction projects for low- and moderate-income (less than 80 percent of area median
income) households.
12 | Goal Name Rent Rehab
Goal Preserve decent housing through improved sustainability and affordability of existing multi-family housing and other
Description rental housing stock through rehabilitation or reconstruction projects for low- and moderate-income (less than 80
percent of area median income) households.
13 | Goal Name Prev
Goal Increase the availability and affordability of and supportive services offered to homeless families and individuals by
Description providing Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) funds to projects that focus on the prevention of homelessness, such as
averting eviction, foreclosure, and /or utility disconnection, as well as paying deposits and first month’s rent.
14 | Goal Name Shel
Goal Improve the availability and affordability of shelters and supportive services offered to homeless families and individuals
Description by providing ESG funds to assist shelters and homeless providers to finance their operating cost.
15 | Goal Name HOPWA Hsg Asst
Goal Provide tenant-based rental assistance (TBRA); short-term rent, mortgage, and utility assistance (STRMU); and
Description | Permanent Housing Placement (PHP) Assistance.
16 | Goal Name HOPWA Sup Svs
Goal Enhance a suitable living environment through improved access to affordable health services through improvements
Description | to local public health units.

Table 7 — Goal Descriptions
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AP-25 Allocation Priorities —91.320(d)

Introduction

Funding allocation priorities are detailed below by funding source.

Funding Allocation Priorities

Eco Fac/ Fire Purc Rent | Rehab/ Rent HOPWA HOPWA
Admin | Dev | Infra | Infra | Prot | Asst | CHDO | TBRA | Hsg Recons Rehab | Prev | Shel | Hsg Asst Sup Svs | Total
(%) (%) | (%) (%) | (%) | (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) | (%) (%) (%) (%)
CDBG 3 55 11 25 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100
HOME 10 0 0 0 0 10 15 7 20 24 14 0 0 0 0 100
HOPWA 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 80 10 100
ESG 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 45 0 0 100

Reason for Allocation Priorities

Table 8 — Funding Allocation Priorities

The allocation priorities reflect input from participants in the forums and survey, staff consideration of past allocations, and needs as determined
through the Needs Assessment.

How will the proposed distribution of funds will address the priority needs and specific objectives described in the Consolidated

Plan?

The distribution of funds is directly correlated to the specific objectives described in the Consolidated Plan. Each goal of the Strategic Plan is

addressed in the funding distribution, as are many, though not all, of the priority needs.
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AP-30 Methods of Distribution — 91.320(d)&(k)

Introduction

CDBG funds will be used for several activities authorized in Section 105(a) of the amended 1974 Housing and Community Development Act that
meet national CDBG objectives. Projects are funded in order to meet at least one of three CDBG National Objectives that include: (1) benefit
low- and moderate-income persons; (2) prevent or eliminate slums or blight; and (3) meet urgent community development needs. The State
annually certifies that not less than 70% of the aggregate funds received during a 3 year period (as identified to HUD) shall be used for activities
benefitting low- and moderate-income (LMI) persons.

CDBG funds are not specifically targeted to areas of minority concentration, but are distributed throughout the state’s non-entitlement areas
targeted for activities that serve LMI persons. Since projects funded with CDBG resources typically provide a community-wide benefit, it can be
assumed that minority groups benefit equally in the same proportion as they occur in the general population.

The State Programs set forth within this Method of Distribution of the current CDBG allocation attempt to balance the need for providing jobs
and suitable places to live. Funds are reserved in each category based on a percent of the total funds available for distribution to local
governments. The State is allowed $100,000 plus 3% of the State grant for administration and technical assistance in accordance with HUD
regulations. The State is also allowed 3% of the program income received by units of general local government (whether retained by the unit of
general local government or paid to the State) and funds reallocated by HUD to the State.

To achieve the most effective and efficient use of CDBG funds, AEDC may, at its discretion, use categorical adjustments. A categorical adjustment
allows AEDC to reserve up to 25% of the total CDBG allocation for use as needed among categories. An adjustment of more than 25% of the total
allocation, or the creation or elimination of a category, will be considered a substantial amendment to the Annual Action Plan and would require
further steps as identified within the Citizen Participation Plan section of the Consolidated Plan. Adjustments may be made for remaining
balances within a Category within the last three months following a 12 month Program Year in order to meet the HUD Timely Distribution
requirement which requires the CDBG grant amount for a given Federal Fiscal Year to be distributed within a HUD required 15-month time
frame.

For purposes of the Consolidated Plan and the Annual Action Plan, the overall CDBG Program includes activities within the Community
Development Priority Need, and the Economic Development Priority Need.

Annual Action Plan 55
2016

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



Funds will be distributed to eligible applicants for specific Community Development or Economic Development projects. All funding

considerations will be made according to reasonableness of cost and assurance that the grant amount represents the smallest amount of

financing needed to cover the gap between reasonable project costs and local funding capacity.

The State certifies that benefit to low- and moderate-income persons for the three year periods beginning in 2015 (2015-2017, 2018-2020) will
be equal to or greater than 70% and that no project claiming benefit to low- and moderate-income persons will be approved if the benefit

calculated is less than 51%.

A description and details of each State Program will be identified below.

Distribution Methods

Table 9 - Distribution Methods by State Program

1 State Program Name:

Community Development - General Assistance

Funding Sources:

CDBG

Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

Within the Public and Community Facilities and Infrastructure Priority Need, CDBG
funds will be utilized for public facilities and public works projects. Within this
Program CDBG funds will be utilized for and will generally be made available under the
LMI Area Benefit or LMI Limited Clientele or Presumed Benefit National Objective
measures. Funds are awarded for: senior centers; child care centers; public health
facilities; youth centers; accredited public libraries; removal of architectural barriers
from city halls or county courthouses for accessibility; street, curb, gutter, sidewalk, or
storm sewer; flood control and drainage; and, other public facility or infrastructure
project determined to be a high priority, and not eligible to be funded under another
CDBG program. For more information see Application Guidelines.
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Describe all of the criteria that will be used
to select applications and the relative
importance of these criteria.

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

state publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)

As noted above within the description of the criteria used to select applications, this
information was a summary of the criteria. Complete information regarding the
application criteria will be made available within the CDBG Application Guidelines and
the General Assistance Application packet, when made available on the AEDC website.
The Guidelines will provide specific details on the Application questions, deadlines for
completing applications, threshold requirements, and any other necessary items. This
information will be available on the AEDC website at:
http://www.arkansasedc.com/grants

Describe the process for awarding 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 (including providing full access to
grassroots faith-based and other

community-based organizations). (HOPWA
only)

Describe how resources will be allocated
among funding categories.

For the 2016 Program Year, AEDC is considering funding public facility and public
infrastructure projects with an anticipated $1,719,719 in CDBG resources. The award
amount is based on beneficiary data of the project area as well as the feasibility and
need for the project.

Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.

Grant requests should range from a minimum of $75,000 to a maximum of $200,000,
including design fees, although maximum awards may be based on project type, as
designed upon release of program application package. Administrative fees will be
added to the announced award amount. Additional project awards may be made
throughout the year from the existing pool of applications as funds become available,
including from unexpended funds from prior funding years, if eligible under that
funding year’s annual action plan. Technical assistance will be available.

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

An estimated 5,000 persons will benefit from these activities.
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State Program Name:

Community Development - Rural Services

Funding Sources:

Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

Within the Public and Community Facilities and Fire Equipment Priority Need, CDBG
funds will be utilized for community center, fire station, multi-purpose center, and fire
truck and fire-fighting equipment projects. CDBG funds will be utilized for and made
available under the LMI-Area Benefit National Objective measures. For more
information see Application Guidelines.
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Describe all of the criteria that will be used
to select applications and the relative
importance of these criteria.

The Arkansas Rural Development Commission will review Application and make
recommendations for funding of projects to benefit rural communities with a
population of less than 3,000 persons. Applicants should contact the AEDC Division of
Rural Services to obtain an application for the Rural Services Block Grant Program
(RSBGP). In order to receive funding from AEDC, the applicant must receive approval
from the Arkansas Rural Development Commission. Up to $1,000,000 of the annual
CDBG allocation will be used for this category. Applications will be evaluated on:

e The extent to which the project will benefit low and moderate income persons
and meet CDBG eligibility requirements;

e The extent to which other funds will be used to leverage the grant funds
proposed for the project;

e Appropriateness of the project to Division of Rural Services-Rural Community
Fire Protection Grant Program and the Rural Community Development Block
Grant Program. Projects may include fire protection and multi-use community
centers;

e The applicant’s readiness to proceed with the project;

e Other criteria as defined in the application as prepared by the Division of Rural
Services.

Note: legislation intends for priority to be placed on the use of CDBG funds for multi-
use facilities that will offer combined facilities for programs commonly offered in
separate facilities such as senior centers, public health centers, childcare centers and
community centers.
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If only summary criteria were described,
how can potential applicants access
application manuals or other

state publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)

As noted above within the description of the criteria used to select applications, this
information was a summary of the criteria. Complete information regarding the
application criteria will be made available within the RSBGP. The Guidelines will
provide specific details on the Application questions, deadlines for completing
applications, threshold requirements, and any other necessary items. This information
will be available on the AEDC Division of Rural Services website at:
http://ruralservices.arkansas.gov/grants/rural-services-block-grant-program/

Describe the process for awarding 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 project
sponsors (including providing full access to
grassroots faith-based and other

community-based organizations). (HOPWA
only)

Describe how resources will be allocated
among funding categories.

For the 2016 Program Year, AEDC will fund Rural Services projects in partnership with
the AEDC Division of Rural Services and Rural Development Commission, with an
anticipated $1,000,000 in CDBG resources. The RSBGP award amount is based on
beneficiary data of the project area as well as the feasibility and need for the project.

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

Annual Action Plan 61
2016




Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.

Each project funded must meet the CDBG National Objective of benefiting low to
moderate (LMI) income persons. Up to $100,000 in CDBG funds may be awarded per
project for project activity and general administration combined; no more than 15% of
the total award may be used for general administration. The match for this grant is
10% and may be comprised of in-kind labor, in-kind materials or cash.

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

Approximately 3,000 people will benefit from these activities.

State Program Name:

Community Development - Water/Wastewater

Funding Sources:

Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

Within the Community Development Priority Need, CDBG funds will be utilized for and
made available to LMI persons on an area basis. The Arkansas Natural Resources
Commission (ANRC) administers the funds from the State Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG) program used for Water and Wastewater projects. Non-
entitlement cities and counties are eligible to apply for these State CDBG funds.
Projects funded must certify that at least 51 percent of the households served are
low- to moderate-income, and are only made available for new systems or to connect
new customers to existing water or wastewater systems.
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Describe all of the criteria that will be used
to select applications and the relative
importance of these criteria.

Applicants anticipating the use of federal and/or state administered funds in order to
finance water or wastewater improvements must apply with the Water Wastewater
Advisory Committee (WWAC). Four state agencies partner in support of water and
wastewater services: Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality; Arkansas
Department of Health; Arkansas Economic Development Commission; U.S.
Department of Agriculture - Rural Development; Community Resources Group; and
Arkansas Natural Resources Commission. The WWAC provides project development
guidance and recommends project financing to communities through its application
process.

Representatives from the member agencies meet the first Wednesday of each month
to review pre-applications for water/wastewater projects. The WWAC meetings are
open to the public, and potential applicants may attend the meetings. Projects have to
be submitted the WWAC by the 15th of a month to make the agenda for the next
meeting. The application process includes submitting a WWAC pre-application with
information regarding a Preliminary Engineering Report (PER).

Water and Wastewater Projects are generally scored based on: 1) Leveraging of
Funds, and 2) Cost Per User

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

state publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)

As noted above within the description of the criteria used to select applications, this
information was a summary of the criteria. Complete information regarding the
application criteria will be made available online. The guidelines will provide specific
details on the Application questions, deadlines for completing applications, threshold
requirements, and any other necessary items.

This information will be available on the ANRC website at:
http://anrc.ark.org/divisions/water-resources-development/community-
development-block-grants/
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Describe the process for awarding 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 project
sponsors (including providing full access to
grassroots faith-based and other

community-based organizations). (HOPWA
only)

Describe how resources will be allocated
among funding categories.

For the 2016 Program Year, AEDC anticipates utilizing $4,100,000 of funding allocated
to this Program in a partnership with ANRC.
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Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.

Each project funded must meet the CDBG National Objective of benefiting low- to
moderate-income (LMI) persons. Minimum customer base of 300 customers are
required for a system. There are rate structure requirements for new customers on
CDBG Water or Wastewater projects. At this time, grants are awarded only to provide
new service or to extend existing service to new residential customers.

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

AEDC will be able to identify those water and wastewater project areas that meet a
CDBG National Objective and target those projects that are impacting the safety of our
citizens. Through a collaborative effort with other funding agencies, AEDC and ANRC
are better able to leverage Federal and State grant resources in order to obtain
maximum impact. An estimate 2,000 people will benefit from these activities.

State Program Name:

Economic Development (ED)

Funding Sources:

CDBG
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Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

Within the Economic Development Priority Need, CDBG funds will be utilized for
providing communities with resources to assist businesses which expand the State’s
economic base and which create quality jobs principally benefiting LMI employees an
made available under the LMI CDBG National Objective criteria. Eligible activities will
generally include: grants or loans to for-profit businesses (through the applicant
community) for a variety of business purposes; or public facilities (infrastructure)
projects undertaken by applicant communities for economic development purposes,

d

where a benefiting business agrees to locate or expand premised on the infrastructure

improvements and agrees to create jobs for LMI persons.

AEDC shares the cost of project infrastructure needs by committing grants from state
and federal infrastructure funds. The amount of assistance committed is dependent
upon the strength of the company, number of jobs, average wage, project investmen
and costs associated with facility/site improvements.

Funds may be used by eligible applicants to:

1. Provide infrastructure necessary to serve the location of a new or expansion
of an existing industry which will create new jobs or retain existing jobs; or

2. Provide loans to industry for economic development purposes when it can

t

determine that the provision of such financing is necessary to create new jobs

and/or retain existing jobs. Eligible activities for loans include, but are not
limited to the following: acquisition, construction and equipment; or

3. Provide funds for the construction of facilities; or
4. Provide funds for a Commission-approved training program; or

5. Undertake any combination of 1 through 4 above, provided that all other
requirements can be met.
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Describe all of the criteria that will be used
to select applications and the relative
importance of these criteria.

Projects are generally evaluated through a cost benefit analysis process; and for basic
eligibility, financial feasibility, appropriateness and the extent to which the project will
result in the creation and/or retention of permanent jobs, primarily for low- and
moderate-income persons. The Housing and Community Development Act (HCDA) and
HUD's CDBG regulations outline basic project "underwriting" guidelines/standards so
that State programs will achieve the federal objectives of the CDBG Program. The
underwriting standards used in the Arkansas ED program are designed to address
these federal guidelines.

