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CrITY OF BRYAN
The Good Life, Texas Style.”

August 11, 2010

U.S. Department of Housing and

Urban Development

Office of Community Planning and Development
Attention: Mr. Robert Beck, CPD Representative
1301 Fannin St

Suite 2200

Houston, TX 77002

Re: Submission of the 2010 Consolidated Action Plan (CAP) and the 2010-2014 5-Year
Consolidated Plan for the Community Development Block Grant and HOME Investment
Partnerships Programs

Dear Mr. Beck,

The City of Bryan is pleased to submit the enclosed 2010 Consolidated Action Plan (CAP) and the 2010-
2014 5-Year Consolidated Plan for the Community Block Grant (CDBG) and HOME Investment
Partnerships Programs. This annual Consolidated Action Plan allocates $1,017,823 of CDBG funds and
$471,868 in HOME funds, as well as approximately $60,760 in program income. The activities and
allocations described in the 2010 CAP as well as the 2010-2014 5-Year Consolidated Plan were approved
by the Community Development Advisory Committee (CDAC) on June 24, 2010 and by the City Council at
the July 13, 2010.

1. The CDAC held public meetings on October 1, 2009, November 16, 2009, February 11, 2010,
March 11, 2010, April 8, 2010, April 15, 2010, April 29, 2010, June 10, 2010 and June 24,
2010 in order to develop Bryan’s 2010 Consolidated Action Plan (CAP) and the 2010-2014 5-
Year Consolidated Plan. In addition, three total public hearings were held; on February 11,
2010 (public comment on the 2007 and 2008 substantial amendment), April 8, 2010 and June
24, 2010 to provide information on the grants and the 5 year planning process, gather
information on community needs, grant allocations and to provide information and receive
comments related to Fair Housing and Affirmative Marketing issues in Bryan. Additionally,
June 24, 2010 public hearing began the 30 day comment period on the 2010 CAP and the
2010-2014 5- Year Consolidated Plan.

2. CDBG public facility/code enforcement application requests were solicited from the
community from March 11, 2010 until April 9, 2010. No code enforcement requests or public
facility requests were received for consideration.

3 During the public meeting on April 29, 2010, Community Development Services staff and
CDAC reviewed the project allocation recommendations. CDAC made recommendations
that activities described herein be approved and forwarded to the Bryan City Council for
action. The Bryan City Council approved the plan at its July 13, 2010 regular meeting.
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4, The Joint Relief Funding Review Committee held 9 public meetings (4/8, 4/15, 4/22, 4/29,
5/6, 5/13, 5/21, 5/25, and 5/26/2010. to review proposals for public service funding. The
JRFRC recommendations were included in the draft 2010 CAP to City Council and approved
as recommended.

3 Priorities for the 5 year plan were presented and reviewed at the June 10, 2010 CDAC public
meeting and a draft of the 5 Year Plan was presented at the June 24, 2010 public hearing.
Both the priorities and the draft 5 Year Plan were approved by CDAC. Bryan City Council
approved the 2010-2014 5-Year Plan at the July 13, 2010 City Council meeting.

6. The public was notified of the 2010 Consolidated Action Plan via a list of the proposed
activities published in the Bryan/ College Station Eagle on , at least 15 days prior to the June
24, 2010 Public Hearing, which began the 30 day comment period. All citizen comments on
the 2010 Action Plan and 2010-2014 5- Year Consolidated Plan were accepted through July
30, 2010. A Public Service Announcement was sent to all local media prior to the scheduled
meeting, which advertised the June 24, 2010 public meeting/public hearing to discuss the
plans and solicit public comment. The meeting was publicized during several news
broadcasts on the local CBS affiliate, KBTX TV. Additionally, the plans were publicized on
the City’s official website beginning June 24, 2010. The plan was placed on the City Council
Regular Agenda for consideration on July 13, 2010 and was passed unanimously. Many
constructive public comments were received, which are noted in the enclosed plans.

7l In addition to the 2010 Consolidated Action Plan and 2010-2014 5-Year Consolidated Plan,
several supporting documents are enclosed (see Attachments).

Please let us know if you have any questions or require additional action by the City regarding the City’s
submission of the 2010 CAP or the 2010-2014 5-Year Consolidated Plan.

Sincerely,

/ N\
Alsie Bond, Manager
City of Bryan Community Development Services

cc: David F. Watkins, City Manager
Joey Dunn, Deputy City Manager

Attachments:

The FY 2010 Action Plan and 2010-2014 5-Year Consolidated Plan Review Checklist

CDBG and HOME SF-424 Requests

Funding Sources

Original Resolution No. 3297

Required signed Certifications

A copy of the agenda from the April 8, 2010 and June 24, 2010 public meeting/public hearings of the
Community Development Advisory Committee

A copy of the agenda from the July 13, 2010 Bryan City Council meeting

P.O. Box 1000, Bryan, Texas 77805 ® 979.209.5000 ® wwuw.bryantx.gov




Review Checklist
2010-2014 Consolidated Plan and 2010 Action Plan

Grantee: City of Bryan, Texas

1.

2.

If a Consortia, list participating communities and asterisk the lead agency:
- N/A-

Consolidated Plan covers the following programs:

CDBG[X HOMEX] ESG[ ] HOPWA[ ]

3.

OONO U A

10.
11.

12.

Period covered by Consolidated Planis: 3[ ] 4[] 5[X vyears.
Also, specify the period with month beginning and year ending August 2010 - 2014
Date plan due: August 15, 2010
Date plan received: August 12, 2010
Automatic approval date (45 days of date received above):
Are maps included (optional)? Yes[X] No[ ] page 154-160
Has an Executive Summary been attached (required)? YesX] No[ |
Did the grantee include the following tables:
Local Jurisdiction:
Table 1A: Yes[X No[] page 126
Table 1B: Yes[X No[ ] page 127
Table 1C: Yes[X No[ ] pages 134-141
Table 2A: Yes[X No[] pages 142-143
Table 2B: Yes[X No[ ] page 144
Table 2C: Yes[X No[ ] page 145
Table 3A: Yes[X No[] See CAP pages 69-75
Table 3B: Yes[X No[ ] See CAP page 76
Table 3C: Yes[X No[_] See CAP pages 77-90

Did the grantee use the CPMP Tool? Yes[ ] No[X.
Did the grantee include one or more proposed outcomes in the Plan?
Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 73-115.
Does the plan include a Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area or Target Area where
activities are carried out in a concentrated manner?
Yes[_] No[X] Verification found on page -N/A-.
If yes, identify census tracts for each NRSA and forward to Headquarters.

