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Executive Summary

ES05 Executive Summar24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)

1. Introduction

The City of Marietta, Ohio, part of the Parkersbi#tgrietta-Vienna MetropolitarStatistical Area, is the
seat of government and commerce and largest city in Washington County, @aishington County is
situated in the Ohio Appalachian region and is predominantly rdraé regional economy is diverse
with petro-chemical/plastics achoring traditional industry, although healthcare and service industry
jobs have predominated in recent year&gribusiness tends to be an important part of the rural
economy outside Marietta, and the larger region is marked by its timber, coal, oilandal gas
resources.Marietta seeks to be a recreational and tourist destination, with its strong historical
character as the first permanent settlement in the Northwest Territory providing a significant reason for
tourists to visit. Marietta is also aiver city at the confluence of the Muskingum and Ohio rivers, which
provides opportunities for riverboat tourism and the potential to grow an outdoor recreational
economy.

To summarize important points of data, the population of the City of Mariett®ikb3the HUD

provided dataset predominantly used for planning purposes) was estimated to consist of 13,995 persons

in 5,955 householdsThis figure reflects a decline of approximatell$s from base year 2009 data of

14,085 persons in 6,055 householddese population losses are consistent with declining regional

economic conditionsMarietta has an aging population, with 35% of all Marietta households having at

least one person aged 62 or oldekccording to HURINE2 @A RSR RI G = 2 Ofbidbonpr™s 2 F
is white, with racial/ethnic population across five other categories cumulatively totaling the balance of

the population.

HUDprovided data also tells us that Area Median Income in the jurisdiction was $32,455 in 2015, as
compared to National Medin Household Income in 2015 of $55,7%8hile there are no areas of
disproportionate concentration of racial/ethnic minorities in the city of Marietta, the city has many
neighborhoods where the predominant income level istmsmoderate (LMI).The Cityas a whole has

a population which exceeds 52% LMI, while a majority of census tract block groups are more than 51%
LMI and two block groups (residential Harmar and Norwood) are nearly 709 hidIprovides ample
opportunity for creation of more suitabléving environments citywide, as well as in more particutarly
defined highLMI service areadn sum, CDBG as a planning and community development resource is
oriented at the very type of community demographics one encounters in Maridtte largest

chd £t SyaS Ay FRYAYAAUSNAYy3 Iy STFFSOGAGS /5. D LINEIANI
of floodplain and historic districtdHowever, with a welktrategized approach to community
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improvement which emphasizes rehabilitation of existing comitwinfrastructure, targeted
investment in rehabilitating decent affordable housing and the provision of public services, this
challenge is not necessarily insurmountable.

The City of Marietta has been awarded $411,593 in 2021 Community DevelopmenGedotKCDBG)

funding. These funds will be strategically spent to maximize the benefit of this limited financial resource

to the city while serving the national objectives of the Housing and Community Development Act of

1974. An important consideration ideveloping a plan to administer this funding is choosing public

policyT I 2 NBR Ay @SaldySyia gKAOK INB O2YLI GA06ftS 6AGK
and this plan attempts to navigate those challenges.

2. Summary of the objectives and oobmes identified in the Plan Needs Assessment
Overview

¢ KS LINBaASNBIGA2Y 2F RSOSyd FTF2NRIO0fS K2dhkeAy3d KI &
average City of Marietta house was built in 1946, with 45% of the housing stock dating to 1939 or

earlier. There is very little actual or potential new residential construction, and home values appear to

be increasing disproportionately to LMI means.this context, the City faces headwinds of a loegn

declining population and an increasinglyirmgdemographic which data suggests has become overall less
well-off over time. Under these circumstances, it is important to preserve the LMI housing that exists

and to ensure that it continues to be in decent conditidrhis kind of assistance also peLMiqualified

program participants by allowing them to put their limited resources to other ends.