Application for Economic Development funds are reviewed according to the following

process:
Loans. Applications complete a four-step process:
1. Review for eligibility and compliance with applicable requirements;

2. Evaluation of the business plan for appropriateness, feasibility, and credit
worthiness;

3. Review and recommendation by Economic Development Commission; and
4. Decision made by the Commission’s Executive Director.

Infrastructure. Applications complete a three-step process:
1. Review for eligibility and compliance with applicable requirements;

2. Determination of appropriateness, feasibility, need, and recommended
funding level; and

3. Decision by the Commission’s Executive Director.

This information provided is a summary. Additional information will be available
within the ED Program Guidelines.
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If only summary criteria were described,
how can potential applicants access
application manuals or other state
publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)

As noted above within the description of the criteria used to select applications, this
information was a summary of the criteria. Complete information regarding the
application criteria will be made available within the CDBG Economic Development
Application Guidelines. The Guidelines will provide specific details on the Application
guestions, deadlines for completing applications, threshold requirements, and any
other necessary items. This information will be available on the AEDC website at:
www.arkansasedc.com/grants.

Describe the process for awarding 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 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.

For the 2016 Program Year, AEDC is considering funding economic development
activities/projects with the anticipated $9,000,000 of funding allocated to this
Program. Other activities/projects will be funded from AEDC’s CDBG Economic
Development State Revolving Loan Fund (SF). There is no limitation on the number of
economic development applications and/or active projects which an eligible applicant
may have with the Commission except as limited by the requirements defined in the
Method of Distribution. Approximately 55% of the 2016 allocation will be used for
this category and 100% of any program income received by the Commission generated
from economic development projects will be used to make additional projects through
the State Revolving Loan Fund, with up to 3% of that being eligible to be budgeted for
State Administration.

Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.

AEDC shares the cost of project infrastructure needs by committing grants from state
and federal infrastructure funds. The amount of assistance committed is dependent
upon the strength of the company, number of jobs, average wage, project investment
and costs associated with facility/site improvements. It is generally expected that
CDBG grants will be a minimum of $75,000, and there is no specific maximum grant
size limit, although required to be considered is a company's ability to meet the public
benefit standard per job to be created as a result of the grant funding.

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

Through the Economic Development Program additional jobs will be created or
retained throughout the state which will create additional opportunities for
Arkansans, particularly those who are LMI. An estimated 500 people will benefit from
these activities through the creation of jobs.

State Program Name:

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)

Funding Sources:

ESG
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Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

State of Arkansas supports a variety of housing and public service programs to service
the homeless and special needs population. The efforts of the homeless coalitions,
through the Continuum of Care process, have provided guidance on the needs of
these communities. The process has resulted in a better understanding of the
homeless and special needs community and their housing needs, enabling the State to
arrive at a set of goals and objectives. These goals and objectives are provided below,
with performance goals for FY 2016 Annual Plan Budget $3,369,303.

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

If only summary criteria were described,
how can potential applicants access
application manuals or other state
publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)
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Describe the process for awarding 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)

The Emergency Solutions Grant Program Funds are available to non-profit
organizations and to units of local government that develop and operate homeless
shelters and that provide supportive services to homeless persons and families. Funds
will be allocated to each Continuum of Care on a proportional basis, determined by
each Continuum of Care's percentage of the total state homeless population, based on
the annual Point In Time Count. Funding for each agency within each Continuum of
Care is based on the amount of agency requests and available funding amounts. Funds
are distributed statewide through a competitive Request For Proposals Application
Process.

Application Process:

All applicants must be either a non-profit agency or a unit of local government, and
must be an active member of its local Continuum of Care organization.

1. The Department of Human Services will hold a meeting with the chairpersons of all
seven Continuum of Care (CoC) organizations in the state. The purpose of these
meetings is to discuss gaps in service, agency performance for the previous year,
development of performance standards for agencies, funding allocations, and data
collection. Recommendations for funding for each CoC will be formulated.

2. A meeting identical to that mentioned above will be held with representatives of
each entitlement city in the state.

3. Requests for Proposals will be posted on the DHS website, mailed to
interested organizations and to existing participating agencies, as well as to a central
location in each county.

4. A workshop will be held to train each interested agency how to complete the
application.

5. Completed applications will be received by DHS.
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6. Applications will be scored by a committee made up of representatives of various
divisions of DHS. Each committee member will review each application.

7. Scores of the committee members will be averaged to reach a final agency score.
8. Scores which are above a set minimum acceptable score will be funded.

9. A training workshop will be held for accepted agencies and units of local
government to discuss administration of the ESG Grant funds.

Identify the method of selecting project
sponsors (including providing full access to
grassroots faith-based and other
community-based organizations). (HOPWA
only)

Describe how resources will be allocated
among funding categories.

Of the $2,081,178 from ESG, the State will designate $10,406 to street outreach,
$270,553 to homelessness prevention, $679,297 to rapid re-housing, $28,304 to rapid
re-housing relocation and stabilization services, and $936,530 to homeless shelters.
$156,088 will fund program administration.

Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.
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What are the outcome measures expected
as a result of the method of distribution?

Funding is expected to assist 4,000 individuals with homeless prevention services,
4,000 individuals with rapid re-housing, 4,000 individuals/families with shelter and
shelter services, and 19,500 individuals with street outreach.

State Program Name:

HOME Funding

Funding Sources:

HOME
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Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

The State of Arkansas receives HOME Funds through a formula allocation from HUD.
ADFA is the designated agency that administers the funds allocated to the

State. Under the HOME Program, ADFA is designated a “Participating Jurisdiction” or
“PJ”. The local PJs in Arkansas include the Cities of Fort Smith, Little Rock, North Little
Rock, and Pine Bluff.

ADFA has broad discretion in administering the HOME Funds. ADFA may administer
activities directly, allocate funds to units of local government, for-profit entities and
non-profit entities, evaluate and fund projects, or a combination of the two
approaches. ADFA allocates funds to various partners through their formal
application process. The application process is continually based upon funds
availability.

ADFA allocates funds to units of general local government, including cities, towns,
townships and counties. The funds are then administered by local governments for
eligible HOME uses. ADFA may undertake jointly-funded projects with local PJs and
may use HOME funds anywhere within the State including within the boundaries of
local PJs. ADFA Programs funds allocated within a designated local PJ will be limited to
down payment and closing costs assistance loans, CHDO Set-Aside projects, and joint
Low-Income Housing Tax Credit/HOME developments. ADFA may also allocate funds
to for-profit developers, housing non-profits and Community Housing Development
Organizations (CHDO).
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Describe all of the criteria that will be used
to select applications and the relative
importance of these criteria.

ADFA has set the following parameters regarding the amount of HOME Program Funds
that can be allocated per applicant. NOTE: ADFA Board of Directors reserve the right
to increase or decrease the maximum program allocation during the program year to
meet HOME program requirements. Allocations are subject to availability of funds.

e Applicants must request a minimum of $100,000 of HOME Program funds to
be considered a HOME Program allocation (with the exception of TBRA
projects).

e The maximum amount that can be requested and allocated by ADAF is
$450,000 in HOME Program funds, subject to availability of funds. (Note: The
maximum allocation for a CHDO project is $900,000, subject to availability of
funds).

e The maximum amount that can be requested and allocated for TBRA projects
by ADFA is $225,000, subject to availability of funds.

e TBRA applicants may apply for funding once a year and when 75% of the
current allocation has been expended.

Applicants may be awarded maximum of 3 HOME projects, per housing activity
(Rental, Homeowner, TBRA), per HOME Fiscal year (July 1 to June 30) based upon
capacity as determined by ADFA.

If only summary criteria were described,
how can potential applicants access
application manuals or other state
publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)
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Describe the process for awarding 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 project
sponsors (including providing full access to
grassroots faith-based and other
community-based organizations). (HOPWA

only)
Describe how resources will be allocated Resources were allocated among funding categories according to need reflected in the
among funding categories. Needs Assessment and programmatic experience from years of operating housing

programs with HOME funding. Funding among the categories include $478,487 for
down_payment assistance, $978,825 for new construction activities by CHDOs,
$492,742 for Tenant-Based Rental Assistance, $1,332,502 for multifamily rental
housing development, $1,686,586 for owner-occupied housing rehabilitation, and
$903,811 for rental rehabilitation.
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Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.

ADFA has set the following parameters regarding the amount of HOME Program Funds
that can be allocated per applicant. NOTE: ADFA Board of Directors reserve the right
to increase or decrease the maximum program allocation during the program year to
meet HOME program requirements. Allocations are subject to availability of funds.

e Applicants must request a minimum of $100,000 of HOME Program funds to
be considered a HOME Program allocation (with the exception of TBRA
projects).

e The maximum amount that can be requested and allocated by ADAF is
$450,000 in HOME Program funds, subject to availability of funds. (Note: The
maximum allocation for a CHDO project is $900,000, subject to availability of
funds).

e The maximum amount that can be requested and allocated for TBRA projects
by ADFA is $225,000, subject to availability of funds.

e TBRA applicants may apply for funding once a year and when 75% of the
current allocation has been expended.

Applicants may be awarded maximum of 3 HOME projects, per housing activity
(Rental, Homeowner, TBRA), per HOME Fiscal year (July 1 to June 30) based upon
capacity as determined by ADFA.

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

The HOME Program funding is expected to provide 250 households with down
payment assistance, 20 new homes through CHDO development projects, assist 275
households with Tenant-Based Rental Assistance, develop 25 rental units, rehab 45
owner-occupied homes, and rehab 25 rental units.

State Program Name:

Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)
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Funding Sources:

HOPWA

Describe the state program addressed by
the Method of Distribution.

Arkansas Department of Health (ADH) HIV Services provides oversight for HOPWA
funding granted to the State. The Northeast Arkansas Regional AIDS Network (NARAN)
and PBHA (Housing Authority of the City of Pine Bluff) are under contract to use
HOPWA dollars to administer HOPWA housing assistance including Tenant-Based
Rental Assistance (TBRA), Short-Term Rent, Mortgage, and Utility (STRMU),
Permanent Housing Placement (PHP) programs, and the support services or service
coordination appropriate to ensure effective case management and attainment of
HOPWA goals.

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

Project sponsors will be selected through a statewide Request for Applications (RFA)
process that will include, but is not limited to, evaluation of the following parameters:

e Concentration of persons with HIV/AIDS in the geographic area to be served
by the project sponsor;

e Availability of suitable housing stock in the defined areas;

e Demonstrated capacity of the applicant to provide quality services in
compliance with ADH and HUD regulations;

e Ability of the applicants to coordinate complimentary supportive services; and

Ability of the project sponsor to meet the urgent unmet needs of person with
HIV/AIDS and their families.

If only summary criteria were described,
how can potential applicants access
application manuals or other state
publications describing the application
criteria? (CDBG only)
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Describe the process for awarding 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 project
sponsors (including providing full access to
grassroots faith-based and other
community-based organizations). (HOPWA
only)

Project sponsors are selected through a statewide Request for Applications (RFA)
process that include, but is not limited to, evaluation of the following parameters:

e Concentration of persons with HIV/AIDS in the geographic area to be served
by the project sponsor;
e Availability of suitable housing stock in the defined areas;

e Demonstrated capacity of the applicant to provide quality services in
compliance with ADH and HUD regulations;

e Ability of the applicants to coordinate complimentary supportive services; and

Ability of the project sponsor to meet the urgent unmet needs of person with
HIV/AIDS and their families. By the process defined above two (2) project sponsors
were selected beginning GY15 and have contracts with a life span of six (6) years but
subject to renewal on an annual basis, contingent upon performance and attainment
of HOPWA goals and objectives.
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Describe how resources will be allocated
among funding categories.

2016 Estimated Distributions- Housing Opportunities for Persons With AIDS are as
follows:

I. Administration: $54,727.18

a. Grantee: $16,770.33

b. Project Sponsors: $37,956.85

II. Direct Housing and Related Support Services: $504,283.82
a. Direct Housing Assistance: $418,555.52

1. TBRA + STRMU: $378,212.81

2. PHP: $40,342.71

b. Support Services: $85,728.30

TOTAL HOPWA: $559,011.00

Describe threshold factors and grant size
limits.
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What are the outcome measures expected
as a result of the method of distribution?
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Discussion

The State Programs set forth within this Method of Distribution of the current CDBG, HOME, ESG, and
HOPWA allocations attempt to balance the need for providing jobs and suitable places to live. Funds are
reserved in each category based on a percent of the total funds available for distribution to local

governments.
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AP-35 Projects — (Optional)

Introduction

NA

# | Project Name

Table 10 — 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

Table 11 - Project Summary
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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

Acceptance process of applications
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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

NA
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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

Projects created in response to the four federal funding programs, CDBG, HOME, HOPWA, and ESG, will
be spread across non-entitlement communities throughout the state. The vast majority of the combined
funding will be provided through individual benefit criteria, available to low-income
individuals/households regardless of the demographics of the community in which they reside. A smaller
portion, primarily funded through the CDBG Program, will address infrastructure and public facility
concerns within CDBG eligible areas where more than 51 percent of residents earn less than 80 percent
of the area median income. For CDBG, 50 percent of CDBG funding will be used in CDBG area benefit
eligible areas.

Geographic Distribution

Target Area Percentage of Funds
Statewide 83
CDBG Eligible Areas 17

Table 12 - Geographic Distribution
Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically

The proposed allocation of funds is based on federal funding requirements for each formula-allocated
grant. Areas of low- to moderate-income concentration and certain areas of high minority concentration
are targeted. Areas of low homeownership and deteriorating housing conditions were also considered in
the targeting process.

Discussion

The distribution of funds by target area is projected to be primarily statewide due to use of funds for
administrative, non-profit support, and individual benefit-oriented programmatic uses of the funds. The
remaining funds are estimated to be spread through smaller CDBG-eligible areas.

Annual Action Plan 87
2016

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



Affordable Housing

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

Introduction

The annual goals listed previously specify the following production numbers for housing assistance and
for homelessness, non-homeless, and special needs populations.