CONSULTATION PROCESS (91.100)

1.

Has the grantee consulted with other public/private entities that provide assisted
housing, health services, and social services in developing this plan?
Yes[X] No[ ]  Verification found on pages 12-18
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Use the following checklist as a guide to determine extent of consultation process:

>k k

Consultation

24CFR Requirement Yes No
91.100(a)(1) Housing Services X []
Social Services X [
Fair Housing Services X L]
Health Services X L]
Homeless Services X L]
91.100(a)(2)* Chronically Homeless X (]
91.100(a)(3)** Lead-based Paint X [
91.100(a)(4)*** Adjacent Government X L]
State (Non-housing) X L]
County (Metro. City) X []
91.100(a)(5) Metro. Planning Agencies X [
91.100(b) HOPWA X []
91.100(c) PHA Plan X []

Were assisted housing, health, and social service agencies consulted to determine
resources available to address needs of chronically homeless persons. Yes

Were State/Local health and child welfare agencies consulted regarding lead paint
issues. Yes

***Was copy of the plan submitted to the State, and County if applicable; if an urban

county, to the entitlement cities in the county. Yes

Did the grantee indicate that it consulted with other organizations that provide housing
and supportive services to special needs populations (including elderly persons, persons
with disabilities, persons with HIV/AIDS, homeless persons?

Yes[X] No[ ]  Verification found on pages 12-18

Did the grantee consult with Public Housing Agencies during Consolidated Plan
development?
Yes[X No[ ] N/AL] Verification found on pages 12-18

Did the grantee consult with metropolitan or regional planning agencies during
Consolidated Plan development?
Yes[X] No[] N/A[] Verification found on pages 12-18

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION (91.105, AND 91.200)

1.

3.

Is there a description of the development of the plan and efforts to broaden public

participation, including the names of organizations involved in the development of the

plan?

Yes[X] No[ ]  Verification found on pages 12-18

Note: The Jurisdiction shall encourage the participation of local and regional institutions
and other organization (including businesses, developers, community, and faith-
based organizations) in the process of developing and implementing the plan.

Is there a summary of the citizen participation process, and were the public hearing and
comment period requirements satisfactory?

Yes[X] No[ ]  Verification found on pages 15-18

Are citizen comments included in the plan, and are the comments specifically and
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adequately addressed by the grantee?
Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 16-18

Is there a description of the lead agency or entity responsible for overseeing the
development of the Consolidated Plan?
YesX No[ ]  Verification found on pages 1-8, 12

HOUSING AND HOMELESS NEEDS ASSESSMENT (91.205)

HOUSING

1.

2.

Has the grantee identified the estimated number and types of families with housing
needs for a 5 year period?
Yes[X] No[] Verification found on pages 142-143
Note: See Table 2A (required)
Family types (extremely low-, low-, moderate, and middle income) that should be
identified are:
Renter/owner
Elderly
Single persons
Large families
Persons with disabilities
Victims of domestic violence
Persons with HIV/AIDs

Has the grantee identified the types of housing needs in the community for a 5 year
period?
YesX No[ ]  Verification found on pages 18-34, 142-143
Types of housing needs should be determined with an analysis of:
e Severe cost and cost burden
e Overcrowding (especially for large families)
e Substandard (renter/owner, extremely low-, low-, moderate, and middle income)

Has the grantee included a discussion of any racial or ethnic groups that have a
disproportionately greater need in comparison to the needs of a particular income
category?

Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 20, 31

Note: Disproportionately greater need exists when the percentage of persons in a
category of need who are members of a particular racial/ethnic group is at least 10%
points higher than the percentage of persons in the category as a whole. See Section
91.205 (b)(2)

HOMELESS

1.

Has the grantee satisfactorily identified the nature and extent of homelessness, and is
there a continuum of care concept? See Table 1A (required).
Yes[X No[]  Verification found on pages 46-49, 126
e Information should be on both homeless singles and families (and
subpopulations) that are either sheltered/unsheltered or threatened with
homelessness.

Has the grantee identified homeless facilities and services needs for homeless individuals
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and homeless families with children, both sheltered and unsheltered and homeless
subpopulations?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 50-58

3. Has the grantee identified the extent of homelessness by racial/ethnic group, if the
information is available?
Yes[ ] NoX] Information on homelessness by racial/ethnic categories was not
available. Information related to disabilities, family-makeup, veteran status and
domestic violence was available and consulted related to homelessness.

4. Did the grantee describe the jurisdiction's strategy for developing a system to address
homelessness and the priority needs of homeless persons and families (including the
subpopulations identified in the needs section)? The jurisdiction's strategy must consider the
housing and supportive services needed in each stage of the process, i.e. preventing
homelessness, outreach/assessment, emergency shelters and services, transitional housing,
and helping homeless persons (especially any persons that are chronically homeless) make the
transition to permanent housing and independent living.

YesX No[ ] pages 7, 46-58

5. Did the grantee describe its strategy for helping extremely low- and low-income individuals and
families who are at imminent risk of becoming homeless?
Yes[X No[ ] pages 7, 46-58

SPECIAL NEEDS - NOT HOMELESS

1. Has the grantee included a discussion on the estimated number of non-homeless
persons in need of supportive housing, and their supportive housing needs? See_Table
1B (optional).

Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on page 127
Note: Estimated number of non-homeless persons should include the elderly, frail
elderly, persons with disabilities, persons with alcohol or other drug addiction,
persons with HIV/AIDs and their families, and public housing residents.