Public infrastructure and facilities improvement is an oftequested category of CDBG

investment. The City deems this project category to be its seamodt important need.Given the

challenging terrain for physical work due to extensive floodplain areas and large historic districts, it is

important to think strategically about what can realistically be done in which locatiBtreet, sidewalk

and alley rehabilitation and reconstruction and AENented barrier removal have the potential to be a

successful strategy given regulatory public policy that puts rehabilitation or reconstruction of existing
infrastructure and facilities through a less demandilegisionmaking process in areas of floodplain,

FYR 3IAGSYy 1 y3dzZ IS Ay al NRASG G ISEategicalyBraandg iy G A O | 3 N.
category of programming seems to make a lot of sense for a city like Marietta which has limited capacity

and MBG resources.

Neighborhood revitalization is envisioned to achieve the same types of outcomes as the public
infrastructure improvement project, albeit with a more specific geographic focus irchiMientrated
residential areasWhile public infrastructue improvement could occur in LMbncentrated areas, the

use of the LMI limited clientele national objective to accomplish the removal of barriers to ADA access
could occur citywide This category of funding, however, seeks more specifitaigeted neigpborhood
benefit. Although slum and blightriented efforts could in the future be conducted under the banner of
neighborhood revitalization, the fact that present slum and blight elimination efforts are already
ongoing with choicédimiting actions havinglready been taken by the city makes it impossible to
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support current efforts with CDBGHowever, in the future, if the required lead time for environmental
analysis is built into prospective slum and blight spots suitable for elimination, the scape of t
neighborhood revitalization goal could be reconsidered.

Transportation is another important objective in a rural county without publictyvided bus routes,

and collaboration with Community Action to continue present service levels addresses theormreatd
citywide transportation available to those without licenses (including those with suspended licenses),
those who cannot drive or have lost their ability to do so, those without access to private transportation
and those who cannot afford taxi sergg

Finally, Marietta is reckoning with a homeless population (comprised of a mix of permanent homeless
and transient homeless) that appears to have been steadily increasing overAitaeessing this
apparently growing need is an objective of this plamg programming has accordingly been designed to
provide a facility to support a winter homeless dfippcenter. This serves the goal of creating a
nonthreatening point of contact for the homeless, providing temporary comfort on cold days, and
increasinchomeless awareness of other presently available homeless services.

3. Evaluation of past performance

Community Development Block Grant funding continues to be a vital resource to the City of Marietta
and its residents.The intention of this Consolidateda® is to learn from the lessons of past experience
to develop a better CDBG program in order to preserve the availability of this resource going forward.

Core CDBG recurring programming is basically solihd.housing rehabilitation programs that theycit

has administered for many years address a need which has long been appropriately designated as
highestpriority. Support for the Community Action Bus Line fills a gap in service and makes it possible
for low-to-moderate income people with limited alteatives to travel and conduct business in

town. These areas of past programming continue to be badly needed.

Yet, past program performance has too often suffered from poor planning structure, defective
performance measurements, and a proliferationpobjects without consideration of administrative
capacity. Also, past designation of "target areas" has been unproductive in a small town of less than
14,000 people (and with over 52% overall LMI populati@).the other side of the coin, a basic
misuncerstanding of "target areas" has emerged in past activity creation, apparently on the theory that
any kind of CDB#@ligible physical work can be done in any 51+% census tract block group without close
consideration of residential status, formal serviceagrer other pertinent factorsActivities conceived

in this misunderstanding were in the past created in IDIS on the same basis, or else treated as "citywide"
LMA activities.All of these performance issues have been addressed in this Consolidated Risuplan

does away with formal target areas, limits the number of projects and goals to a level anticipated to be
more reasonably administrable, ties projects directly into performance measures (Goal Outcome
Indicators) which are measurable, and struetsiall of the above to meet the priority needs which
emerged after study, data collection and consideration of community feedback.
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Past program weaknesses seem to have been driven in part by a lack of CDBG policies and procedures
(and partially, beyond thaby an extremely small and capacliyited Development Department)A

critigue and substantial reinvention of the programming that can be administered by such a department
is necessary, given that the preparation of the 2020 CAPER suggested an ymstgtalen without solid
performance measurement standards or meaningful tracking of accomplishm@éfiten it becomes

difficult in the preparation of a CAPER even to determine what the accomplishments were or how to
present them, this is an indication thatprogram needs to be substantially restructured and refocused.