One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported
Homeless 0
Non-Homeless 595
Special-Needs 45
Total 640

Table 13 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through
Rental Assistance 275
The Production of New Units 45
Rehab of Existing Units 70
Acquisition of Existing Units 250
Total 640

Table 14 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type

Discussion

These figures relate to production targets specified in the annual goals for 2016 through HOME funded
programs. Additional funding will be provided for rental assistance through the homeless prevention
and rapid re-housing programs promoted through the ESG funding. Each program will provide benefits
for 4,000 individuals/households during the program year, but it is unknown at this point-in-time what
portion of each program will be used for rental assistance and what portion will provide rent deposit,
utility payments, or mortgage payment assistance.
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AP-60 Public Housing - 24 CFR 91.320(j)

Introduction
The State does not manage any public housing units.
Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing

NA

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

NA

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

NA

Discussion

The State does not manage any public housing units.
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AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities — 91.320(h)

Introduction

The State of Arkansas is active in the seven Continuum of Care organizations, addressing issues related
to homelessness in the state. Funding for homeless projects and services are sourced primarily through
that process.

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

The seven (7) Continua of Care organizations, along with the coalition of local homeless service agencies
covering the smaller communities in the state, conduct annual surveys of homeless individuals, including
unsheltered persons. These surveys serve to help focus Continuum activities for the coming year, as well
as provide documentation in response to HUD program requirements.

Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons

This Annual Action Plan includes ESG funding to address emergency shelter needs of homeless persons.
Program goals include funding approximately 50 programs per year, providing emergency shelter to
13,000 individuals/households per year. These funding and performance plans extend the full five years
of this Consolidated Plan.

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 State has a goal of funding at least one permanent housing project during the five-year span of this
Consolidated Plan. The State will work with local agencies and organizations to identify and promote
opportunities to invest funds for these activities.

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,
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employment, education, or youth needs

The State is providing for services through ESG funding that address homeless prevention and rapid re-
housing to help low-income individuals and families avoid becoming or remaining homeless. These
programs include funding for rent assistance, essential services, first and last month rents, and utility
payment assistance. An estimated 8,000 individuals/households will be assisted through these efforts
statewide.

Discussion

The State, ESG subgrantees, and participants in the seven (7) Continuum of Care organizations work
closely together to meet the needs of homeless individuals and families through the continuum of
services coordinated through the partnership.
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AP-70 HOPWA Goals — 91.320(k)(4)

for:

One year goals for the number of households to be provided housing through the use of HOPWA

Short-term rent, mortgage, and utility assistance to prevent homelessness of the individual or
family

75
Tenant-based rental assistance 60
Units provided in permanent housing facilities developed, leased, or operated with HOPWA
funds 0
Units provided in transitional short-term housing facilities developed, leased, or operated with
HOPWA funds 0
Total 135
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AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing — 91.320(i)

Introduction

The State of Arkansas is not aware of any public policies that produce a negative effect on affordable
housing and residential investment. There are numerous social and economic factors that affect the
development of affordable housing in areas of the state, such as limited incomes requiring rents or
prices below what could be supported by the market and NIMBYism, but these are not the result of
public policies.

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

NA

Discussion

There are no known public policy barriers to affordable housing development in Arkansas, though
market factors do influence the ability to produce a range of housing to address all income levels. Most
of these factors, including the cost of construction, price of developable land, and tenant/homebuyer
incomes, are beyond the influence of the State of Arkansas. Where possible, the State provides or funds
services that address market factors, such as job training and business development activities.
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AP-85 Other Actions — 91.320(j)

Introduction

The State currently provides a variety of services to the residents of Arkansas, some funded by CDBG,

HOME, HOPWA, and ESG allocations, with private and State funding bringing additional assets to bear
on these problems. Below are some of the actions currently performed by the State or subgrantees or
under consideration for the future.

Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs

The State will continue to look for new funding sources for programs to address underserved

needs. Funding is the major obstacle in providing the services needed to focus on the vast variety of
issues that prevent families from breaking out of poverty and from living in the best, most affordable
housing possible.

Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing

The State of Arkansas provides funding through HOME for new single-family and multifamily housing
development. The State also provides HOME funding both single-family and rental rehabilitation
programs. State staff also manages the approximately $6.5 million annual Low-Income Housing Tax
Credit allocation for Arkansas.

Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards

e Continue to meet HUD lead-based paint abatement standards in housing rehabilitation
programs operated by subgrantee communities.

o Seek funding as it becomes available to provide testing and abatement of lead-based paint
hazards in single-family housing where young children are present.

e Expand the stock of lead safe housing units through new housing initiatives.

o Seek funding as it becomes available to provide for testing, abatement, training, and educational
awareness.

Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families

The State will continue its efforts in conjunction with the seven Continua of Care in Arkansas to reduce
the number of poverty-level families through the development of services needed to assist those
families with educational opportunities, job growth, and life skills training through the various social
service agencies operating in the communities across the state.

Actions planned to develop institutional structure
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o Work with non-profit organizations to address community needs and provide support to federal
and non-federal funding initiatives.

e  Work with private industry to address important issues that hamper housing and community
development efforts.

o |dentify opportunities to create private/public partnerships for project finance and development
to leverage federal funds.

Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social
service agencies

The State will continue to coordinate planning activities with subgrantees and private housing and social
service agencies, including participation in Continuum of Care meetings, development of the Continua of
Care, and coordinate the enumeration of point-in-time and homeless surveys by continua throughout
the state. State staff will also continue its participation in other coalitions and study groups as the
opportunity arises.

Discussion

These actions are primarily the continuation of what the State is currently doing in the various areas. No
major obstacles in the institutional structure have been identified that need to be addressed. The State
is also satisfied with its efforts to coordinate with private housing and social service agencies.
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Program Specific Requirements
AP-90 Program Specific Requirements — 91.320(k)(1,2,3)

Introduction

The following provides details on program specific requirements for each of the three entitlement
programs, Community Development Block Grant (CDDBG), HOME Investment Partnership (HOME),
Housing Opportunities for Persons With AIDS (HOPWA), and Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG).

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 2,000,000
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: 2,000,000

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. 70.00%
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HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME)
Reference 24 CFR 91.320(k)(2)

1. A description of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is
as follows:

The State will continue to support the many efforts of the non-profits and social service provider
agencies in the community in their efforts to obtain funding from various sources for their
programs.

Many of these organizations receive private donations to sustain their programs, and most apply for
funding on the federal, state, and local level.

The availability of federal funds would enhance any of the listed programs and would mean that
more services, and housing, could be provided. Because of the scarcity of any type of funding, the
State has been working with various organizations to try to develop programs that would increase
the leveraging capacity of federal funding mechanisms so that more money would be available for
other needed endeavors. Better use of the existing resources is a main concern of everyone.

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:

For homes purchased through HOME Program financed homebuyers assistance programs, ADFA has
certified that it will assure that the initial purchaser receives a reasonable return on his/her
investment at the time of the sale with the following provisions. ADFA shall agree to apply the
following rate of appreciation to the homeowner’s investment calculated by:

Adding purchaser’s down payment;
The portion of his/her monthly payments which were applied to the principal; and,
The cost of documented major improvements which increased the value of the property.

P wNPR

In no case will ADFA assure the above when depreciation of the general housing market in which
the property is located and/or depreciation of the property due to deferred maintenance,
abandonment of the property, and lack of necessary maintenance results in an appraisal value
less than the above appreciated value. Initial purchaser must sign an agreement of shared
appreciation.

The sale of the property to the new low-income family must be at a price which allows for:

e Afair return on investment, including any improvements to the seller;
e The property must be affordable to the subsequent low-income purchaser.

The subsequent purchaser’s affordable housing provision must remain in existence for a period of
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no less than:

ADFA or its designee administering the HOME Program funds may exercise the right of purchase
from the initial homebuyer. The price paid to the initial homebuyer by the entity exercising the right
of purchase is the amount specified in a firm contract between the initial homebuyer and the
proposed purchaser. A promissory note is required if the homebuyer purchases the unit under the
HOME Program for less than fair market value (FMV). A promissory note must be executed between
ADFA and the initial homebuyer in the amount of the difference between FMV and the actual sales
price. Subsequent purchasers within the affordability period of the initial sale must sign a new
promissory note and mortgage.

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:

ADFA will recapture that portion of HOME Program investment unforgiven during the affordability
period or recapture the maximum net proceeds from sale of property (whether recapture is effected
through foreclosure or no foreclosure action). Net proceeds will be used to: (1) Reimburse the
HOME Program (approved activity) for the outstanding balance of HOME funds not repaid or
forgiven during the applicable affordability period at the time of recapture; (2) Reimburse the HOME
Program (administration) for “holding costs” or other costs associated with the recapture action
(legal fees, insurance, taxes, realtor fees, appraisal/BPO costs, etc.). In the event net proceeds are
less than the outstanding balance of HOME funds invested in the property (for all approved
activities and holding costs incurred), the loss will be absorbed by the HOME Program and all HOME
Program requirements would be considered to have been satisfied. If net proceeds recaptured are
greater than the outstanding balance of HOME funds invested in the property (for all approved
activities and holding costs incurred), the balance of net proceeds would be distributed to the
homeowner (or his/her estate). If the recapture of proceeds is effectuated through a completed
foreclosure action, and the property is legally owned by ADFA, the balance of net proceeds
recaptured will inure to ADFA.

4. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is
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:

The State does not intend to use HOME funding for this purpose.
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Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)
Reference 24 CFR 91.320(k)(3)

1. Include written standards for providing ESG assistance (may include as attachment)

Currently funded agencies or those who have received prior funding from the Office of Community
Services of the Department of Human Services will be evaluated on past performance in carrying out
programmatic activities and contractual compliance. Factors such as agency ability to meet service
delivery goals, timely expenditure of funds, timely reporting, accuracy of reporting, ability to meet
audit requirements, and other programmatic and fiscal contractual requirements will be considered.
These other factors will be considered in conjunction with the proposal score in developing an
overall recommendation for agency funding.

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 seven Continuum of Care organizations have developed Centralized Assessment Systems to
screen potential clients for referral to the most appropriate assisting agency.

Congress has directed HUD to improve the collection of data on the extent of homelessness locally
and nationally. Communities must collect an array of data including an unduplicated count of
homeless persons, analyze their patterns of the use of the McKinney-Vento and other assistance,
including information on how they enter and exit the homelessness assistance system and assess
the effectiveness of that assistance. Through the Federal Register Notice, the Emergency Solutions
Grants Program and Community Development Block Grants were made a part of this mandate.
Therefore, all proposed projects/organizations must provide written certification of their
participation in an existing HMIS.

3. ldentify the process for making sub-awards and describe how the ESG allocation available to
private nonprofit organizations (including community and faith-based organizations).

The Office of Community Services, Department of Human Services administers the State of Arkansas
Emergency Solutions Grants Program. The State awards sub-grants to local nonprofit organizations
or units of local government. The prospective nonprofit organization will be required to have the
appropriate unit of local government concur with and sign off on the request for assistance.

The grants will be offered using a Request for Proposal process which will be done on a statewide
basis. The Emergency Solutions Grants Committee, composed of seven members, will review grant
awards. They include the following divisions in the Arkansas Department of Human Services:

1. County Operations
2. Children and Family Services
3. Development Disabilities
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Volunteerism
Behavioral Health
Aging and Adult Services

No v s

Administrative Services
Funds are allocated according to a formula based on the State's population of homeless persons.

Each member of the committee votes independently and prior to the award meeting. At the award
meeting, the committee reviews the applications and tabulates the scores according to the criterion
established. The applicants receiving the highest scores will be funded until funds are depleted. In
the event of a tie, the balance of funds will be divided equally among the applicants.

The criterion to be used by the committee deals with the nonprofit organization’s ability to provide
the services needed if they are listed as eligible activities, and the priority needs and specific
objectives described are in the Consolidated Plan. Each year, the committee meets and establishes
priority needs for the year and points are given if the nonprofit organization can address those
needs as well as the basic services.

The release of funds will be contingent upon the applicant successfully completing the application,
scoring the highest points, and having the ability to provide services needed. The application must
contain the necessary provision, which adequately describe the program for which assistance is
sought. The program must be consistent with the requirements issued under the Arkansas
Consolidated Plan. The applicant must successfully complete the environmental review process and
sign all the certifications and assurances as required by law. The applicant will be monitored to make
sure they are in compliance and funding can and will be stopped if they fail to meet the obligation as
outlined in their grant.

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
homeless or formerly homeless individuals in considering policies and funding decisions
regarding facilities and services funded under ESG.

The State encourages non-profits participating in the ESG program to have homeless
representatives on their boards of directors.

5. Describe performance standards for evaluating ESG.

The Arkansas Department of Human Services will be responsible for tracking the measures for the
four objectives under the Homelessness goal of expanding and improving the housing services
offered to families and individuals in the State of Arkansas. The indicators relating to homelessness,
listed below, will be tracked by DHS and reported in the “State of Arkansas Annual Update to the
Consolidated Plan.” The first objective, to continue coordination within and among the State
Continua of Care, has five indicators. This objective serves to improve services offered to homeless

Annual Action Plan 100
2016

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



families and individuals through the sharing of knowledge throughout the supportive services
network. Seminars, conferences and participation in the Homeless Management Information System
(HMIS) elevate the capacity of members of the seven Continuums of Care within the State. The
indicators under this objective measure the participation level of the Continuums and of the non-
profits under them. The second objective is to support services aimed at the prevention and
elimination of homelessness. The first indicator under this objective is a count of the number of
programs assisted per year with operating costs at a level of $15,000. This indicator measures the
number of larger programs sustained by the HUD funding for monthly operating costs. The second
indicator is the number of programs assisted per year with funding for prevention activities. This
indicator will be measured along with the total number of persons served by these programs to
establish an overall effectiveness measure for the funding directed at prevention programs. The
third objective, to expand emergency shelter facilities, particularly those serving homeless families,
has two indicators to measure the State’s progress. The two indicators directly measure the number
of shelters and the persons served. The fourth objective with indicators measured by the Arkansas
Department of Human Services is the support to nonprofit organizations seeking to develop
permanent housing opportunities for homeless persons. The indicator measures the number of
nonprofit organizations DHS is able to aid in their attempt to secure funding sources.