LEAD-BASED PAINT HAZARDS
1. Has the grantee estimated the number of housing units with lead-based paint hazards?
Yes[X No[]  Verification found on pages 105, 116
Note: The estimated number of units should be those that are occupied by
low/moderate income families.

HOUSING AND MARKET ANALYSIS (91.210)

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS

1. Has the grantee described the significant characteristics of the housing market, and the
housing stock available to persons with disabilities, and persons with HIV/AIDs?
(Review any maps if provided/See Table 1A and 1B)

YesX No[ ] Verification found on pages 18-44, 126-127
Note: There should be a discussion of housing supply and demand, as well as the
condition and cost of the housing. Data on the housing market should include, to
extent information is available, an estimate of the number of abandoned buildings
and whether they are suitable for rehabilitation.
The grantee should also identify and describe the locations and degree of
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racial/ethnic minority concentrations, as well as low/moderate income families.

2. Did the grantee identify and describe any area of low-income concentration and any area of
minority concentration either in a narrative or one or more maps, stating how it defines the
terms “area of low-income concentration” and “area of minority concentration”?

Yes[X No[ ] pages 4, 19-21, 154-157

PuBLIC AND ASSISTED HOUSING

1. Has the grantee described the number and condition of the public housing units, results
from the Section 504 needs assessments, and the strategies for improving operation and
living conditions for public housing residents?

Yes[X] No[] N/AL] Verification found on pages 45-46

2. Has the grantee identified the number of public housing units expected to be lost from
the inventory?
Yes[ | No[ ] N/AX Verification found on pages 45-46
Check if this jurisdiction has any HOPE V1 projects awarded or in development that may

result in a net loss of units.

3. With regard to federal, state and locally-assisted units other than public housing, has the
grantee identified the number and targeting of units by income level and household
type, and the number of units expected to be lost from the assisted housing inventory
for any reason, i.e. expiration of Section 8 contracts?

Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on pages 45-46

HOMELESS FACILITIES AND SERVICES

1. Have the facilities and services that compose the grantee's continuum of care been
identified?
Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 7, 46-58, 128-132
Appropriate facilities would be:
e Emergency shelters,
e Transitional shelters, and
e Permanent/supportive housing (including persons that are chronically homeless).

2. Does the inventory include, to the extent information is available, an estimate of
percentage or number of beds and supportive services programs serving people that are
chronically homeless?

Yes[X] No[ ]  Verification found on pages 128-130

SPECIAL NEEDS FACILITIES AND SERVICES
1. Has the grantee described the facilities/services to assist non-homeless persons in need
of supportive housing? See Table 1B
YesX No[ ] Verification found on pages 127, 152-153
e Discussion should also include a description of appropriate supportive housing for

persons leaving mental/physical health facilities.

BARRIERS TO AFFORDABLE HOUSING
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1.

Has the grantee described public policies that affect affordable housing?
Yes[X No[]  Verification found on pages 62-73, 116
Factors which affect affordable housing may include:
e Building and zoning codes;
e Environmental problems;
e Impact fees;
e Cost of land; and
e Incentive programs such as tax abatement or down-payment assistance.
Note: For Urban Counties, does the discussion include factors in both incorporated
and unincorporated areas?

STRATEGIC PLAN (91.215)

When reviewing this section of the Consolidated Plan, keep in mind that the
priorities/objectives should relate to the needs identified in the Housing and Homeless
Needs and Housing and Market Analysis sections.

GENERAL

1.

Does the grantee describe the basis for assigning the priority given to each category in
Table 2A?
YesX No[ ] pages 73,95,102

2. Has the grantee identified any obstacles to meeting underserved needs?
YesX No[] Verification found on page pages 75,87,95,107

3. Has the grantee summarized the priorities and specific objectives, describing how funds
that are reasonably expected to be made available will be used to address identified
needs? See Tables 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B, and 2C
Yes[X] No[]

4. For each specific objective, has the grantee identified proposed accomplishments and
outcomes the jurisdiction hopes to achieve in quantitative terms over a specific time
period, or in other measurable terms as identified and defined by the jurisdiction? See
Tables 1A, 1B, 1C, 2A, 2B and 2C
Yes[X] No[]

AFFORDABLE HOUSING

1. Did the grantee state how the analysis of the housing market and the severity of
housing problems and needs of extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate-
income renters and owners identified in accordance with 91.205 provided the basis for
assigning the relative priority given to each priority needs category in the priority
housing needs table prescribed by HUD?

Yes[X] No[] Verification found on pages 73-75

2. Does the affordable housing section identify how the characteristics of the housing
market will influence the use of funds made available for rental assistance, production of
new units, rehabilitation of old units, or acquisition of existing units?

YesX No[ ] Verification found on pages 73-86,94-101

Note: If the jurisdiction intends to use HOME funds for tenant-based rental assistance or
plans to use HOME funds to assist persons with special needs, the plan must specify
local market conditions that led to the choice of that option.

3. Does the grantee described proposed accomplishments to specify the number of

extremely low, low, moderate, and middle income families to whom the grantee will
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provide affordable housing as defined in 24 CFR 92.252 for rental housing and 24 CFR
92.254 for homeownership over a specific time period?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 73-86

HOMELESSNESS

1.

Does the grantee describe the strategy for helping low-income families avoid becoming

homeless?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 48-50, 58-59, 86-101

Does the grantee describe the jurisdiction's strategy for reaching out to homeless
persons and assessing their individual needs?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 12-16, 86-101

Does the grantee describe the jurisdiction's strategy for addressing the emergency
shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 12-16, 86-101

Does the grantee describe the jurisdiction's strategy for helping homeless persons
(especially persons that are chronically homeless) make the transition to permanent
housing and independent living?

YesX No[] Verification found on pages 48-50, 86-101

OTHER SPECIAL NEEDS

1.

With respect to supportive needs of the non-homeless, does the plan describe the
priority housing and supportive service needs of persons who are not homeless but may
or may not require supportive housing?

Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on pages 95-101

NON-HOUSING COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN

1.

Did the grantee describe the priority non-housing community development needs,

reflecting the needs for the type of activity? Table 2B (required)

Yes[X] No[ ] page 144
Note: The Community Development component of the plan must state the grantee’s
specific long-term and short-term community development objectives (including
economic development activities that create jobs) that must be developed in
accordance with the statutory goals described in 24 CFR 91.1 and the primary
objectives of the CDBG program.

Is the grantee requesting approval of a Neighborhood Revitalization Strategy Area?

Yes[ ] No[X]

If YES, does it meet the requirements of CPD Notice 96-1 and include outcomes?

Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-
Note: Separate documentation should be maintained to verify compliance with CPD
Notice 96-1.

BARRIERS TO AFFORDABLE HOUSING

1.

Does the grantee describe the jurisdiction's strategy to remove or ameliorate negative
effects of public policies, that serve as barriers to affordable housing as identified in the
needs assessment section?

Yes[X] No[] Verification found on page 116
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LEAD-BASED PAINT HAZARDS

1.

Does the plan outline the actions proposed or being taken to evaluate and reduce lead-
based paint hazards, describe how the plan for reduction of lead-based paint hazards is
related to the extent of lead poisoning and hazards, and how the plan for reduction will
be integrated into housing policies and programs?

Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 105, 116

ANTI-POVERTY STRATEGY

1.

Does the grantee describe the jurisdiction's goals, programs, and policies for reducing
the number of poverty level families?

Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 113-116

Has the grantee programs such as:

Family Self-sufficiency

Head Start

Sate and Local Programs

Section 3

Welfare to Work

Workforce Development Initiative

INSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURE

1.

Does the grantee explain the institutional structure, including private industry, nonprofit
organizations, community and faith-based organizations, and public institutions, through
which the jurisdiction will carry out its housing, homeless, and community development
plan, assessing the strengths and gaps in the delivery system?

Yes[X No[] Verification found on pages 117-121

COORDINATION

1.

Does the plan identify the jurisdiction's activities to enhance coordination between public
and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health, and
service agencies?

Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 117-119, 122-124

With respect to the public entities involved, does the plan describe the means of
cooperation among the state and local units of government in the metropolitan area for
problems that go beyond a single jurisdiction, (i.e. transportation, workforce, economic
development) in the implementation of the plan?

Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 117-119, 122-124

With respect the homeless strategy, does the plan describe efforts to enhance
coordination among agencies to address the needs of persons that are chronically
homeless?

Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on pages 47-50

With respect to economic development, does the plan describe efforts to enhance

coordination with private industry, businesses, developers, and social service agencies.
YesX No[ ] Verification found on pages 106,113-115
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PuBLic HOUSING

1.

Does the grantee describe the jurisdiction's activities to encourage public housing
residents to become more involved in management and participate in homeownership?
Yes[X] No[] Verification found on pages 100-101

Has the grantee describe the manner in which the plan of the jurisdiction will help
address the needs of public housing?
Yes[X] No[] Verification found on pages 100-101

Note: Amended to Title 1 October 21, 1998 Section 105(b)(11)

Is the grantee served by a troubled PHA as designated by HUD?
Yes[ ] No[X]
If YES, Has the grantee in which any troubled public housing agency is located,
described the manner in which the State or unit of local government will provide
financial or other assistance to such troubled agency in improving its operations to
remove such designation? -N/A-
Yes[ | No[ ]  Verification found on page -N/A-

Note: Amended to Title 1 October 21, 1998 Section 105(g)

ACTION PLAN REVIEW (91.220)

1. Has the Standard 424 Form for the applicable programs been included with the correct
dollar allocations and signed by the appropriate official?
Yes[X No[] pages 1-2

2. Is the DUNS number listed?
YesX No[ ] pages 1-2

3. Did the grantee describe the geographic areas of the jurisdiction (including areas of low
income and/or racial/minority concentration) in which assistance will be directed during
the next year.
Yes[X No[ ] pages 19-21

4. Did the grantee describe the basis for allocating investments geographically within the
jurisdiction (or within the EMSA for HOPWA) (91.215(a)(1)) during the next year and the
rationale for assigning the priorities.
Yes[X No[] page 21

RESOURCES

1. Has the grantee described the Federal Resources, and private and non-Federal public
resources expected to be available to address priority needs and specific objectives
identified in the plan?
Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on pages 36-38, 42

2. Did the grantee describe how HOME and/or ESG matching requirements will be satisfied?
YesX No[ ] N/AL] Verification found on pages 41-42

ACTIVITIES 91.220(D)

1.

a) Has the grantee described the CDBG funded activities for the program year in a
complete manner? See Table 3C pages 77-90
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Yes[X] No[]

b) Has the grantee described the HOME funded activities for the program year in a
complete manner? See Table 3C pages 77-90

Yes[X] No[]

c) Has the grantee described the ESG funded activities for the program year in a
complete manner? See Table 3C

Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-

d) Has the grantee described the HOPWA funded activities for the program year in a
complete manner? See Table 3C

Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

2. Does the action plan contain a summary of priorities and specific annual objectives that
will be addressed during the program year?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 69-75
Note: The Jurisdiction should use summary of annual objectives as identified in
Table 3A of the Consolidated Plan.

3. Do the proposed activities correspond to the priority needs identified/local specific
objectives listed in the Consolidated Plan?
YesX No[] Verification found on pages 60-62
Note: The Jurisdiction should use priority needs as identified in Table 2A and 2B of
the Consolidated Plan.

4. Are the proposed activities identified in sufficient detail, including the number and type
of families that will benefit from the proposed activities and locations, so that citizens
know the degree to which they may be affected?

Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on pages 39-42, 77-90

Outcomes 91.220(e)

1. Does the action plan contain outcome measures for activities in accordance with the
Federal Register Notice dated March 7, 2006?