Working with HUBprovided consultants in 2021 after requesting technical assistance, the Marietta
Development Department has been guided in its development of this Consolidated Plan even as it
concurrently works toward comprehensive CDBG policies and procedures to guide the future direction
of the program.This Consolidated Plan (in particular, the focused approach of the strategic plan and the
limited number of projects oriented at meeting exgific measurable goals) is the first fruit of that
collaboration. The hope with this Consolidated Plan is to learn from identified program weaknesses in
order to create a sustainable program which pays increased attention to producing tangible results fo
low-to-moderate income persons citywidéast successful CDBG programming is replicated, and best
efforts will be made to strengthen program performance.

4, Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process

al NASGGlF Qa (hdhd dosyftatibd-prededs @A dalhsdlidated Plan 2Z22began in

2020. The thenDevelopment Director held three 2020 public meetings to solicit project ideas, and then
presented a CDBG project budget to CounEiile projects listed in the budget consid of smaller

dollar investments in a large variety of projects with physical impdactincil tabled the adoption of

this budget out of concern that additional planning should precede budget presentatiimough few
specific budget items were carrieer into the ultimate plan, this 2020 planning process did document
strong community request (both from individual residents and stakeholders) for infrastructure, facilities
and neighborhood revitalizatieoriented projects.

When a new Development Direntwas brought into the Development Department in January 2021,
citizen participation and consultation efforts were renewed under substantial time
pressure.Consultation efforts were initiated via email given CODIn some cases this led to
telephonediscussions or #person consultationsln most cases where consultation was achieved, the
original emails precipitated responsive emails.those cases where consultation was attempted but
not achieved, this was due to recipients' failure to respond.

These consultations were supplemented by several emails sent to community contacts promoting a
community Needs Agssment survey developed to seek feedbathke survey was published on the
Marietta website and in the newspaper, in addition to being sent to contacts through multiple rounds of
email. The published notices on the website and in the newspaper, asawéle emails, encouraged

LMI resident survey participatiorOut of a total of 37 responses, the survey resulted in approximately
10% of respondents identifying themselves as Marietta LMI neighborhood residents, although the
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nonresponse rate of the optial question means that true LMI participation could be between 10% and
23% of respondents35% of respondents identified themselves as Marietta residents, which puts
Marietta resident response between 35% and 48Ptae balance of respondents appear to @deen
community organizational contact#\s is common in a smaller town located in a rural region, many
community contacts and stakeholders operate in the City of Marietta but live outside of city

limits. Although the survey was published online, twasiens of the survey were made availahlan
electronic Google Forms version which was completed by 35 respondents, and an optional print and
mail version which was posted on the city website as an alternative to taking the survey online (which
two persors used).

Along with the community survey, the Development Department held a virtual needs assessment public
hearing in early MarchThe meeting was hosted on Facebook Live and Zoom, and was facilitated by the
City I.T. DepartmentA physical space wass&rved for those who required physical accommodations to
participate in the meetingThe hearing was held during daytime hours while public transportation was
operational, although nobody ultimately attended in persdrhe Zoom link was made availabletba
website in advance of the hearing, even as the newspaper notice contained information about how to
access links to the virtual hearing from the city websi& the hearing, community data, needs
assessment and basic program information was preserda&uhg with a request for community needs
assessment feedback and further encouragement to participants to participate in the published

survey. This outreach resulted in further contact from a homeless advocate, with whom the
Development Director took tevonsite trips to city homeless camp locations.

5. Summary of public comments

Public commentary, if received during the final notice and comment period, will be either added here as
a replacement to this placeholder text, or else as an attachment toittadiy-submitted plan.

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

Public commentary not accepted, if received during the final notice and comment period, will be either
added here as a replacement to this placeholtixt, or else as an attachment to the finatiybmitted
plan.