Discussion

The State strives to meet all program specific requirements as detailed in the enabling legislation and
program guidelines. State staff work with subgrantees to ensure that these requirements are met and
oversees internal operations towards the same goal.
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State of Arkansas
Consolidated Plan Agency Board Members
2015 - 2016

Jean Noble — Plan Coordinator

Grants Division Director

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
900 W. Capitol Ave, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Dottie Boyles

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
Grants Division

900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Ben Van Kleef

Arkansas Development Finance Authority
900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 310

Little Rock, AR 72201

Kent Vestal

Arkansas Development Finance Authority
900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 310

Little Rock, AR 72201

Martha Washington

Arkansas Development Finance Authority
900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 310

Little Rock, AR 72201

Virginia Wright

Arkansas Development Finance Authority
900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 310

Little Rock, AR 72201

Dr. Charles Bedell

Arkansas Ryan White Program Manager
Infectious Disease Branch Department of Health
4815 W. Markham St., Slot 33

Little Rock, AR 72205

Tiffany Vance

Associate Branch Chief

Infectious Disease Branch Department of Health
4815 W. Markham St., Slot 33

Little Rock, AR 72205

Barbara Williams

Infectious Disease Branch Department of Health
4815 W. Markham St., Slot 33

Little Rock, AR 72205

Edward Nilles

Department of Human Services
Division of County Operations
P.O. Box 1437, Slot S-330
Little Rock, AR 72201

Nancy Mixon

Department of Human Services
Office of Community Services
P.O. Box 1437, Slot S-330
Little Rock, AR 72203-1437

Lorie Williams

Department of Human Services
Assistant Director

P.O. Box 1437, Slot S-330
Little Rock, AR 72203-1437

Clinton Johnson

Director of Community Planning Dev.

U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development
425 W. Capitol Ave, 10th Floor

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Chandra Taylor

Representative

U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development
425 W. Capitol Ave., 10th Floor

Little Rock, AR 72201

Annual Action Plan 103
2016

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



Appendix B
State of Arkansas
Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee Members

2015-2016

Annual Action Plan 104
2016

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



CONSOLIDATED PLAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Robert Patrick, Chairman
Mayor of St. Charles

P.O. Box 226

St. Charles, AR 72140

Deborah Bell

Better Community Developers, Inc.
3805 12th St., Suite 203

Little Rock, Arkansas 72204

Mark Bennett

Arkansas Natural Resources Commission
101 E. Capitol, Suite 350

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Debbie Biazo

Northeast AR Regional AIDS Network
1000 S. Caraway Rd., Suite 110
Jonesboro, AR 72401

Pat Brannin

Quality Assurance Coordinator DHS
Division of Behavioral Health

305 S. Palm Street

Little Rock, AR 72205

Darla Brooks

Arkansas Natural Resources Commission
101 E. Capitol, Suite 350

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

JoAnne Bush

Mayor of Lake Village

P.O. Box 725

Lake Village, Arkansas 71653

Dewania (Shay) Coleman-Jones
AR Natural Resources Commission
101 E. Capitol, Suite 350

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Catherine Cook

City Manager City of Hope
P.O. Box 667

Hope, AR 71802
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Maria Elena De-Avila

AR Dept. of Career Education Arkansas Works
3 Capitol Mall, Suite 409

Little Rock, AR 72201-1083

Renee Dycus

Southwest AR Planning & Development District
101 Harvey Couch Blvd.

Magnolia, AR 71753

Melissa Ervin

North Little Rock Community Development
116 Main Street

North Little Rock, AR 72114

Mitzi Hargan

White River Planning & Development District
P.O. Box 2396

Batesville, AR 72503

Pam Hipp

Crossett Area Chamber of Commerce
101 West 1st Ave.

Crossett, AR 71635

Carol Johnson

Executive Director

Arkansas Fair Housing Commission
101 E. Capitol Ave., Suite 212
Little Rock, AR 72201

Kenneth Johnson

City of West Memphis

Director of Community Development
205 S. Redding

West Memphis, AR 72301

Alex Johnston

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
Director Rural Services Division

900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 400

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201
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Jerry Kopke

Communities Unlimited, Inc.
3 East Colt Square Dr.
Fayetteville, AR 72703

Brent Lacefield

BAM Properties

1031 Fayetteville Rd, Suite 205
Van Buren, AR 72956

Stephen Lagassee

U.S. Rural Development
Federal Bldg., Mail Room 3416
700 W. Capitol Ave.

Little Rock, AR 72201-3225

Dr. Karama Neal

Southern Bancorp Community Partners
8924 Kanis Road

Little Rock, AR 72205

Olly Neal

AR Land & Farm Development Corp.
P. O. Box 743

Brinkley, Arkansas 72021

Jerome Ngundue

Arkansas Department of Health
4815 W. Markham Street, Slot 61
Little Rock, AR 72201
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Karen Phillips
Crawford-Sebastian CDC
P. O. Box 4069

Fort Smith, AR 72914

Rebecca Reynolds

AR Community Action Agencies Assoc.

300 S. Spring, Suite 1020
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Scott Savoy

AR Natural Resources Commission
101 E. Capitol, Suite 350

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Hillis Schild

Regions Financial Corp

AR Community Development Manager
P. O. Box 1471

Little Rock, AR 72203

Bill Wiedower
Heiple+Wiedower Architects
319 President Clinton Ave.
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Jackie Young

USDA Rural Development
Multi-Family Housing

700 W. Capitol Ave., Room 3416
Little Rock, AR 72201
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Appendix C

Consolidated Plan Public Hearings

ESG Continuum of Care Meetings

February 23-25 and March 1-2, 2016
e Minutes from Public Meetings
e Sign-in Sheets

April 12, 2016
e Minutes from Public Hearing
e Sign-in Sheets

April 15, 2016
e Continuum of Care Chairpersons/ESG Meeting
e Entitlement City Representation/ESG Meeting
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Minutes
Annual Update to the Five-Year Consolidated Plan Public Hearings
February 23-25 and March 1-2, 2016

A series of Public Hearings took place around the state February 23, 24, 25 and March 1, 2. The purpose
of the hearings was to provide information and obtain public comments regarding the allocation of the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funds for the 2016 program year. Meetings
were held February 23, Lake Point Conference Center, Russellville; February 24, Lawrence County Meeting
Room, Walnut Ridge; February 25, Dumas Municipal Building, Dumas; March 1, Nevada County Library,
Prescott; and March 2, Arkansas Municipal League, North Little Rock.

Grants Division Director Jean Noble, Arkansas Economic Development Commission, welcomed the
participants to the meeting and expressed appreciation to the participants attending the Annual Update
to the Five-Year Consolidated Plan public hearing. Ms. Noble explained the purpose of the hearing and
identified the four programs and eligible activities within the agencies. Ms. Noble explained the State’s
proposed allocation of approximately $26 million in Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME
Investment Partnerships (HOME), Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG), and Housing Opportunities for
Persons with AIDS (HOPWA), program funds for the next program year beginning in July 1, 2016.

Jean Noble, Arkansas Economic Development Commission, gave an overview of the Community
Development Block Grant program (CDBG). CDBG grants are targeted to cities and counties with a
population of under 50,000 with a low- to moderate-income population of at least 51 percent. Funds have
traditionally been used for economic development, water and wastewater, senior citizen centers, public
health facilities, child care centers, rural fire protection, community centers, multi-purpose centers, and
other general public facility and public utility projects. Each activity must meet one of the following
national objectives for the program: benefit low- and moderate-income (LMI) persons, prevention or
elimination of slums or blight, or address community development needs having a particular urgency
because existing conditions pose a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the
community for which other funding is not available.

Ben Van Kleef, Kent Vestal, and Michael Gilliard, Arkansas Development Finance Authority (ADFA),
explained the HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME), which provides formula grants to fund a
wide range of activities including building, buying, and/or rehabilitating affordable housing for rent or
homeownership or providing direct rental assistance to low-income persons. Eligible applicants include
cities, counties, nonprofits, and for profit organizations. Eligible activities funded through HOME include,
CHDO Set-Aside, tenant-based rental assistance, rental unit’s development, and homeowner and rental
units rehabilitation.

Ed Nilles and Nancy Mixon, Arkansas Department of Human Services (DHS), explained the Emergency
Solutions Grants (ESG) program, administered by the DHS Office of Community Services, which is designed
to help improve the quality of existing emergency shelter for the homeless, to make available additional
shelters, to meet the cost of operating shelters, and to help prevent homelessness. ESG funds are
distributed statewide to nonprofit organizations that develop and operate homeless shelters. Eligible
activities include: Street Outreach, Emergency Shelter, Homelessness Prevention, Rapid Re-Housing, and
Homeless Management Information Systems. Mr. Nilles stated the Department of Human Services will
spend the remaining funds from Fiscal Years 2014 and 2015, as part of the Annual Action Plan. The
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remaining funds from FY 2014 were $354,810.00. The 2015 program is still ongoing. As of March 7, there
is a remaining balance of $1,876,627.00 in the 2015 program.

Dr. Charles Bedell, Arkansas Department of Health Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA),
explained the purpose of the HOPWA program is to provide states and localities with resources and
incentives to devise long-term strategies for meeting the housing needs of low-income persons living with
HIV/AIDS and their families. Dr. Bedell stated the Arkansas Department of Health administers HOPWA
through two non-profit organizations referred to as Project Sponsors. NARAN and the City of Pine Bluff
Housing Authority are the current contracted project sponsors. Funds are used for Supportive
Services/Permanent Housing Placement; tenant-based rental assistance (TBRA); and Short-Term Rent,
Mortgage, and Utility Assistance. The TBRA program has been revised from an open ended program to a
six-month period. After three years the client will need to transition to their own home.

Jean Noble opened the hearing up for comments.

Comments from the February 23, Russellville meeting:
Sixteen (16) people were in attendance.

Senator Greg Standridge, Arkansas State Senator for District 16, Russellville, asked about
entitlement cities funding and if they have their own allocation.

Ms. Noble explained there are 13 entitlement cities statewide that receive their own funding
from HUD, thus they are ineligible for State CDBG funding. Russellville is not an entitlement city
and is therefore eligible provided they meet the 51 percent LMI threshold.

Senator Standridge commented he would like to see more funding allocated towards
economic development and not so much towards water/wastewater projects. He referred to
the funding pie chart with 40 percent of the budget allocated to the Arkansas Natural Resources
Commission (ANRC), and stated he would like to see more money allocated towards economic
development instead.

Audra Butler, Arkansas River Valley Area Council, Inc. (ARVAC), COO Community Programs,
Dardanelle, stated the current focus is on homeless services (through ESG) and asked if the focus
will ever change towards emergency shelters and/or homeless shelters in the future.

Mr. Nilles replied that ESG funds can be used to rehabilitate, renovate, and convert existing
buildings. Ms. Noble also mentioned that CDBG funds may be used for homeless/emergency
shelters through the General Assistance program.
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Jay Stallard, Grant Administrator, Northwest Arkansas Economic Development District
(NWAEDD), Harrison, commented that NWAEDD supports the current allocation of funding and
the agencies do a great job of allocating funds for each program. Mr. Stallard emphasized the
importance of the funding allocation for water/wastewater projects. He said with the current
allocation, ANRC is only able to fund 3 - 4 projects annually. Arkansas is predominantly rural and
many do not have access to city water. He stated he’s administered several projects which
helped residents who were drinking contaminated water in rural parts of the state.

Elizabeth Latham, Executive Director, River Valley United Way, Russellville, commented
moving away from sub-grantee allocation, specifically for the ESG Homeless programs, would
be ideal. Ms. Latham stated there are too many pass-through entities for local services. She
suggested consolidation of programs would be more efficient. She stated there’s a desperate
need for an emergency shelter in Pope County, but there were too many layers of bureaucracy.

Mr. Nilles responded by saying Pope County does an excellent job of efficiently funding
programs. HUD is always working to make programs more efficient. He suggested she work with
her local coalition and work on a consolidated plan for her region.

Stephanie Ellis, CEO, ARVAC, commented she attended the public hearing to better
understand how to utilize program allocations for local services and programs. She specifically
thanked Ed Nilles and the ESG program for supporting their Rapid Re-Housing Non-Profit efforts.

Mayor Randy Horton, City of Russellville, inquired about the 50,000 population vs. the 25,000
population thresholds.

Ms. Noble explained a minimum population of 50,000 is required to qualify as an entitlement
city. The 25,000 population requirement is the benchmark used for rural cities to qualify for
grants under the Arkansas Economic Development Commission, Division of Rural Services.

Dr. Charles Bedell, HOPWA, thanked everyone in attendance for such an interactive and
engaging public hearing.

Jean Noble, AEDC, thanked everyone for their comments. Ms. Noble stated they would be
considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other oral
and written comments, and incorporated into the Plan.
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Comments from the February 24, Walnut Ridge meeting:
Twenty six (26) people were in attendance.

Mayor Charles Snapp, City of Walnut Ridge, stated he was pleased to see the amount of funds
allocated for economic development. Mayor Snapp also stated he has received letters in the
past concerning tax credits to upgrade housing in the area. He asked if the money was
administered through ADFA.

Kent Vestal replied by saying, separate from the HOME Program, there is a low-income tax
credit program that allows a developer, for profit or non-profit, to purchase an apartment or
multi-family unit and use the low-income tax credit to rehabilitate the property. The program is
administered through the corporate finance division of ADFA.

Mayor Snapp asked how he could obtain flyers or more information to display at City Hall.

Mr. Vestal referred Mayor Snapp to the ADFA website www.adfa.arkansas.gov for more
information.

Lloyd Clark, Justice of the Peace #3, Powhatan. Mr. Clark also serves on the airport
Commission and stated there is concern for flooding in the area. When the airport was originally
built a series of underground pipes were installed to help with drainage. The pipes have since
deteriorated and in some places have collapsed which effects drainage and in turn, effects
businesses around the area. Mr. Clark asked, since drainage was listed as a high priority need, if
they would be eligible to receive funding to replace or repair the pipes.

Jean Noble stated it could be eligible for CDBG funding but it would depend on what extent
the flooding effects the community since it would be considered a community development
project. It would also depend on how many people affected qualify under 51 percent LMI. Ms.
Noble also stated more information would be needed in order to direct the project to the correct
funding source.

Tim Wooldridge, Executive Director, Crowley’s Ridge Development Council, Jonesboro, asked
concerning the different amounts of available funding, what specific dollar amount was
available each year, out of the roughly $16 million, to fund projects competing for that money.

Jean Noble stated we were not looking at past plans but were looking forward to the new
plan and distribution of those funds. Ms. Noble went on to explain the different methods of
distribution and set-asides.

Mr. Wooldridge inquired if there were grant writing specialists available to help with the
process of apply for a grant.

Ms. Noble stated yes and introduced Mitzi Hargan and Carrie Mclntosh from the White River
Planning and Development District who were present in the audience. Ms. Noble also stated
there was a list of other qualified grant administrators throughout the state available.

Mr. Wooldridge expressed his appreciation to Ed Nilles and Nancy Mixon for the work they
do with the ESG program.
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Mayor Snapp inquired about drainage needed in an impoverished area and asked if that area
could be surveyed in order to qualify for a grant.
Ms. Noble said yes, but other factors would also have to be looked out.

Jean Noble, AEDC, thanked everyone for their comments. Ms. Noble stated they would be
considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other oral
and written comments, and incorporated into the Plan.