Yes[X] No[] Verification found on pages 39-42, 60-68

Expenditure Limits

1. Has the grantee exceeded the 20% administrative cap for CDBG?

Yes[ ] No[X]

2. Has the grantee exceeded the 15% public service cap for CDBG?
Yes[ ] No[X]

3. Has the grantee exceeded the 10% administrative cap for HOME?
Yes[ ] No[X]

4. Has the grantee met the 15% CHDO set-aside for HOME?
Yes[X No[_]

5. Has the grantee exceeded the 3% administrative cap for HOPWA or the 7%
administrative cap by project sponsors under HOPWA?

Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-
GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION 91.220(f)

1. Did the grantee include a narrative, maps, or tables that identify the geographic areas in
which it will direct assistance?
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Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on pages 19-21, 95-96

2. Does the grantee provide a description of the areas, including areas of minority
concentration, in which it will direct funds?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 19-21, 95-100

3. Does the grantee provide the rationale for the priorities for allocating investment
geographically for each program, including within the metropolitan area (or a State’s
service area) for the HOPWA program?

Yes[ | No[X] Verification found on page
If no, explain the basis for the no response: No HOPWA funds applied for or received

4. Did the grantee estimate the percentage of funds it plans to dedicate to target areas?
Yes[ | No[X] Verification found on page -N/A- See page 21, funded programs are
not target to specific areas, but instead, to eligible applicants.

AFFORDABLE HOUSING GOALS 91.220(g)

1. Does the action plan specify one-year goals for the number of homeless, non-homeless, and
special needs households to be provided affordable housing units using funds made available
to the jurisdiction?

YesX No[] Verification found on page 76
Note: The Jurisdiction should use housing summary of goals as identified in Table 3B
of the Consolidated Plan.

2. Does the action plan specify one-year goals for the number of households to be provided
affordable housing units through activities that provide rental assistance, production of new
units, rehabilitation of existing units, or acquisition of exiting units using funds made
available to the jurisdiction?

Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on page 76
Note: The Jurisdiction should use housing summary of goals as identified in Table 3B
of the Consolidated Plan.

PuBLIC HOUSING 91.220(h)

1. Does the action plan include actions that address the following, if applicable:
e needs of public housing, Yes[X] No[ ] page 36
e public housing improvements and resident initiatives, YesX] No[ ] page 36
e assist troubled public housing agencies. Yes[ | No[ ] -N/A-

HOMELESS AND OTHER SPECIAL NEEDS ACTIVITIES 91.220(i)

1. Have homeless prevention activities been proposed?
Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on pages 26-27,40-41, 87,90

2. Have emergency shelter, transitional housing, programs to assist in the transition to
permanent housing and independent living been proposed?
YesX No[ ] Verification found on pages 40-41, 87,90

3. Are supportive housing activities being undertaken to address the priority housing needs
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of persons who are not homeless (elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities, person
with HIV/AIDS, persons with alcohol or other substance abuse problems)?
Yes[X] No[ ] Verification found on pages 52-54, 60-62

Have specific action steps to end chronic homelessness been identified?
Yes[X] No[] Verification found on pages 26-27

OTHER ACTIONS 91.220(k)

1.

Does the Action Plan include other proposed actions which will address the following, if
applicable:

foster and maintain affordable housing, Yes[X] No[] pages 28-29

public housing improvements and resident initiatives, YesX] No[] page 66
evaluation and reduction of lead-based hazards, Yes[X] = No[ | pages 31-32
reducing number of persons below poverty line, Yes[X] No[ ] pages 32-34
developing institutional structures/enhancing coordination between housing and
services agencies, Yes[X| No[]. pages 34-36

PROGRAM SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS 91.220(1)

1.

CDBG

a) Does the total amount of funds allocated equal the amount of the grant plus program
income and carryover funds? Yes[X No[] pages 36-37

b) Does the action plan identify the amount of CDBG funds to be used for activities
benefiting persons of low- and moderate-income? Yes[X] No[ ] pages 36-38

c) Does the action plan identify all activities assisted through the Section 108 Loan
Guarantee program? YesDd  No[] pages 36-38

HOME

a) Did grantee (PJ) describe other forms of investment? See Section 92.205
Yes[ ] No[] N/ARK]

If grantee (PJ) plans to use HOME funds for homebuyers, did they state the
guidelines of resale or recapture, as required in 92.254?
Yes[X No[ ] N/AL] page 37

b) If grantee (PJ) plans to use HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by
multifamily housing that is being rehabilitated with HOME funds, did they state its
refinancing guidelines required under 24 CFR 92.206(b)?

Yes[ ] No[ ] N/AKX]

c) Resale Provisions -- For homeownership activities, did the participating jurisdiction must
describe its resale or recapture guidelines that ensure the affordability of units acquired with
HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a)(4).

Yes[X] No[] page 37
d) HOME Tenant-Based Rental Assistance -- Did the participating jurisdiction must describe the

local market conditions that led to the use of a HOME funds for tenant based rental
assistance program?
Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A- HOME funds not used for TBRA - page 37
a. If the tenant based rental assistance program is targeted to or provides a preference
for a special needs group, that group must be identified in the Consolidated Plan as
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e)

f)

9)

h)

having an unmet need and show the preference is needed to narrow the gap in

benefits and services received by this population.
If a participating jurisdiction intends to use forms of investment other than those described
in 24 CFR 92.205(b), did the jurisdiction describe these forms of investment?
Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-
Did the jurisdiction describe the policy and procedures it will follow to affirmatively market
housing containing five or more HOME-assisted units?
Yes[X] No[ ] page 125-134
Did the jurisdiction describe actions taken to establish and oversee a minority outreach
program within its jurisdiction to ensure inclusion, to the maximum extent possible, of
minority and women, and entities owned by minorities and women, including without
limitation, real estate firms, construction firms, appraisal firms, management firms, financial
institutions, investment banking firms, underwriters, accountants, and providers of legal
services, in all contracts, entered into by the participating jurisdiction with such persons or
entities, public and private, in order to facilitate the activities of the participating jurisdiction
to provide affordable housing under the HOME program or any other Federal housing law
applicable to such jurisdiction?
YesX No[ ] page 6, 125-134
If a jurisdiction intends to use HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily
housing that is rehabilitated with HOME funds, did it state its financing guidelines required
under 24 CFR 92.206(b)?
Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-

1. American Dream Downpayment Initiative

a.