7. Summary

¢CKS /AGe 2F alNASOGGFrQa wnum /2yaz2f ARFGSR tfly OFY
focus and attempts to implement strategy in choosing project categofRegher than viewing CDBG as

a funding source to be spread around in smaller dollar amounts among a large number of projects,

al NASGGlrQa adNrdS3e aK2dzZ R 6S G2 R2 | avlfft SN ydzy
more attention to the details of eadbefore committing funds to specific activitie¥his revisioning of

al NASGGlFrQa O2YYdzyAide RS@GSt2LIYSyd LINBPINFXY &aSSi1a G2
results for citizens.
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While economic development could be characterized as a community Meaiktta should not pursue

an economic development program at this timéconomic Development is one of the most technical

and complex CDBG program types to administer, and is therefore a program type best suited to cities

with substantial CDBG resources NA SG il Qa /5. D SyidaAdtSySyid A& SEGN
substantial basic needs that far exceed resource limitations before one even begins to consider

economic developmentWithout a serious and focused economic development program, it is not

strategically appropriate to justify activities on the grounds of economic development that neither

create jobs nor provide direct and tangible benefits or services to businesses.

Use of subrecipients should also be strategic and limifuds ConsolidatePlan attempts to balance

the risk of collaborating with subrecipients against the benefits that subrecipients can provide in the
administration of public services his Consolidated Plan also recognizes the distinction between
subrecipients and benefigiies, in choosing subrecipient relationships which will ultimately provide
direct and tangible benefit to LMI persons (such as the homeless or those in need of transportation)
rather than subrecipient relationships which would only provide tangential bieteeLMI persons.

This consolidated plan is intended to be a document of focused strategic renewal: focused strategy in
directing expenditures toward identified needs, as well as renewal in attempting to better serve the
spirit of CDBG (which has asptémary purposes support for LMI housing and the improvement of the
suitability of LMI living environments, as judged against the need for documented national
objectives). The strategy, goals or needs presented in this plan may have to shift over ttseofehe

plan in response to changing conditions or unexpected outcomes; by the same token, the City could
ultimately request that the plan be extended for additional years (up to five in total) should its aims and
focus prove successful.

In sum, this pla represents an honest attempt at programmatic improvemeftthough success in any
endeavor is never guaranteed, this document should be understood as much as a statement of purpose
as a set of projected outcomes.
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The Process

PRO5 Lead & Responsibleg&ncies 24 CFR 91.200(b)

1. Describe agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those
responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source

The following are the agencies/entities responsible for preparing the Qidased Plan and
those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.

Agency Role

Name

Department/Agency

Lead Agency

MARIETTA

CDBG Administrator

City Development Department

HOPWA Administrator

HOME Administrator

HOPWAC Administrator

Narrative

Tablel ¢ Responsible Agencies

CKS /AGe 2F al NARSGGL
(CDBG) progranCity Development Director, Daniel Eversomeiponsible for the administration of the
CDBG programThe City of Marietta also receives CHIP, with the local Public Housing Agency (PHA),
WashingtoaMorgan Community Action, being responsible for the administration of the CHIP Program.

Aa

Consolidated Pla Public Contact Information

by SyiaAadtSYSyd O2vYyYdzAde

City of Marietta Development Department Daniel Eversdaeverson@mariettaoh.net, 74873-9354

City of Marietta Development Clerk: lisaforshey@mariettaoh.net 3489354

Consolidated Plan
OMBControl No: 2508117 (exp. 09/30/2021)
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PR10 Consultationg 91.100, 91.110, 91.200(b), 91.300(b), 91.215(l) and
91.315(1)

1. Introduction

The Marietta Development Department is in the process of improving and refining its communication,
coordination,and integration skills.Anteractions with a broad crossection of local and regional

housing and social service resources has traditionally fostered an excellent communication
network.A Consultation efforts in this consolidated planning cycle includiegtt phone and email
outreach to community contacts, the publication and distribution of a community needs assessment
survey, and the consultation of plans and internet resources published by relevant agencies and
community partners.AThe Development Dmartment in early 2021 also reached out into the

community to widely request communifipcused data to assist in the development of a consolidated
plan, reviewing and sorting through that data to identify information relevant or helpful to the
ConsolidatedPlanning process.Although not all of the data gathered (which was voluminous) was
worked into the final draft of the Consolidated Plan, these data sources were useful to supplement the
HUDprovided data where additional data sources were deemed necgssa

t NEGARS I O2yOA&aS adzYYINE 2F GKS 2dz2NRARAOGAZ2Y
public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health

and service agencies (91.215(1)).

In an effort to strengthen partnershipamong all levels of government and the private sector, including
for-profit and nonprofit organizations, the City facilitates both public information forums and directed
consultation meetings.AJltimately, the objective of these liaisons is to increaffectiveness in

meeting community development goals.