Comments from the February 25, Dumas meeting:
Twenty one (21) people were in attendance.

Annette Cowan, ASC Property Management, Dumas, stated she manages many low-income
housing units and has several tenants and applicants who need assistance. Ms. Cowan asked
where she could find assistance for them.

Mr. Nilles suggested Ms. Cowan contact DHS or the City of Pine Bluff Department of Economic
and Community Development.

Timothy Jones, Dumas, commented it was difficult to find qualified applicants for LMI
housing. Mr. Jones asked the best way to find applicants in need of LMI housing.

Michael Gilliard, ADFA, stated the community must have a qualified need. He encouraged Mr.
Jones to coordinate with his City in order to prove an actual need. A market assessment or
market analysis is normally used to evaluate the needs of the community and the funding and
stability of such facilities. Mr. Gilliard said it's best to partner with a non-profit or CHDO for
collaboration of funds.

Mayor Essie Dale-Cableton, City of Gould, commented there is a great need for assistance for
inmates. She asked if there is any funding for inmates for housing, re-entry to society assistance,
job assistance, etc.

Mr. Nilles suggested contacting the Veterans Administration Veterans for Re-Entry program
or the Veterans Administration Day Treatment Center. He said both programs are excellent
resources for assistance. Mr. Nilles also mentioned contacting his office at DHS; ESG is a great
resource for homeless assistance. Ms. Noble suggested contacting the City of Pine Bluff since it
is an entitlement city and receives its own funds for CDBG programs. Dr. Bedell suggested
contacting Carol Johnson, Executive Director, at the Fair Housing Commission (FHC). He said the
FHC is a very active organization with resources available for housing discrimination.

Mayor Stephen Tisdale, City of Eudora, asked about the deadline for the Community
Development Block Grant General Assistance program. Mayor Tisdale said he has a local bank
that is downsizing and the City would like to convert the building to a police station/EMT
Ambulance station.
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Ms. Noble stated the deadline for this year’s (Program Year 2016) assistance is March 31. The
deadlines will be changing for future funding years but they are not ready to announce those
yet. She encouraged the Mayor to stay tuned through the AEDC website, future mail
outs/letters, and by visiting with their local planning and development district administrators.
She also mentioned the Arkansas Rural Development Commission conference is coming up in
May and that would be a great opportunity to network with many agencies and rural
communities statewide.

Jean Noble, AEDC, thanked everyone for their comments. Ms. Noble stated they would be
considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other oral
and written comments, and incorporated into the Plan.

Comments from the March 1, Prescott meeting:
Fourteen (14) people were in attendance.

Travis Daniel, City of Camden, asked about services provided for code enforcement, and if
demolition and site clearance qualified for elimination of slum and blight.

Jean Noble explained while code enforcement had been identified as a high priority need,
funds had not been allocated towards that need in the current program however, it was eligible
for CDBG funding. Mrs. Noble stated that demolition and site clearance was eligible for CDBG
funds but it would have to meet slum and blight definitions for the city and state, and it would
depend on what purpose the property was going to be used for.

Mayor Teresa Triplet, City of McNeil, stated the city is full of slum and blight. Getting old
homes demolished is difficult because of Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ)
regulations on how materials are disposed of, and finding owners or heirs of abandoned
property. While they are trying to clean up the city and demolish old homes already falling down,
the city does not have the funds available to pay for the different contractors needed for the
project.

Jean Noble asked if this was a high priority need for them. Mayor Triplet replied while it was
a high priority, water/wastewater would rank as number one. However, demolishing old homes
would rank very high.

Blake Harrell, Southwest Arkansas Planning and Development District, stated the ability to
demolish old homes and buildings was a need for every small town the planning and
development district works with.

Mr. Harrell also commented that many of the mayors and judges they work with have
expressed a need for repairing or replacing existing water/wastewater lines that are
deteriorating. Funds are available for building new systems, but not for replacing the failing
existing systems. Community leaders are struggling to find other ways to pay for the cost of
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repairs. Many are taking out loan funds and that expense is then passed on to the citizens of the
community in the form of higher utility bills.

Mayor Terry Oliver, City of Prescott, asked if CDBG funds included buildings for animal
control.

Jean Noble said it could be an eligible project, but it would have to meet the 51 percent LMI
criteria and they would have to explain how it would benefit and serve the public.

Travis Daniel, City of Camden, added the city had worked with CHODO in the past wanted to
reapply for the program.

Kent Vestal explained while the application process was rather tedious, as long as the city had
a good consultant that could walk them through the process and help put the application
together, they had a better chance of submitting a successful application.

Mayor David Ray Bright, City of Stamps, asked if successfully funded CDBG projects were
posted on the AEDC website. Blake Harrell replied he had a list of successful projects he would
send him.

Jean Noble commented that as this time the website did not have funded projects listed, but
she would like to add that to the web page in the future.

Jean Noble, AEDC, thanked everyone for their comments. Ms. Noble stated they would be
considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other oral
and written comments, and incorporated into the Plan.

Comments from the March 2, North Little Rock meeting:
Thirty three (33) people were in attendance.

Jane Browning, Executive Director of the United Way of Garland County, operating out of Hot
Springs, Arkansas, read the following statement.

“Thank you for the opportunity to present you with testimony regarding the extreme need
for low-income housing of all types in Garland County and the surrounding region.

| will preface my remarks with reference to the ASPIRE study published by the University of
Arkansas at Little Rock, which finds that 33.3% of all children in Garland County are living in
poverty.

| serve as the Secretary for the Southwest Arkansas Partnership Continuum of Care on
Homelessness (SWAP), which meets every month in the United Way conference room. SWAP
conducted a HUD Point in Time homeless count on January 26, 2016 in Garland, Hot Spring and
Montgomery Counties. In Garland County, we surveyed 120 homeless adults and collected
McKinney Vento homeless counts from the area schools where we found 406 children, 204 of
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them homeless by the HUD definition. In Montgomery County, there were 41 homeless children,
in Hot Spring County there were 114 children. The Caddo Hills School District, which straddles
Montgomery and Pike Counties, has 33 homeless children, 2 of them are “doubled up” and living
with multiple families in one dwelling, but 31 of those children are living in TENTS. These are the
children of migrants working in the chicken houses there.

Our 15-member SWAP team in Montgomery County ventured out among as many as 50
homeless camps, in the company of four deputy sheriffs. One family, a single mother with three
school-aged children, was living in a house that had no door. The father had died of cancer at
Christmas time.

There is another group that meets monthly in Garland County called Project HOPE, organized
over 20 years ago by the Department of Health and St. Vincent’s CHI. Project HOPE is responsible
for the development of the Project HOPE Food Bank serving our region, and the Safe Haven
Shelter for Women and Children. We currently sponsor a Human Trafficking Task Force, a Suicide
Prevention Task Force, and | head up the Domestic Trauma Task Force. We have identified a
wide range of emergency shelter and transitional housing needs for special populations. The
closest emergency shelter for victims of domestic violence is located in Little Rock. The closest
transitional program for victims of human trafficking is located in Houston. Our 20-bed shelter
for women is trying to address the needs of women from as far away as Arkadelphia, which lost
its shelter years ago. There is but one emergency shelter for men. There is no emergency or
transitional housing available at all for intact families.

Thank you for hearing from what we refer to as the Ouachita Region. The needs are very
great, and we are hopeful that HUD will keep our part of the state in mind at all times.”

Dr. Charles Bedell stated the problem with homelessness is it leads to a whole host of
problems, HIV, tuberculosis (TB), sexually transmitted infections (STI), etc. if there was a way
the Health Department could partner with the United Way of Garland County and test for HIV,
TB, etc., they may be in position to provide assistance to those individuals until they could get
to a point where they were adequately housed. The HOPWA program of the Health Department
is housed within the Infectious Disease Branch which includes, HIV, STI, TB, and Hepatitis C.

Ed Nilles, added that the SWAP Coalition is a sub-unit of the Arkansas Balance of State
Continuum of Care, and stated that Ms. Browning’s comments needed to be presented to the
Board of Balance of State. Ms. Browning said she had. Mr. Nilles is on that board as asked she
send her comments to him. He stated that one of the things the board discusses is the lapse in
service.

Sydney Pack, Winrock International, works with communities that are just under the 51
percent LMI threshold and asked if consideration could be made from surveys from utility bills
or trade areas, etc., for the CDBG programs.

Jean Noble stated there was a survey methodology on the AEDC website that is HUD
approved. It was recommended that this survey be used while conducting door to door surveys.
For small communities the survey would have to be conducted 100 percent door to door. There
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is a possibility of doing a random survey, but that is only recommended in larger cities. Ms. Noble
listed eight categories of persons as defined by HUD as limited clientele.

Leigh Ann Pool, Central Arkansas Planning and Development District, stated she would like to
see water/wastewater rehabilitation put in place with the water/wastewater program as an
option for some of their projects. Water systems in many areas are now 40-50 years old and
area starting to deteriorate. Ms. Pool also stated they were pleased with the way CDBG funds
were divided in the past as it seemed to meet the needs of their communities.

Erika Cross, Hot Springs School District — United Way, asked if there was any discussion to
included homeless students that are doubled up which is not considered homeless with HUD.
Many times homeless students are living with families in unstable environments and are at risk
of being put back on the streets at any time or are often bounced from home to home.

Ed Nilles, replied by saying they could not change HUD's regulations, but they were aware of
many situations where people were not considered homeless. HUD has under development a
new rule for the ESG program and have solicited public comments on two occasions the past
three years. The new ruling should be coming out soon. Mr. Nilles suggested Ms. Cross visit the
HUD website to see if the public comment period was still open and add her comments there.

Mayor Greg Stuart, City of Oxford, stated he agreed with the water/wastewater percentage
of funding, and inquired as to where he could obtain more information on how to apply for a
grant.

Jean Noble replied Izard County met the 51 percent LMI qualification. Ms. Noble stated it
would depend on the type of project whether it would meet qualifications. Mayor Stuart was
welcome to contact her with a list of needs to discuss and see if they were eligible or not. Ms.
Noble also suggested he contact one of the planning and development districts and said they
were very knowledgeable on the types of projects funded.

Jean Noble, AEDC, thanked everyone for their comments. Ms. Noble stated they would be
considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other oral
and written comments, and incorporated into the Plan.

Jean Noble thanked everyone for attending each public hearing and reminded them if they had additional
guestions or comments concerning any of the programs presented they could contact the agency
representatives at any time. A draft copy of the Annual Update will be posted to the AEDC website at
ArkansasEDC.com/Grants. The public comment period begins March 27 and ends April 25.
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Annual Update to the Five-Year Consolidated Plan Public Hearing
North Little Rock Chamber of Commerce
North Little Rock, Arkansas
April 12, 2016

A Public Hearing was held April 12 at the North Little Rock Chamber of Commerce. There were 23 people
in attendance. The purpose of the hearing was to provide information and obtain public comments
regarding the allocation of the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) funds for the
2016 program year.

Grants Division Director Jean Noble, Arkansas Economic Development Commission (AEDC), welcomed the
participants to the meeting and expressed appreciation to the participants attending the Annual Update
to the Five-Year Consolidated Plan public hearing. Ms. Noble explained the purpose of the hearing and
identified the four programs and eligible activities within the agencies. Ms. Noble explained the State’s
proposed allocation of approximately $26 million in Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), HOME
Investment Partnerships (HOME), Emergency Solutions Grants (ESG), and Housing Opportunities for
Persons with AIDS (HOPWA), program funds for the next program year beginning in July 1, 2016.

Jean Noble, AEDC, gave an overview of the Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG). CDBG
grants are targeted to cities and counties with a population of under 50,000 with a low- to moderate-
income population of at least 51 percent. Funds have traditionally been used for economic development,
water/ and wastewater, senior citizen centers, public health facilities, child care centers, rural fire
protection, community centers, multi-purpose centers, and other general public facility and public utility
projects. Each activity must meet one of the following national objectives for the program: benefit low-
and moderate-income (LMI) persons, prevention or elimination of slums or blight, or address community
development needs having a particular urgency because existing conditions pose a serious and immediate
threat to the health or welfare of the community for which other funding is not available.

Kent Vestal, Arkansas Development Finance Authority, explained the HOME program provides formula
grants to fund a wide range of activities including building, buying, and/or rehabilitating affordable
housing for rent or homeownership or providing direct rental assistance to low-income persons. Eligible
applicants include cities, counties, nonprofits, and for profit organizations. Eligible activities funded
through HOME include, CHDO Set-Aside, tenant-based rental assistance (TBRA), rental units development,
and homeowner and rental units rehabilitation.

Nancy Mixon, Arkansas Department of Human Services (DHS), explained the purpose of the ESG program,
administered by the DHS Office of Community Services, is designed to help improve the quality of existing
emergency shelter for the homeless, to make available additional shelters, to meet the cost of operating
shelters, and to help prevent homelessness. ESG funds are distributed statewide to nonprofit
organizations that develop and operate homeless shelters. Eligible activities include: Street Outreach,
Emergency Shelter, Homelessness Prevention, Rapid Re-Housing, and Homeless Management
Information Systems. Mr. Nilles stated DHS will spend the remaining funds from Fiscal Years 2014 and
2015, as part of the Annual Action Plan. The remaining funds from FY 2014 were $354,810.00. The 2015
program is still ongoing. As of March 7, there is a remaining balance of $1,876,627.00 in the 2015 program.
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On behalf of Dr. Charles Bedell, Jean Noble, explained the purpose of the HOPWA program is to provide
states and localities with resources and incentives to devise long-term strategies for meeting the housing
needs of low-income persons living with HIV/AIDS and their families. The Arkansas Department of Health
administers HOPWA through two non-profit organizations referred to as Project Sponsors, NARAN and
the City of Pine Bluff Housing Authority (PBHA). Funds are used for Supportive Services/Permanent
Housing Placement; tenant-based rental assistance (TBRA); and Short-Term Rent, Mortgage, and Utility
Assistance (STRMU).

Jean Noble opened the hearing up for comments.

Benna Williams, Grant County, made a presentation on behalf of the City of Tull and Ole Smoky
Community, concerning the water conditions of Ole Smoky. The community currently uses only
well water for its needs. Some of the wells have tested positive for E Coli and other contaminants.
The community has been trying to get extended water service from the City of Tull. While the City
is willing to help it lacks the funding needed to extend the service. Ms. Williams stated, it was the
hope of the Community to fund the Tull water extensions. Note: Ms. Williams also provided a
written comment, which is included here.

Jean Noble, AEDC, responded by thanking Ms. Williams for her comments and stated they
would be considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other
oral and written comments, and incorporated into the Plan. Ms. Noble also encouraged her to
apply for funding for the project based on the application guidelines and threshold requirements.