If the jurisdiction planned to use American Dream Downpayment Initiative (ADDI) funds to

increase access to homeownership, did it provide the following information:

i. description of the planned use of the ADDI funds?

Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-

ii. plan for conducting targeted outreach to residents and tenants of public and
manufactured housing and to other families assisted by public housing agencies, for the
purposes of ensuring that the ADDI funds are used to provide downpayment assistance for
such residents, tenants, and families? Yes[ | No[ ] -N/A-

iii. a description of the actions to be taken to ensure the suitability of families receiving
ADDI funds to undertake and maintain homeownership, such as provision of housing
counseling to homebuyers?

Yes[ | No[] -N/A-

4. HOPWA

a)

b)

Does the action plan specify on-year goals for the number of low-income households to
be provided affordable housing using HOPWA funds for short-term rent,mortgage, and
utility payments to prevent homelessness; tenant-based rental assistance, units provided
in housing facilities operated with HOPWA funds?  Yes[ ] No[ ] -N/A-

Does the action plan identify the method for selecting project sponsors (including
providing full access to grassroots faith-based and other community organizations)?
Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

MONITORING (91.230)

1. Does the grantee describe the standards and procedures that it will use to monitor
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activities carried out in furtherance of the plan?
Yes[X No[ ]  Verification found on page 38

2. Does the Plan describe actions to be taken by the grantee to monitor its performance in
meeting its goals and objectives set forth in it's Consolidated Plan?
Yes[X] No[ ]  Verification found on page 38

3. Does the Plan describe steps/actions being taken to insure compliance with program
requirements, including requirements involving the timeliness of expenditures?
Yes[X] No[] Verification found on page 38

Note: If timeliness of expenditures is an issue, please make sure the grant award
letter includes language regarding appropriate actions the grantee should take to
remedy this problem.

4. Does the Plan describe steps/actions it will use to ensure long-term compliance with
housing codes, including any actions or on-site inspections it plans to undertake during
the program year?

YesX No[ ] Verification found on pages 28-29, 37

Note: For example, a HOME program grantee should identify steps it will take to
review affordable housing projects it has funded to insure compliance with all HOME
program requirements.

5. Does the Plan describe actions to be taken by the grantee to monitor its subrecipients,
(including sponsors or administering agents)?
Yes[X No[ ] Verification found on page 38

HUD APPROVAL ACTION

The regulations at Section 91.500(b) state that HUD will approve or disapprove a plan or a
portion of a plan for the three following reasons:

1) if itis inconsistent with the purposes of NAHA;

2) if it is substantially incomplete; and/or

3) if certifications are not satisfactory to the Secretary

4) if does not include description of manner in which unit of local government or
state will provide financial or other assistance to troubled public housing
agencies.

Please use the following to determine approval or disapproval:
CONSISTENCY WITH NAHA

1. Is the Plan inconsistent with the purposes of NAHA?
Yes[] No[ ]
If the Plan is inconsistent with NAHA, set forth the basis of that determination by using
the following as a guide:

e Does the Plan provide assistance to help families, not owning a home, to save for
a down-payment for the purchase of a home.

¢ Does the Plan provide assistance to retain, where feasible, as housing affordable
to low income families, those dwelling units provided for such purpose with
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federal assistance.

Does the Plan provide assistance to extend and strengthen partnerships among
all levels of government and the private sector, including for-profit and non-profit
organizations, in the production and operation of housing affordable to low- and
moderate-income families.

Does the Plan provide assistance to expand and improve federal rental assistance
for very low-income families.

Does the Plan provide assistance to increase the supply of supportive housing,
which combines structural features and services needed to enable persons with
special needs to live with dignity and independence.

Substantially Incomplete

1.

Is the Plan (including any corrective actions taken at HUD's request during HUD's review
of the plan) substantially incomplete?

Yes[ |

No[ ]

If the Plan is substantially incomplete, set forth the basis of that determination by using
the following as a guide:

The Plan was developed without the required citizen participation or the required
consultation.
The Plan fails to satisfy all the required elements in the regulations.

AFFIRMATIVELY FURTHERING FAIR HOUSING

1.

Is the Certification to Affirmatively Further Fair Housing satisfactory to the Secretary?

Yes[ |

No[ ]

If the Certification is not satisfactory, set forth the basis of that determination by using
the following as a guide:

Disregard of regulatory requirements to conduct an analysis of impediments to
fair housing choice, take appropriate actions to address identified impediments,
and maintain adequate records on the steps taken to affirmatively further fair
housing in the jurisdiction.

Lack of action taken on outstanding findings regarding performance under
affirmatively furthering fair housing certification requirements of the Consolidated
Plan or the Community Development Block Grant Program.

CERTIFICATIONS (91.225)

1. Are the general and specific certifications for each program funded complete and
accurate, where applicable:

Note: Consortia, please refer to 91.425

State, please refer to 91.325

General:
(1) Affirmatively furthering fair housing: Yes[ | No[]
(2) Anti-displacement and relocation Plan: Yes[ | No[ ]
(3) Drug-free workplace: Yes[ ] No[_]
(4) Anti-lobbying Yes[ ] No[]
(5) Authority of Jurisdiction Yes[ ] No[ ]
(6) Consistency with Plan Yes[] No[_]
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(7) Acquisition and relocation Yes[ ] No[ ]

(8) Section 3 Yes[ ] No[ ]
CDBG:**

(1) Citizen Participation Yes[] No[]

(2) Community Development Plan Yes[ | No[ ]

(3) Following Plan Yes[] No[]

(4) Use of funds Yes[ | No[ ]

(5) Excessive Force Yes[ | No[ ]

(6) Compliance with anti-discrimination

law Yes[ ] No[]
(7) Compliance with lead-based paint
procedures Yes[ | No[ ]