Regularly scheduled meetings and committee seats have traditionally included:

Family and Children First;

Emergency Food and Shelter Committee;

Continuum of Care;

Housing Advisory Council;

Workforce Invetment Board;

Development Advisory Board,;

WashingtoaMorgan Community Action;

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 9
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Section 8 staff;

CHIP staff;

Marietta Main Street;

Marietta Disabilities Commission;

Fair Housing Board;

Washington County Resources Board;

Pedestrian Safety Committee;

Habitatfor Humanity- Housing; and

city slum and blight removal interdepartmental efforts.

To supplement these efforts, a community survey and open community invitation for mailed or email
responses was sent out in 2021 to representatives of public and privateces (including those

involved with assisted housing, health services, social services, victim services, employment and
education), community and regional organizations representing protected class members, fair housing
enforcement personnel, public amiivate organizations, the continuum of care, pubkftipded

institutions that may discharge into homelessness, and business and civic leaBgeduation of the
communityég¢ ¢, s broadband needs was handled by consulting resources suggested in 81 RIRA0997
evaluating community broadband infrastructure.

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 unaommpanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness

WashingtorMorgan County Community Action is the designated Public Housing Agency (PHA) for
Washington County, OH.&he City of Marietta works closely with PHA staff at Washinitorgan
Community Actia on Continuum of Care matters, as Community Action is the Continuum of Care lead
agency and HMIS administrator @ity of Marietta Development Department holds a seat on the
Continuum of Care committee and, with the other agencies represented by se#te aommittee,
participates in coordinated efforts to address the needs of homeless persons and persons at risk for
homelessness.Ahe City of Marietta refers all instances of possible homelessness to the PHA as they
arise.

In 2021, the Marietta Developnmé Department specifically consulted with Community Action about
Point in Time and program use statistics, the administrator of the Salvation Armyég¢,¢s SleepSAfe

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 10
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Program about program use data, and representatives of the Washington County Homeless Coalition
about their knowledge of grountével data.

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the jurisdiction's area in
determining how to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards and evaluate
outcomes, and develop funding, policseand procedures for the administration of HMIS

The City of Marietta Development Department holds a seat on the Continuum of Care committee and,
with the other agencies seated on the committee, coordinates funding allocations for the
program.ACommunity Ation, as the lead agency, develops performance standards based on
committee recommendations as well as the administration of HMIS.

2. Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process
and describe the jurisdictions condations with housing, social service agencies and other
entities

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 11
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Table2 ¢ Agencies, groups, organizations who participated

1 | Agency/Group/Organization Washington Morgan Community Action
Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing
PHA
Services Housing
Serviceshomeless
Services=ducation
ServicesEmployment
What section of the Plan was Housing Need Assessment
addressed by Consultation? Leadbased Paint Strategy
Homelessness Strategy
Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
HomelesNeeds- Families with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Anti-poverty Strategy
How was the The City's Development Department consults on a
Agency/Group/Organization consulted regular basis with staff of Washingtdfiorgan
and what are the anticipated outcomey Community Action to discuss housing programs,
of the consultation or areas for issues, and solutions. Discussion takes place durir
improved coordination? bi-monthly Continuum of Care meetings, Housing
Choice Vouchgorogram monitoring and interviews,
and on a case basis through referrals.
2 | Agency/Group/Organization Ohio State University Extension Office

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services=ducation

Publicly Funded Institution/System of Care
Regionabrganization

Planning organization

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Referred to other points of contact with knowledge
fair housing and homelessness

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipatecbutcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to Family and Consumer Sciences Edud
requesting feedback on a wide variety of topics. Hé¢
response was to refer to other points of contact on
issues of homelessness and faiuking. Also
included this contact on distribution list of two emai
sent to publicize CDBG Needs Assessment comml
survey. Consultation was accomplished, but not
directly productive. lsperson consultation with a
more refined scope would improve furte
coordination with this point of contact.