Aaron Benzing, Hawkins-Weir Engineers, Inc., serves on the Arkansas Drinking Water Advisory
and Operator Licensing Committee, stated the Ole Smoky Community was not alone, there are
numerous needs around the state for water/wastewater systems, especially for small
communities. Mr. Benzing was concerned that the water/wastewater allocation for 2016 had
declined significantly, particularly with all the needs present in Arkansas, and particularly
concerning lead and other contaminates in water that have been brought to light recently with
the incident in Flint, Michigan.

Jean Noble, AEDC, thanked Mr. Benzing for his comment. Ms. Noble stated it would be
considered, presented to the Consolidated Plan Advisory Committee along with all other oral and
written comments, and incorporated into the Plan.

Jean Noble thanked everyone for attending the public hearing and reminded them if they had additional
qguestions or comments concerning any of the programs presented they could contact the agency
representatives at any time. A draft copy of the Annual Update will be posted to the AEDC website at
ArkansasEDC.com/Grants. The public comment period ends April 25.
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Consolidated Plan Public Comments
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Noble, Jean

From: ajones@conwaycorp.net

Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2016 11:10 AM

To: Noble, Jean

Subject: Consolidated Plan Comments- Please add my comment
Jean,

As you know, I never say anything, when policy or guidelines change, I just do what I am supposed to
do. However, this time I must speak out, We cannot reduce the WATER/SEWER ALLOCATION in the
Annual Action Plan. I have worked this program since 1986 and I have seen the allocations go up and
down. Every City and County in the State of Arkansas has some issue with their water and/or sewer
system. Some have nothing, some have such severe problems that I am surprised that EPA has not
stepped in and fined them heavily and caused systems to shut down.

$6.4 million is not enough, but cutting the budget to $4.1 million is just not acceptable, while I know we
need jobs and other things, I think some of the other areas could be cut the and Water and Wastewater
allocation at least stay at $6.4 million.

I have never liked using CDBG dollars for buildings such as Health Centers and Senior Citizen Centers,
while I have done my share, water and wastewater have always been my passion and I love to start a
project and finish one, nothing seems to make a bigger impact on an area to me when a home receives
public water or sewer for the first time.

Please accept this e-mail as my fight for allocating more for water/sewer or at least staying at the level we
are. You guys do a great job, but this will be devastating for our State if CDBG water/sewer allocations
are basically depleted.

Sincerely,

Candy Jones

Grant Administrator
CMS Consulting, Inc.
P.O. Box 10749
Conway, AR 72034

Phone: 501-472-6016




Resources for Older People and Their Families

April 8, 2016

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
Attn: Grants Management Division

9200 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

To Whom It May Concern:

Carelink, the Central Arkansas Area Agency On Aging, Inc. is providing these comments
on the annual update of the Consolidated Plan concerning the Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and priorities for use of grant funds during
the upcoming program year.

We urge you to continue the CDBG senior citizens center set-aside program in its present
form. Senior center programs in most towns are operated by non-profit organizations.
These organizations and the city governments of these towns struggle to find ways to
construct, expand or renovate senior center facilities. These centers provide meals,
transportation, and other senior services and are centers for socialization for hundreds of
senior citizens who are below 80% of the area median income.

We urge you to maintain the current funding level of $800,000 annually for the senior
center set-aside.

The value of the senior citizens' center set-aside program is as follows:

1. It promotes partnerships between the government at the federal, state, regional,
and local levels.

2. It maximizes leverage of limited federal, state, and local dollars through the cost
sharing requirement.

3. Senior citizens end up with space designated specifically to meet their needs in
areas where their meeting places were either nonexistent, too small, or literally
falling down around them.

4. The towns where these facilities are located have access to needed space for
community needs outside normal senior center operating hours.

Thank you for the opportunity to make comments. Please continue using CDBG funds for
senior center construction/renovation and make this one of your priorities for uses of
these grant funds at the current level of funding.

Sincerely,

aﬁéf//?ofﬁ«vw@w—

Beth Landon
Vice President, Community Services

P. O. Box 5988 « North Little Rock, Arkansas 72119-5988 .
501-372-5300 « 800-482-6359 (Voice or TDD) ¢ FAX 501-688-7437 « www.carelink.org

Equal Opportunity Employer



FTEE County
o8 Authority

MANAGED BY NORTH ARKANSAS ELECTRIC CO-OP P.O. BOX 1000 o SALEM. AR 72576

(870) 895-3221

April 8,2016

Jean Noble

Grants Division Dircctor, AEDC
900 W. Capitol, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Decar Ms. Noble....

[ am writing concerning the proposed reduction in water/sewer funds from the HUD Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) funding. T understand over $2 million is proposed to be cut
from the annual allocation for water and sewer projects in the state.

FFulton County has been the recipient of CDBG funds in the past. These funds have partnered
with USDA funds to extend public water to over 1000 rural customers. Without the CDBG
funds. we would not have been able to provide these people with water. We have another arca
we are proposing to serve if we can obtain the CDBG/USDA funding. This area has
approximately 175 customers.

We are asking that no reduction in funds be made to the water/sewer allocation. We appreciate
being able to comment.

Please contact me if you have questions.

Sincerely. oy
, P
L O ) )
e .
/ Jerry istest Fulton County Water Authority
; }70~895—6226

Cc: Senator Missy Irvin



- Albert H. Miller, P.E. (1932-2001)

V/ ' Robert W. Newell, P.E. (1930-2015)

- 510 THIRD STREET - POST OFFICE BOX 705

// Miller-Newell NEWPORT, ARKANSAS 72112

i / ' TELEPHONE (870)-523-6531- FAX (870)-523-6533

Miller-Newell Englneers, Inc. email: milnewengr@aol.com
April 12, 2016

Ms. Jean Noble

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
900 West Capitol Avenue

Little Rock, AR 72201

Re:  Public Hearing Comments for State Plan
Dear Ms. Noble:

| am writing to request a review by your agency to determine a Needs Assessment for existing
aging water and sewer systems. The trend by AEDC has been to only fund projects that serve
new customers. While there are potential projects still out there, it appears that there are many
systems in need of upgrade due to the age of the existing system. Often we see systems that
have diminished in customer base but still serve numbers that document the need for the
system. The lower customer base makes it difficult to make improvements without a grant or
grants to keep the rates affordable. | think your agency would be surprised at the level of need
across the state to bring aging systems up to standard and extend the system’s viability for the
next twenty years.

Your consideration of this matter will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

iy

Robert W. Chatman, P.E.

RWC/km
Enclosures

cc: Mitzi Hargan
RECEIVE D
APR 13 2016

AL DG GRANTS MGMIT,



Noble, Jean

From: Lagasse, Stephen - RD, Little Rock, AR <Stephen.Lagasse@ar.usda.gov>

Sent: Friday, April 15, 2016 8:08 AM

To: Noble, Jean

Cc: McCullough, Lawrence - RD, Little Rock, AR; Kirchner, David - RD, Little Rock, AR
Subject: Arkansas - 2016 Annual Update To The Consolidated Plan Effective July 1, 2016 - June

30, 2017 - 2016 Annual Action Plan - Public Comments

Importance: High

Jean,

It was good to see you at the subject Public Hearing in North Little Rock on April 12, 2016. | did want to share my
concern in the proposed reduction in the CDBG funds that would be available for water and wastewater projects that is
indicated within the subject Plan. Specifically on page 33 of the subject Plan it indicates that there would only be
$4,100,000 in CDBG funds available for water and wastewater projects, which is a reduction of $2,015,260 from the
$6,115,260 that was included in the 2015 Plan. If the subject Plan is approved as is, then this would result in a reduction
of approximately 33% in CDBG funds that would be available for water and wastewater projects to serve low to
moderate income residents within the State of Arkansas with a clean and safe drinking water supply or with access to a
public sanitary wastewater system. These are low to moderate income residents who do not currently have the luxury of
having a safe public drinking water supply or access to a public sanitary wastewater system.

At USDA Rural Development we have a good working relationship with the Arkansas Natural Resources Commission
(ANRC) who administers the CDBG water and wastewater program funds, and we partner with them each year in co-
funding various water and wastewater projects around the State utilizing both CDBG and Rural Development funds. Each
year there are always more requests for water and wastewater projects than ANRC or we have funds to serve, so
naturally if there is a reduction in the CDBG funds that would be available as indicated in the subject Plan, then this
would result in fewer projects being funded and fewer low to moderate income residents being served with a clean and
safe drinking water supply or with access to a public sanitary wastewater system.

While | certainly acknowledge that economic development is very important and a vital part of the needs of the State, |
also believe that having a safe drinking water supply and access to a public sanitary wastewater system is fundamental
to the quality of life for all residents, including low to moderate income residents, and is the beginning to any economic
development. | would respectfully request that the subject Plan be modified to set the amount of CDBG funds available
for water and wastewater projects at 40% of the total CDBG funds available each year which would be similar to what it
has been for several years.

Your review of my comments and inclusion of them in the subject Plan is appreciated and if you would like to discuss
them please contact me.

Sincerely,

Stephen Lagasse

Community Programs Director

Rural Development

United States Department of Agriculture

Federal Building, Mail Room 3416 (Office - Room 5138)

700 West Capitol Avenue - Little Rock, Arkansas 72201-3225
Phone: 501-301-3267 - Fax: 855-747-7800



Noble, Jean

From: Debbie Webb <debbie@wrpdd.org>
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 10:55 AM
To: Noble, Jean

Subject: Comments on AEDC Funding

Ms. Noble,

Child Care Aware of Northcentral Arkansas is one of 6 regional child care resource and referral
agencies in the state. We serve 14 counties in Northcentral Arkansas, with Faulkner, White,
Baxter and Independence being the largest. We have steadily seen the funding for child care
facilities (the only brick and mortar dollars available in Arkansas) decline over the past two
decades.

USDA may have gotten rid of the pyramid, but | still claim it. The availability of quality child
care from birth through age 5 is the very base of the pyramid. Without quality early care and
education, a community cannot have the work force (2" tier) to be able to produce economic,
business and community development (the 3¢, 4™ and 5% tiers of the pyramid).

The top 3 things nationally that a business or industry look for before coming to a community
in Arkansas is the same top 3 a family looks at before moving into a new area. They are (not
necessarily in any priority order) 1) Availability of Quality Affordable Child Care, 2) a Quality
School System, and 3) a Quality Regional Hospital. Child Care is THAT important to
business/industry as well as families; therefore, | respectfully request a larger portion of
monies be placed in the category in which child care facility construction will fall. Thank you
for your consideration of my comments and input. | appreciate the opportunity to

comment. Have a great week!

Debbie Weblr

Program Director

Child Care Aware of Northcentral Arkansas

A program of White River Planning and Development District, Inc.
PO Box 2396

Batesville, AR 72503-2396

Phone: 870-793-5233

Fax: 870-793-4035

Toll Free: 800-737-2237



Noble, Jean

From: Howe, Glen <glen.howe@hdsupply.com>
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 1:00 PM

To: Noble, Jean

Subject: Proposed Cuts For Arkansas

| am responding to the proposed cuts for the state of Arkansas. As you probably already know, our infrastructure is
several years behind the growth of our state. We can’t afford any cuts of our funding for our state if we plan on
increasing our infrastructure to catch up with the increasing demand on our Water/Wastewater systems. Every year we
have more applications requesting funding than can be funded and our funds continue to decline. | am asking the AEDC
to reinstate our funds for water/wastewater projects for the year 2016. Thanks for your help in the matter.

Glen Howe

District Manager

HD Supply Waterworks
North Little Rock, AR
Phone: 501-945-8177
Fax: 501-945-2686
Cell:  501-681-7247

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is for intended addressee(s) only and may contain confidential, proprietary or privileged
information exempt from disclosure, and subject to terms at: http://www.hdsupply.com/email/




Noble, Jean

From: Selina Walllis <icscp@swbell.net>
Sent: Monday, April 18,2016 1:54 PM
To: Noble, Jean

Subject: AEDC Funding

Jean Noble

Grants Division Director

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
900 W. Capitol, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Dear Ms. Noble,

I am writing today to express my concerns about the possible changes to the plan of distribution of the
Community Development Block Grant funds. Reining in the federal budget is important to our nation's future
and requires sacrifice. However, program cuts should not be made at the expense of economically disadvantaged
seniors and other vulnerable Americans. The current allocation of funds has worked well for decades. The Area
Agencies on Aging devised a system that has enabled senior centers to upgrade existing centers or build new
centers. Without guaranteed funding, the quality of services to the state's senior population will suffer.

Funding for senior programs, including the Older Americans Act, is a cost effective investment. Currently,
senior centers and aging programs are being hit on all sides with funding cuts. More seniors than ever need

assistance and support to make ends meet.

Please consider returning the guaranteed allocation for senior centers in the budget.

Sincerely,

Selina Wallis

Executive Director

Independence County Senior Citizens Program
1590 College Street

Batesville, AR 72501


mailto:%3Cicscp@swbell.net%3E

Noble, Jean

From: Ruthie Langston <rlangston@aaaswa.net>
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 1:19 PM

To: Noble, Jean

Subject: CDBG Proposed Allocations 2016

Good morning Ms. Noble:

Upon reviewing the proposed Arkansas Economic Development Commission plan for distribution of the Community
Development Block Grant Program Funds for 2016, | am concerned that changing the method of funding allocations for
the construction of senior centers and including the funding previously set-aside for senior center construction in
the general assistance funding will:
Comments:
a. Create confusion and will have the Area Agencies on Aging throughout the state competing, not only against
other projects, but competing with other AAA’s for senior center funding.
b. The current system has been in place for several years and is working for all of the AAAs to receive funds to their
areas every other year and this allows them to plan ahead for upgrades or new centers.
¢. Considering the funding that Region VII has lost in the last 5 years due to population changes and the sequester
(over $450,000.00) , and having to absorb the changes that this funding los has entailed, the quality of services
to the seniors will surely suffer if AAA Southwest has to compete for AEDC funds as well. This is the only funding
source that the AAAs have to depend on to upgrade and build their senior centers.

I am asking that you please consider retaining the current method of funding allocation for the EDC funds for Senior
Centers.

Ruthie Langston, RN, Executive Director

Area Agency on Aging of Southwest Arkansas, Inc.
P.O.Box 1863

Magnolia, AR 71754-1863

1-800-272-2127

(870)234-7410

FAX: (870)234-6804

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this email and any attachment(s) is the legally privileged and
confidential information of The Area Agency on Aging of Southwest Arkansas, Inc. and is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any viewing, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this email and any attachment(s) is strictly
prohibited. If you have received and are viewing this email and any attachment(s) in error, please immediately notify the
sender by reply email, and delete the email and any attachment(s) from your system.