(8) Compliance with laws Yes[ | No[ ]
ESG:

(1) Not less than 10-years Yes[ | No[] -N/A-

(2) Not less than 3-years Yes[ | No[] -N/A-

(3) Service Provision Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

(4) Safe and Sanitary Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

(5) Supportive Services Yes[ | No[] -N/A-

(6) Match Requirements Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

(7) Confidentiality Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

(8) Employing or involving the homeless Yes[ | No[] -N/A-

(9) Consolidated Plan compliance Yes[ ] No[] -N/A-

(10) Discharge policy Yes[ | No[] -N/A-
HOME

(1) TBRA is consistent w/Plan Yes[ | No[] -N/A-

(2) Use for eligible activities Yes[ ] No[]

(3) Monitor for subsidy layering Yes[ ] No[]
HOPWA:

(1) Meet urgent needs Yes[] No[] -N/A-

(2) 10- or 3-year operation Yes[] No[] -N/A-

**The certification period for the CDBG program’s overall benefit requirements must be
consistent with the period certified in the prior certification.

Based on my review of the Plan against the regulations, I have determined the Plan is:
Approved []

Disapproved [ ]
Date plan disapproved (in part or in its entirety):

Note: Written notification of disapproval must be communicated to the applicant in
accordance with 24 CFR 91.500(c). If disapproved, provide documentation including
dates and times on incompleteness determination, and discussions with grantee and
Headquarters:

Reviewed by DATE:
Program Manager DATE:
CPD Director DATE:
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RESOLUTION NO. _ id i )7

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE CITY OF BRYAN’S COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT AND HOME FUNDS 2010-2014, 5-YEAR CONSOLIDATED PLAN AND 2010
CONSOLIDATED ACTION PLAN AND APPROVING THE PROPOSED USE OF THESE
FUNDS; AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE TO EXECUTE AND
SUBMIT THE CITY OF BRYAN’S 2010-2014 5-YEAR CONOLIDATED PLAN AND THE 2010
CONSOLIDATED ACTION PLAN, FOR $1,017,828 IN COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT FUNDS AND $471,868 IN HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIP FUNDS, TO
THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND TO PERFORM
OTHER DUTIES AS REQUIRED BY THE UNITED STATES HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ' IN ORDER TO IMPLEMENT THE PROJECTS
IDENTIFIED IN THE 2010-2014 5-YEAR CONSOLIDATED PLAN AND THE 2010-2014
ANNUAL ACTION PLANS; AUTHORIZING HUD REPRESENTATIVES AND THE FEDERAL
COMPTROLLER GENERAL TO EXAMINE RECORDS RELATIVE TO THE PROGRAMS;
APPOINTING THE CITY MANAGER OR HIS DESIGNEE TO ACT AS THE RESPONSIBLE
LOCAL OFFICIAL; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE:

WHEREAS, the City of Bryan, Texas is a home rule city with the legal authority to apply for and
accept Federal funds described as the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) and the Home
Investment Partnership Program (HOME); and

WHEREAS, the programs will be conducted and administered in conformity with the appropriate
Federal legislation and regulations referred to in the Community Development Act, 1992 and the National
Affordable Housing Act of 1990;-and

WHEREAS, the citizens of Bryan, Texas have been furnished adequate information concerning
proposed CDBG and HOME projects; and

WHEREAS, the Community Development staff has prepared the 2010-2014 5-Year Consolidated
Action Plan (5-Year Plan) and the 2010 Consolidated Action Plan (2010 Plan) for submission to the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD); and

WHEREAS, the funding recommendations were developed by the Community Development
Advisory Committee and the Bryan-College Station Joint Relief Funding Review Committee following
extensive public participation, site visits, and an application review process; and

WHEREAS, views of citizens have been solicited and obtained through public hearings; and

WHEREAS the priorities, objectives, and goals in the 5-Year Plan and the 2010 Plan were
developed through surveys, consultations, focus groups, public meetings and public hearings; and

WHEREAS, the City of Bryan, Texas is willing to implement the certifications provided in the
applications and Action Plans described herein below; and

WHEREAS, the 2010 Plan describes how the City of Bryan intends to utilize $1,017,828 in
CDBG funds and $471,868 in HOME funds;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF BRYAN, TEXAS THAT:




Section 1.

The City Council hereby approves the proposed priorities, strategies, outcome measurements and
objectives as stated in the 5-Year Plan and the 2010 Consolidated Action Plan and further incorporates the
5-Year Plan and the 2010 Consolidated Action Plan into this Resolution by reference for all purposes.

Section 2.

The Ci/ty Council hereby approves of the allocation of CDBG and HOME funds as stated in the 2010
Plan, and incorporates the 2010 Plan into this Resolution by reference for all purposes.

Section 3,

The City Manager of the City of Bryan is hereby authorized to sign and submit to HUD, as the official act
of the City, the 5-Year Plan and the 2010 Plan for funds for the purpose of participating in the CDBG and
HOME programs. and any subsequent Plans. The applications include an Executive Summary of the
proposed 5-Year Plan, including actions to address priority needs identified in that plan, proposed actions
for the 2010 Plan, and program certifications, all of which items are hereby approved.

Section 4.
The City Manager of Bryan, Texas or his/her designee is authorized as the representative of the City of
Bryan in connection with the Plans. He/she is authorized to provide such additional information as may
be required, and to execute whatever forms or documents are determined by the Secretary of HUD as
necessary to effectuate or implant the Certifications in the application.

Section 5.

Any authorized representative of HUD or the Comptroller General is hereby granted the right of access to
examine all records, books, papers or documents related to the grants.

Section 6.
The City Manager of Bryan, Texas or his/her designee is hereby appointed as the responsible local
official under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 insofar as such provisions apply; and does
consent and accept the jurisdiction of the Federal courts for the purpose of enforcement of his/her
responsibilities as such officials.

Section 7.
Any resolutions or parts of resolutions that are in conflict with this Resolution are hereby rescinded to the

extent of the conflict.