Consolidated Plan
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3 | Agency/Group/Organization

The O'Neill Center

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicesElderly Persons
General consultation on any points of knowledge

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

NonHomeless Special Needs
Elder issues

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to O'Neil Center Assistant Director seek|
feedback on avide range of issues, but with special
emphasis placed on elder services. Asst. Director
worked with the O'Neil Center Director to provide
feedback in the form of the Washington County 2042
Mobility Management Approval and Coordinated
Transit Plan 2022024 Approval, designating Bucke
Hills Regional Council as the lead agency for
Washington County's Mobility Management prograr
This coordination led to a recognition of the
importance of public transportation to the elderly.
Also included this contactodistribution list of two
emails sent to publicize CDBG Needs Assessment
community survey. Future coordination would be
improved by irperson discussion under less time
constrained circumstances.

4 | Agency/Group/Organization

Washington county Family ar@hildren First Council

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government County
Regional organization
Planning organization
Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment

Homelessness Strategy

Market Analysis

Considered FCF publications in general assessmel
need

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 13
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How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email seeking consulting information,
publications and data from the Family and Children
First Council. Received a reply directing Developm
Department to Washington County Family and
Children First's website and a list of publications an
resources responsive to community needs
assessmenincluding six surveys. Also included thi
contact on distribution list of two emails sent to
publicize CDBG Needs Assessment community su
Future coordination could be improved by working
under less time constraints, having argerson
conversatiornwith the organizational representative,
and narrowing focus of inquiry.

Agency/Group/Organization

Marietta City Schools

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicesChildren

Publicly Funded Institution/System of Care

Other government Local

Civic Leaders

General request for information on community need

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

General information requested

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areagor
improved coordination?

Sent email to Marietta City Schools Superintendent
seeking information on a broad range of subjects.
Response was that the request was very broad, bu
Superintendent recommended that correspondence
be directed to Washington CotynFamily and
Children First Council who would be a better sourcg
data and information. This consultation did not
directly influence any part of the Consolidated Plan
due to the lack of direct feedback, but the referral
was useful. Also included thisntact in two emails
sent publicizing community survey. Future
consultation would benefit from kperson contact
and a limited and more narrow discussion under leg
time constraints.

Consolidated Plan
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Agency/Group/Organization

Marietta Main Street / ReStore Marietta

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization
Planning organization
Business Leaders

Civic Leaders

Business and Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Economic Development
Coordination of planning with other citywidsforts

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to Executive Director of Marietta Main
Street seeking feedback on a wide variety of subjeq
with an emphasis on economic/employmerglated
challenges in the area. Response providing a weal
of data and information, including a copy of the
downtown improvement plan and statistics on
various business indicators compiled and created b
Buckeye Hs Regional Council and other
organizations. This consultation was very
enlightening about the state of local employment ar|
economic matters, as well as ongoing downtown
revitalization efforts. This contact was also include
on two emails sent to puldize community Needs
Assessment survey. In the future, coordination col
be improved by irperson consultation and a focuseq
discussion more limited to economic development.
But in the end, this consultation was one of the mog
productive because of thsheer volume of
information made available to the Marietta
Development Department for needs assessment ar
planning purposes.

Agency/Group/Organization

Salvation Army

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Housing
ServicesChildren
Serviceslderly Persons
Servicedhomeless

Civic Leaders
Faith-based ministry

Consolidated Plan
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What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to Salvation Army seeking input on a br
rangeof topics, with a noted emphasis on
homelessness in view of the group's special focus
this issue. Received referral to other points of
community contact on notmomelessness issues.
Received detailed information about the Salvation
Army SleepSAfe Pragn, as well as program use
statistics and general information about the state of
homelessness in Marietta/\Washington County. Als
copied this contact on two emails sent to publicize
community Needs Assessment survey. Present
Salvation Army leadership hhsen reassigned and
will no longer be in Marietta for future consultation
purposes, but coordination with replacements could
be improved with more lead time/less time pressure
in-person discussion and a more narrowed focus.