Mary £ Nash
3112 No Magnolia St
No Little Rock, AR 72116

April 18, 2016
Dear Sir/ Madam;

| was recently made aware of the funding cuts that are being proposed for the Arkansas Economic
Development Commisision CDBG Funds for Water/Wastewater through White River Planning &
Development District. This Annual Action Plan proposes to cut funding by approximately $2.3 Millon.
These funds have typically been used for economic development and Water/Wastewater jobs, & mnost
importantly, infrastructure. These funds allow USDA Rural Development to leverage their dollars and
has resulted in thousands of rural customers to have access to affordable water and sewer services.
From my understanding there are more applications submitted each year than can be funded so by
cutting these funds you are putting more of the population at risk of hazardous conditions in their water
and sewer systems. We cannot afford to let this happen. | have worked in the Water and Sewet
Industry for 38 years and have seen how these small rural systems struggle to try and maintain the ir
systems. Prices on materials have skyrocketed in the past 5 years which puts huge strains on thes:
systems to just maintain on a day to day basis. Cutting these funds will result in even more financ al
hardships. Piease consider carefully.

Thank you for your time,

V4 }’@Mﬁ//ﬂ 2ol

Mary Nas@/’l



Noble, Jean

From: Pamala Draeger <pamala.draeger@vbcap.org>
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 3:37 PM

To: Noble, Jean

Subject: Senior Centers

Sigh,

Yet another proposal to tie the hands of senior centers.
In the fall of 2014, learning that Arkansas was number 1 in the nation for Senior Hunger seemed to raise some concern.

To address that concern, the first step was to balance the Arkansas state budget by reducing funding for senior
programs by a million dollars.

Next, we have Obamacare blackmailing states to comply or lose senior center funding.

Now, there is a proposal to remove specific funding for senior center development and lump it in with every other needy
project.

Why do our mothers and fathers, and grandparents, and teachers, and law enforcement, and caretakers no longer
matter? They helped us to get where we all are now, so to show them our gratitude ...

The Area Agencies on Aging have used what was set aside by the AEDC to upgrade existing centers or build new ones.
The AEDC is the only funding source for buildings, and the system has worked well for decades. Each AAA received funds
every other year, so at least we knew there would be money for repairs, etc., we just had to be patient.

Without this guaranteed funding, the quality of services to the senior population will definitely, without a doubt, suffer.
There are already projects waiting their turn, and consolidation would remove the hope that comes with knowing the
money is allocated.

While expenses continually rise, there have been no increases in any funding source for senior programs. From
mandatory minimum wage increases, to local funding source budget balancing, to state and federal balancing acts, the
seniors are being forsaken.

Please, please reconsider consolidating senior center funding.
Our parents deserve to be cared for.
Thank-you,

Pamala Draeger

County Coordinator

Van Buren County Aging Program
311 Yellowjacket Lane, Suite 2
Clinton, AR 72031

p(501) 745-2244 f(501) 745-5204



HARGAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC.
P.O. Box 4427
Batesville, AR 72503
Phone: 501.940.9899
Fax:  870.251.4252
FEmail: jmhargan@suddenlink.net

April 18, 2016

Jean Noble

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
Grants Management Division

900 West Capitol Avenue, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Dear Ms. Noble:
I am writing this letter in regard to the HUD Consolidated Plan, Annual Action Plan for 2016.

| am a utility contractor, having been in business in Arkansas since 1971. 1 cmploy 16 people,
most of who have been working for me for over 15 years. My employees receive above average
wages for the industry, 100% paid health insurance, vacation and pension. Therefore, I belicve
we contribute significantly to the economic growth of our state as do many of my competitors.

] am very concerned that there are proposed cuts to one of the programs that allow me to bid
projects and stay in business. The CDBG dollars that fund water/sewer projects across the state
arc vital to the utility industry. Morc money needs to be added, not taken away. The shift of
these funds to economic development, while also a nced, will not result in as many projcets out
for bid. The condition of the infrastructure in our state and our nation is, in my opinion, the
biggest threat to economic growth. Water and sewer lines cannot be expected to last forever.
Contrary to what many believe, there are areas in Arkansas that do not have access (o public
water. Many places do not have sewer cither.

I am asking that the decrease in funding for water/sewer be reconsidered and the equal split
between cconomic development and water/sewer be kept.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

-~ 7

./ John W. Hargan {
President

ce: Governor Asa Hutchinson



White River Planning &
Development District, Inc.

(870) 793-5233 P.O. Box 2396 Batesville, Arkansas 72503-2396
Van C. Thomas — Executive Director
Fax (870) 793-4035

April 18,2016

Ms, Jean Noble

Consolidated Plan Annual Update

Grants Management Unit

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
900 West Capitol Avenue, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Dear Ms. Noble:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide written comments on the 2016 Annual Update to the
Consolidated Plan.

White River Planning and Development District serves 10 counties and 73 cities in northeentral
Arkansas. The total population served is approximately 222,000, mostly rural. Our primary
involvement with the state’s HUD funds is through the Arkansas Economic Development
Commission’s (AEDC) distribution of Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds.

Historically, the amount of economic development and water/wastewater funds has been the
same. However, this year, economic development is to receive over twice the amount of
water/wastewater projects. While we certainly do not discount the value of economic
development to our state, we know without proper infrastructure such as water and sewer
improvements, the state’s economic growth would be difficult. Therefore, we are asking that the
allocation for water/wastewater and economic development remain equal.  However, again, we
would like to request that consideration be given to allowing water/wastewater funds to be used
for existing systems and treatment, not just new extensions.

Also, our Area Agency on Aging has expressed concern about the elimination of the set aside for
senior centers. The funding for senior centers has enabled many centers in our area over the
years to be upgraded. Therefore, we would prefer the CDBG allocation to remain the same as
proposed in the July 1, 2015-June 30, 2016 distribution pie chart where the set asides remain.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

Cleburne

Fulton + Independence =+ lzard +« Jackson - Sharp -+ Stone Van Buren -+ White

TDD # 800 285-1131

Woodruff

Equal Opportunity Agency



th
709 East 8™ Avenue Telephone: 870-543-6300

P:O. Box 8569 Toll Free: 800-264-3260
Pine Bluff, AR 71611 Fax: 870-534-2152

Betty M. Bradshaw,

; Website: www.aaasea.org
President and CEO C‘/}

Area Agency on Aging of Southeast Arkansas, Inc.
“We care because yow care’”

April 18,2016

Jean Noble

Arkansas FEconomic Development Commission
Attn: Grants Management Division

900 West Capital, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

RE:  Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
Dear Ms. Noble,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Community Development Block Grant
Program. This has been a very successful avenue of funding for the senior center
programs in Arkansas and has been greatly appreciated.

Please continue the senior center finding of $800,000 each year. The eight Area
Agencies divide these funds between 4 agencies every other year in an effort for each
region to receive funds.

If I can be of further assistance, please let me know.

Sincerely,

M prncele—"

Betty M. Bradshaw
President/CEO o

E\;: §~ (: \‘:‘" r? VT ey
BMB/jlw APR 19 »n¢r
ALDC GrANTS 160

l.

SERVING SOUTHEAST ARKANSAS SINCE 1979



Noble, Jean

From: Henry, Greg <Greg.Henry@hdsupply.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 4:12 PM

To: Noble, Jean

Subject: Water/Wastewater Grant Funding

It has been brought to my attention that the2016 Annual Action plan proposal has been prepared and | was troubled to
learn that part of that plan is to cut the funding for water/wastewater grants by $2.3 million. As the employee of a
distributor for water/wastewater materials in the state of Arkansas that depends on its customers receiving funding for
infrastructure improvement, that is very alarming. Our market has been considerably down the last few years with no
immediate relief in sight and this will only make matters worse.

Not only would cutting funding for Water/Sewer be detrimental to my company it will also hurt other distributors,
Engineers ,Contractors and Municipal employees in Arkansas. It also will keep thousands of Arkansas citizens from being
able to receive public water/sewer utilities at an affordable cost.

| ask you as a concerned citizen to please evenly distribute the CDBG funds for 2016 and beyond equally as has been in
years past.

Thank you for your time regarding this matter.

Greg Henry

Operations Manager

HD Supply Water and Sewer Branch #569
North Little Rock, AR

P:501-945-8177

F:501-945-3689

M: 501-681-4085

+ SUPPLY

WEATERWORYK



Area Agency on Aging

3998 Harrison Street « Post Office Box 2637 « Batesville, Arkansas 72503
870-612-3000 ¢ 1-800-382-3205 ¢ Taux 870-793-3971
www.wraad. com

April 19, 2016

Ms. Jean Noble

Grants Division Director

Consolidated Plan Coordinator

AR Economic Development Commission
900 W. Capitol, Suite 400

Little Rock, AR 72201

Ms. Jean Noble,

As Executive Director of the White River Area Agency on Aging, Inc. and President of the State Area Agencies on
Aging, | was surprised, upset and very concerned that the Governor’s Staff would ever suggest consolidating
programs which have nothing to do with each other.

Why would the Governor set aside a program that has been in place for decades and it works!!!

The State Area Agencies on Aging devised a system where each AAA received funds every other year which
enables senior centers to upgrade existing centers or build new centers. Without this guaranteed funding, the
quality of services to the State’s senior population will suffer.

I want to remind you and the Governor’s staff that we, the AAAs, have been working side by side with the
Governor on his Arkansas Works Plan. In fact, we are coming to Little Rock today (April 19) with several bus
loads of seniors in support of the Governor’s AR Works Plan.

It is my hope that you and the Governor’s staff will re-look at this proposed consolidation issue. This is a big deal
to seniors across the state.

If you need further information, please feel free to call me.

Thank you.

Al Foy

Ted Hall

Executive Director, White River AAA

Office 870-612-3000 RECEIVE(

Cell 870-612-7877 ‘
APR 20 7.3

AEDC GRANIS Witini!

Area Served: Cleburne, Fulton, Independence, Izard, Jackson, Sharp, Stone, Van Buren, White and Woodruff Counties.
White Ryver Area Agency on Aging, Inc. is an equal opportunity provider, and employer.
SrGATONITY A 501 (c) (3) Tax Exempt Non-Profit Organization

OPPORTUNITY
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April 20, 2016

Grants Management Division
900 West Capitol Avenue
Suite 400

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

To Whom It May Concern:

| have worked with rural municipalities for over 25 years trying to refurbish existing
water plants and helping solve the many problems that exist in many of these small
communities. A cut in funding for water/sewer at this time would be potentially
devastating for most of them.

| am hopeful that the board will reconsider any cuts in water/sewer funding.
Sincerely,

Wil 5,51/

Hal R. Smith
2105 Cedar Creek Road
North Little Rock, Arkansas 72116



Noble, Jean

From: Alma Smith <ccapl@suddenlinkmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2016 8:56 AM

To: Noble, Jean

Cc: 'Machelle Mitchell’

Subject: annual update - funding schedule

The current plan has worked well for years and should not be changed. Change is not always for the best. Ifitis
changed there will be little to no chance for funding for improvements to

Senior centers. Senior center funding is being hit hard from all sides and there is nothing in our funding available to add
to current facilities or to build new ones.

Please consider these facts as you look at the plans. Cleburne County has been blessed to use the AEDC funds to build a
new center but it took a huge fund raising campaign to add to the funds available to get it done. With the cost of
construction these days the amount available is not sufficient to complete any project as it is. IF you make the funds
available now go away it will be impossible to get funding since it will be necessary to compete with many other
projects.



Noble, Jean

From: David Hopkins <dhopkins@landmarkeng-sur.com>
Sent: Friday, April 22, 2016 11:09 AM

To: Noble, Jean

Subject: 2016 Action Plan - comment

Dear Jean:

I am writing to comment on the 2016 Action Plan as it relates to HUD grant funds, and specifically the allocation of CDBG
funds for water & sewer infrastructure funding.

I have read a press release that indicates that funding allocations for water/sewer will be cut from approximately $6.4
million to $4.1 million.

For the past 23 years, | have been working closely with many small communities all across Arkansas. These communities
all face similar challenges: stagnant incomes, rising costs and deteriorating infrastructure. CDBG funds have been used
in so many occasions to allow these communities to afford badly needed infrastructure projects which have resulted in
measureable improvements that will last for decades.

We certainly support economic development, however economic development projects can also qualify for private
investment, EDA, and special appropriations that the communities do not have access to.

We encourage AEDC to consider returning to a more balanced distribution of allocations to the Economic Development
and water/sewer infrastructure to provide the best benefit to our communities.

Please respond with any questions or comments. Thanks!

David Hopkins, PE

Landmark Engineering & Surveying
13311 Lawson Road, Suite C

Little Rock, AR 72210

PH: (501) 224-1000, ext. 2#

FAX: (501) 227-7200
dhopkins@landmarkeng-sur.com

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and
may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is

prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the
original message.



Arkansas Rural Water Associalion Q

Dennis Sternberg, CEO EmBER o S
P.O.Box 860 * Lonoke, AR 72086 ¢+ (501) 676-2255 « Fax (§01) 676-2266 - E-mail: arkrwa@sbcglobal.net

ARWA Mission Statement:
To provide Arkansas Rural Water Utilities the highest level of Training & Technical Services in order to
obtain a Quality Water at the lowest possible cost.

April 25, 2016

Arkansas Economic Development Commission
Attn: Grants Management Division
900 W. Capitol Ave., Suite 400

Little Rock, AR. 72201

Re: Proposed 2016 Allocation of CDBG Funds

Dear Jean Noble,

I am writing today to ask that you please reconsider the Arkansas Economic Development Commission
(AEDC) Annual Action Plan for the Proposed 2016 Allocation of CDBG Funds.

The Proposed 2016 Allocation of CDBG funds has reduced the Water/Wastewater from 40% in 2015 to
25% in the Proposed 2016 Allocation. The Water/Wastewater allocation is essential to the
Water/Wastewater industry to make the needed improvements to water and wastewater systems with
the aging infrastructure ALL water and wastewater utilities are continually facing.

The 2016 reduction of $2,015,260 should be used for water and wastewater improvements to assist in
getting water and wastewater infrastructure needs to assist business with locating and expanding in
Arkansas.

Arkansas Rural Water Association (ARWA) represents over 600 cities, towns, and rural and regional
water and wastewater systems throughout the state and the our membership certainly does not
support the reduction in water/wastewater allocation in the AEDC - Proposed 2016 Allocation of CDBG

Funds.