THIS RESOLUTION SHALL BE EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY UPON ITS PASSAGE AND
ADOPTION.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED at the regular City Council meeting on this |3 day of July 2010.




ATTEST:

Mary Lynn , City Secretary

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Jan%’ . Hampton, City Attorney

CITY OF BRYAN

v

BY:

: J ’
Jasor(] B}ensk'i; Mayor



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARINGS
THURSDAY, APRIL 8, 2010
6:00 P.M.

BRYAN MUNICIPAL BUILDING
BASEMENT TRAINING ROOM
300 SOUTH TEXAS AVENUE
BRYAN, TEXAS

. Call to order

. Recognition of Affidavits filed in response to State Law on Disclosure of Local Citizens Conflict
of Interest

Il Approval of the Minutes from the March 11, 2010 Public Meeting

V. Hear Citizens

V. Presentation, Discussion, and Possible Action on Community Development Services
Department’s Programs:

Minor Repair

Major Rehabilitation/Reconstruction

Housing Developments

Homebuyer’s Assistance

LaSalle Hotel Management

Public Services and Public Facilities/Infrastructure
Neighborhood Stabilization Program

VI. Call to order Public Hearings

a.

b.

C.

d.

e.

f.

g.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Open Public Hearing I: The Planning & Development of the 2010-2014 5 Year
Consolidated Plan for Community Development Block and Home Investment Partnership
Program funds: Presentation, Community Development Staff

a. Comments by Committee

b. Public Comments
Close Public Hearing |
Open Public Hearing II: The Planning & Development of the 2010 Consolidated Action
Plan for Community Development Block and Home Investment Partnership Program
funds: Presentation, Community Development Staff

a. Comments by Committee

b. Public Comments
Close Public Hearing Il
Open Public Hearing I11: The Planning & Development of the 2010 Consolidated Action
Plan for Community Development Block and Home Investment Partnership Program
funds: Presentation, Community Development Staff

a. Comments by Committee

b. Public Comments
Close Public Hearing 11

VII.  Adjournment

FOR INFORMATION ON TDD, SIGN LANGUAGE INTERPRETATION, OR OTHERTRANSLATION
OF ACCESSIBILITY INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT APRIL SAGINOR AT  209-5120. PLEASE TRY
TO CONTACT THE ABOVE PERSON AT LEAST 48 HOURS BEFORE THE SCHEDULED TIME OF THE
MEETING SO THAT YOUR REQUEST MAY BE COMPLETELY FULFILLED.



Il
V.

VI.

VII.

VIIIL.

IX.

XI.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AGENDA
REGULAR PUBLIC MEETING
And
PUBLIC HEARINGS
Thursday, June 24, 2010
6:00 P.M.
Bryan Municipal Office Building, Basement Training Room
BRYAN, TEXAS 77803
Call to order Public Meeting
Recognition of Affidavits filed in response to State law on Disclosure of Local Citizens Conflict
of Interest
Approval of the Minutes from June 10, 2010 Public Meeting
Recognition of Visitors/Citizens to be heard
Public Hearing I:

a. Call to order Public Hearing |
b. Presentation on 2010-2014 5-Year Consolidated Plan
C. Public Comments
d. Committee Comments
e. Close Public Hearing |
Public Hearing II:
a. Call to order Public Hearing Il
b. Presentation on 2010 Consolidated Action Plan
C. Public Comments
d. Committee Comments
e. Close Public Hearing Il
Public Hearing I1I:
a. Call to order Public Hearing I
b. Presentation on Fair Housing and Affirmative Marketing
C. Public Comments
d. Committee Comments
e. Close Public Hearing 11

Presentation, Discussion, and Possible Action on Community Development Services
Department's Programs:
Minor Repair
Major Rehabilitation/Reconstruction
Housing Developments
Homebuyer’s Assistance
LaSalle Management
f. Public Services and Public Facilities/Infrastructure
Presentation, Discussion and Possible Action on Neighborhood Stabilization Program
Presentation, Discussion and Possible Action on Community Development Block Grant -
Recovery Program (CDBG-R)
Adjournment

®Po0 o

FOR INFORMATION ON TDD SIGNLANGUAGE INTERPRETATION, OR OTHER TRANSLATION OR
ACCESSIBILITY INFORMATION, PLEASE CONTACT APRIL SAGINOR AT 979-209-5120. PLEASE TRY
TO CONTACT THE ABOVE PERSON AT LEAST 48 HOURS BEFORE THE SCHEDULED TIME OF THE
MEETING SO THAT YOUR REQUEST MAY BECOMPLETELY FULFILLED.



Mayor Jason Bienski Councilmembers
Mayor Pro Tem Ann Horton Richard M. Cortez, Sr.

Art Huglies
Chuck Konderla
Paul Madison
Mike Southerland

AGENDA

BRYAN CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING
TUESDAY, JULY 13, 2010 - 3:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, BRYAN MUNICIPAL BUILDING
300 SOUTH TEXAS AVENUE, BRYAN, TEXAS

CALL TO ORDER (Room 305)

EXECUTIVE SESSION - The City Council has determined a necessity to go into a closed to the
public session under the provisions of Section 551, Texas Government Code. and the following topics
may be discussed:

.

under the authority of Section 551.086, competitive matters — determine matters that are
competitive matters as defined in the Texas Open Meetings Act and Resolution No. 2639, and
discuss competitive matters related to Bryan Texas Utilities and deliberate on such matters as
may be deemed necessary:

under the authority of Section 551.071, consultation with attorney — receive legal advice on
competitive matters, receive legal advice regarding Residential Neighborhood Conservation
District zoning ordinance, seek legal advice regarding oil and gas ordinance, receive legal advice
regarding public improvement districts and management districts. receive legal advice regarding
performance agreement with Sanderson Farms, receive legal advice regarding BTU Board
ordinance, and receive legal advice regarding animal shelter agreement:

under the authority of Section 551.074. personnel - discussion of duties and responsibilities of
City Auditor and 