We respectfully ask that you re-instate the percentages to 40% for the Water/Wastewater or

$6,115,260 for 2016.
Sincerely,
i .I :,.«‘ . - .1

Dennis Sternberg



COM M U N ITI ES }J\?k"gn}::s kS(iate Coordinator

I ° - d 3 East Colt Square Drive
m Fayetteville, AR 72703
¢ e U n I Ite Phone: 479.443.2700 Ext 128
Cell: 479.445.3727
Jerry.kopke@communitiesu.org

April 25,2016

Jean Noble

Director, Grants Management Division
Arkansas Economic Development Commission
900 West Capitol Avenue, Suite 400

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

Dear Ms. Noble:

I am writing to plead for reconsideration of the decision to drastically reduce Community
Development Grant Funds allocated to water and wastewater projects from the historical
40% to only 25% of the allocation.

The health and safety of its citizens has always been considered a primary responsibility
of government. This is never more important than with the provision of clean drinking
water and safe wastewater disposal. For over hundred years, government at all levels has
recognized that water and wastewater services can only be provided and protected by
communities, cities, towns, the states, and the federal government.

Most people are able to turn on a faucet, pour a glass of water and drink it. Most people
can flush a commode without a second thought. Unfortunately, people living with dry or
polluted wells, undependable cistemns, and failing septic systems think about these simple
but critical needs each and every day. There are too many areas in the State of Arkansas
where people are lacking these basic necessities of human life.

The leadership in these Arkansas cities, towns, and rural communities are working hard
to develop and manage public water and sewer systems: good systems that can provide
necessities to the people of their areas. They need help. Our help.

Water systems and sewer systems are expensive. Public and private financing is
available and has been very successful in the funding of water and sewer projects
throughout the state. Given the expense of a project, it typically takes close coordination
between all funding sources. One of the most important has been CDBG and the
Arkansas Economic Development Commission. AEDC has often represented the last
piece of a complicated funding puzzle, providing the grant needed to complete financing

requirements.



At a time when the nation’s attention has been turned to people experiencing health risks
related to public water supplies, the problems associated with people without access to
any approved water supply (or acceptable wastewater disposal) is even more tragic.

This is not the time to impose reduction in CDBG allocation of 37.5%, there will be
millions of dollars taken away from the funding of these critical projects. Fewer projects
will be funded. Wait times will increase.

This decision will substantially decrease grants for water and wastewater projects. This
decision means that we must tell more people that the wait will be longer for them to
receive the basic water and sewer services that the rest of us take for granted.

Please do not reduce the CDBG allocation to water and wastewater projects.

Sincerely,

La

Jerry Kopke
Arkansas State Coordinator
Rural Community Assistance Partnership



AREA AGENCY ON AGING OF NORTHWEST ARKANSAS
With support from the Area Agency on Aging Foundation
1510 Rock Springs Road

PO. Box 1795
Harrison, Arkansas 72602- 1795

Jerry L. Mitchell, Executive Director

(870) 741-1144
[-800-432-9721

Fax: (870) 741-6214
TDD: (870) 741-1346

April 25, 2016

Jean Noble

Grants Division Director
Consolidated Plan Cocrdinator
900 West Capitol, Suite 400
Little Rock, AR 72201

-Dear Jean:

It has come to my attention that the Arkansas Economic Development Commission is considering
changing the way that Community Development Block Grant {CDBG} funding will be allocated. The set
aside use of CDBG funds for senior centers has worked to benefit the state and local communities for
years. The Area Agencies on Aging have been able to partner with local government agencies to receive
CDBG funding to remodel and build senior centers throughout Arkansas. The Area Agencies on Aging
are often able to raise additional funding to go along with the CDBG grants to create more of an
economic benefit to the community where the senior center is built.

These senior centers have been vital to the health and well-being of our senior population. They have
allowed our senior population to have a dedicated place to congregate and also a nutritious meal.
Arkansas ranks number one in the nation in senior hunger. The state also ranks in the bottom 5 with
having seniors in poor health. With the senior population in the state struggling to maintain their
health, this would not be an appropriate time to consider changing the CDBG funding formula.

Sincerely,

erry L. Mitchell
Executive Director

We are a private, non-profit agency in compliance with fitles Vi and Vi of the Civil Rights Act, committed to the non-discriminatory delivery of services and an Affirmative Action Equal Opportunity Employer.




East Arkansas

Planning & Development District

April 25, 2016

Dear Ms. Noble,

East Arkansas Planning & Development District (EAPDD) is writing this letter as a response to request for
comment to the 2016 Action Plan for the HUD Five Year Consolidated Plan.

In 2012, EAPDD embarked on a three-year regional sustainability grant through HUD. Over the course of
those three years, EAPDD has engaged over 4000 individuals in more than 28,000 volunteer hours of
direct local planning efforts that will have long range impact on the entire East Arkansas region. Through
this intentional planning, the region has identified seven priorities that, if significant progress is made
and projects implemented, will creatc a more robust, economically competitive, desirable region for
people to live, work, and thrive.

Fast Arkansas has four of our seven priority areas that relate to the consolidated plan: Infrastructure,
such as, transportation, water/wastewater, telecommunications, and solid waste; Housing issues like
overwhelmingly dilapidated housing, blight, lack of housing stock, both owned and rented; Business
Development, recruitment, retention, and expansion with an emphasis on entrepreneurial
development; and Creating Vibrant Communities through beautification, storm shelters/storm warning
systems, disaster mitigation, health care expansion, land use planning, local and healthy foods and
environmental restoration.

Over the past five years, East Arkansas has seen an increase of nearly 2000 new jobs as a direct result of
AEDC funding. This has been done through business development, expansion, and economic
development. East Arkansas communities have received almost $1,000,000 in AEDC funding for healthy
community projects in this same timeframe. Over same time period, east Arkansas has not received
funding for housing. This is a high priority for our region and it is our request that AEDC continues to
fund housing projects.

East Arkansas request that AEDC continue prioritization of projects as stated above. In order to achieve
maximum success we need coordination with all possible resources. EAPDD commits to AEDC and the
other partnering agencies to partner with you in an effort to maximize both leverage and impact as well
as achieve our mutual priorities. We would welcome the opportunity to further brief you and the other
agency partners on the work completed through the HUD Regional Sustainability Grant. | appreciate
your consideration of our comments as you set your priorities for the next five years.

Sincerely,

Vs
ey

L
ER A [ S A < 2

[,
Melissa Rivers
Executive Director

P.0. Box 1403 | Jonesboro AR, 72403 | 870.932.3957 | eapdd.com
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Dottie Boyles
INVOICE #: 3093887
P.O. #: 150801

DATE
ACCT #:

REMIT TO:

ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZETTE, INC.
P.O. BOX 2221

LITTLE ROCK, AR 72203

BILLING QUESTIONS CALL 378-3547

STATE OF ARKANSAS, }
COUNTY OF PULASKI, } S8,

I, Yvette Hines, do solemnly swear that I am the
Legal Billing Clerk of the Arkansas Democrat -
Gazette, a daily newspaper printed and published
in said County, State of Arkansas; that I was so
related to this publication at and during the
publication of the annexed legal advertisement in
the matter of:

hearing
pending in the Court, in said County, and
at the dates of the several publications of said
advertisement stated below, and that during said
periods and at said dates, said newspaper was
printed and had a bona fide circulation in said
County; that said newspaper had been regularly
printed and published in said County, and had a
bona fide circulation therein for the period of
one month before the date of the finst publication
of said advertisement; and that said advertisement
was published in the regular daily issues of said
newspaper as stated below.

DATE DAY LINAGE RATE DATE DAY LINAGE RATE

02/14 Sun 133 1.57

TOTAL COST 208.81

Billing Ad #:

73568991

BENNIE J. FULLER
NOTARY PURLIC . ARKANSAS

M@m% )

PULASKI COUNTY
/)

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: 3-21-2021

ubscribe@%n to me this
ay of o - ,20 ZZ

/ Notary Public

AD COPY
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" The State of Arkansas antici- —“;%
pates receiving approximately .
~$26 million in grant funds from
the U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HUD)
during the 2016 program year.
. The amount includes funding for
the Community Development
Block Grant Program (CDBG), to
be administered by the Arkansas
Economic Development Commis-
sion (AEDC); the HOME . Invest-
ment Partnership Program
(HOME), to be administered by the
Arkansas Development Finance
Authority (ADFA); the Emergency
° Solutions Grants Program (ESG},
to be administered by the Arkan-
sas Department of Human Servic-
es (DHS); and Housing Opportuni-
ties for Persons with AIDS
Program (HOPWA), to be admin-
istered by the Arkansas Depart-
ment of Heaith (ADH). -

The State’s current long range
housing, community and eco-
nomic development goals are ar-
ticulated in the 2015 Five-Year
Consofidated Plan, which covers
the period from July 1, 2015
through June 30, 2019, Each
year, the State prepares an Annu-
al Update of the Consolidated
Plan, which forecasts how the

‘ State will use its HUD grant funds
during the upcoming program
year. The current Five-Year Con-
solidated Plan may be viewed on
the website of the Arkansas Fco-
nomic Development Commission

at:
http://www.arkansasedc.com/gra
nts. -

The Consolidated Plan. Adviso-
. ry Committee is beginning the:
process-of preparing a new Annu-
al Update for the period of July 1,
2016 through June 30, 2017. The
committee has scheduled five
Public Hearings around the state’
to obtain citizen comments to
determine the priorities for use of
grant funds during the 2016 Pro--
gram Year,

Public Hearings on the Annual
Update to the Five-Year Consoli-
dated Plan for Program Year 2016
will be conducted at the following
locations: .

» Tuesday, February 23, 2016:
Time: 10:30-12:00; Location:
Russellvilte, Lake Point  Confer-
ence Center, 171 Lake Point.
Lane. :

* Wednesday, February 24,
20186; Time: 10:30-12:00; Loca-
tion: Walnut Ridge, Lawrence
County Meeting Room, 115 West

. Walnut Street.

¢ Thursday, February 25, 2016;
Time: 10:30-12:00; Location:
Dumas, Dumas Municipal Bldg.,
155 €. Waterman Street.

* Tuesday, March 1, 2016;

Time: 10:30-12:00; Location: -
Prescott, Nevada Cognty Library,
129 West 2nd Street South.”
___* Wednesday, March 2, 2016;
Time: 10:30-12:00; Location:
North Little Rock, Arkansas Mu-
nicipal League, 301 West 2nd
Street.

All meeting locatians are
wheelchair accessible. Persons,
needing interpreters or other ac-
commodations are requested to
telephone the Arkansas Econom-
ic Development Commission at
501-682-7682 s arrangements
may be made in advance.

73568991f
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STATE OF ARKANSAS, b
COUNTY OF PULASKI, } 58

I, Yvette Hines, do solemnly swear that I am the
Legal Billing Clerk of the Arkansas Democrat -
Gazette, a daily newspaper printed and published
in said County, State of Arkansas; that I was so
related to this publication at and during the
publication of the annexed legal advertisement in
the matter of:

150938
pending in the Court, in said County, and
at the dates of the several publications of said
advertisement stated below, and that during said
periods and at said dates, said newspaper was
printed and had a bona fide circulation in said
County; that said newspaper had been regularly
printed and published in said County, and had a
bona fide circulation therein for the period of
one month before the date of the first publication
of said advertisement; and that said advertisement
was published in the regular daily issues of said
newspaper as stated below.

DATE DAY LINAGE RATE DATE DAY LINAGE RATE
03/27 Sun 128 1.57

TOTAL COST ———e——to e 200.96
Billing Ad #: 73628794
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OFFICIAL SEAL - #12696773 GRANTS Mg

CHARLES A. McNEICE, JR, i

NOTARY PUBLIC-ARKANSAS
PULASKI COUNTY
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: 02-02-26

Notary Public
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. Tegal Notice - - v
. , AND PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON THE 2016 ACTION PLAN FOR -
THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, AD-
' - MINISTRATION OF THE COMMU-

NITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK
GRANT PROGRAM, THE HOME IN-
VESTMENT PARTNERSHIP PRO-
GRAM, THE EMERGENCY SOLU-
TIONS GRANTS, AND THE
HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES FOR
PERSONS WITH AIDS PROGRAM.

The State of Arkansas antici-
pates receiving $25,913,658 in
grant funds from the U.S. De-
partment of Housing and Urban
Development during the 2016
program year. The amount in-
cludes $16,412,081 for the

° . Community Development Block

Grant Program (CDBG) to be ad-
ministered by the Arkansas Eco-
nomic Development Commission
(AEDC); $6,861,388 for HOME In-
vestment Partnerships (HOME) to
be administered by the Arkansas
Development Finance Authority,
$2,081,178 for the Emergency
Solutions Grants (ESG) to be ad-
ministered by the Arkansas De-

_partment of Human Services; and

$559,011 for the Housing Oppor-
tunities for Persons with AIDS
Program (HOPWA} to be adminis-
tered by the Arkansas Depart-
meft of Health. The State's long
range housing, community and
economic development goals are
articulated in the current Five-
Year Consolidated Plan, which
covers the period from July 1,
2015 through June 30, 2020.
Each year, the State prepares an
Action Plan or Annual Update of
the Consolidated Plan. The 2016
Action Plan forecasts how the
State will use its HUD grant funds

M during the upcoming program

ear.

The State has completed a
draft of the 2016 Action Plan and
hereby presents the draft for pub-
lic review and comment. The -
comment period will extend for 30
days beginning on March 27,
2016, and ending at 4:30 p.m. on

- April 25, 2016. Public comments
will be considered in the final

’ draft of the Action Plan, which will

be submitted to the U.S. Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban De-
velopment on May 13, 2016. To
be considered in the final pian,
written comments must be re-
ceived during the 30-day public
comment period. Written com-
ments may ‘be addressed to: Ar-
kansas Economic Development
Commission, Attn: Grants Man-
agement Division, 900 W. Capitol
Ave., Suite 400, Littie Rock, AR
72201, or by email to
JNoble@ArkansasEDC.com. The
deadtine to submit comments at
the above address is 4:30 p.m. on
April 25, 2016.

. . A draft of the Action Plan may
be viewed online at www.arkan-
sasedc.com/grants.

The Arkansas Consolidated
Plan Committee will have one
public hearing to accept oral
comments on the Action Pan at
the following location:

Date: April 12, 2016 Location:
North Little Rock Chamber of
Commerce, Bank of the Ozarks
Conference Room, 100 Main
Street, North Little Rock Time:
10:30 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.

The hearing location is wheel-
chair accessible. Persons need-
ing interpreters or other accom-
modations are requested to
telephone the Arkansas Econom-
ic Development Commission at
501-682-7682 in order for ar-
rangements to be made in ad-

vance.
_ 73628794f |
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