8 | Agency/Group/Organization

Washington County Behavioral Health Board

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services Housing
ServicesPersons with Disabilities
ServicedHealth

Health Agency

Other government County

Other government Local
Planning organization

Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless

General consultation leading to development of wid
contact list
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How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipatedutcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Consultation emails began via coordination with
president of the Washington County Behavioral
Health Board. Although he did not directly provide
consultation information, his referral to the
Behavioral Health Board Compliance Officer was v
productive. The Compliance Officer shared her list
community contacts, which allowed for a much widy¢
scope of both attempted and accomplished
community consultation than would have otherwise
been pasible. She also directly provided resources
and data within her possession. The original
Behavioral Health Board contacts and all those on
their contact list were subsequently copied on emai
sending out a communitywide Needs Assessment
survey. Futureoordination could be improved unde
less time pressure, with iperson contact and with a
narrowed focus of discussion.

Agency/Group/Organization

Washington County Health Department

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicedPersons with HIV/AIDS
ServicedHealth

Health Agency

Planning organization

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Market Analysis
General community need across contexts

Howwas the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to the Washington County Health
Department division "Creating Healthy Communitie
Coalition." Coalitionapresentative responded with
the community needs assessment performed by thg
Creating Healthy Communities Coalition, which
provided a wealth of information both about
community need and about how various aspects of
living (including housing, environmentg@omic
opportunity etc.) impacts health and wellness
outcomes. Copied this contact also on two emails
sent to publicize Needs Assessment survey. Futur
coordination could be improved through-person
discussion and under less time pressure.

Consolidated Plan
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10

Agency/Group/Organization

Washington County Department of Jobs and Family
Services

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing

Services Housing

ServiceChildren

ServicesElderly Persons

ServicesPersons with Disabilities
ServicesEmployment

Child Welfare Agency

Publicly Funded Institution/System of Care
Other government County

Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need Assessment
Economic Development
Market Analysis

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
andwhat are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent emails seeking input from Director of
Washington County Department of Jobs and Family
Services. Received responsive communications
stating that he could produceountywide information
but did not have the ability to filter the information tc
the level of Mariettaspecific data. Subsequently me
with him in his office to discuss the programs he
administers. This contact was also copied on two
emails sent seekinfgedback for Needs Assessment
survey. Anticipated outcome of the consultation is
better future collaboration between the city and the
county in housing and social services matters.
Coordination could be improved by future
consultation under less timpressured
circumstances.

11

Agency/Group/Organization

Washington County Board of Commissioners

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government County
Business Leaders
Civic Leaders

Consolidated Plan
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What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Housing Needssessment
Homelessness Strategy

HOPWA Strategy

Economic Development

Market Analysis

Discussion was fairly comprehensive

How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to one of the three Washington County
Commissioners. This led to the scheduling of-a sit
down meeting to consult broadly on issues of
common concern between Marietta and Washingto
County. Discussed county affordable housing
initiatives and broadband initiatives, as well as
present status of countywide homelessness. Also
opportunity to meet with other two commissioners t
discuss broadly countywide needs and their relatiof
to Marietta's needs. Future coordination could be
improved through more frequent discussions under
less time pressure, but the conversations were
productive and informative for purposes of placing
Marietta's needs assessment into a broader contex|

12

Agency/Group/Organization

Main Street West

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Serviceshomeless
Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness NeedsUnaccompanied youth

Consolidated Plan
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How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Attempted email contact with representative of Mai
Street West group bunitially received no response.
Subsequently received a call from community
homelessness coordinator/advocate and joined hir
person to visit homeless sites in and around the Cit
of Marietta. This consultation was ghe-ground,
consisting of documeation of conditions and the
creation of a map of known or suspected homeless
camp sites. This approach to consultation was
productive in that it allowed realvorld information to
fill in the gaps created by sparse local data on
homelessness. Other topio$ discussion included
the Development Department's Housing
Rehabilitation Program and how future participatior
in the programs could be improved by getting
information directly to the people who would most
likely need this programming. Future consulbatior
coordination could be improved by keeping tabs on
the evolution of Marietta's homeless population on
the ground.

13 | Agency/Group/Organization

Mid-Ohio valley Employment (MOVE)

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicesEmployment
Regionabrganization
Business and Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was

addressed by Consultation?

Economic Development
Market Analysis

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 20
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How was the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for
improved coordination?

Sent email to MieOhio Valley Employment (MOVE)
broadly requesting feedback on various matters of
community importance. Responsive email was
received indicating that those with past addiction or|
criminal backgrounds experience sigrant
roadblocks to employment in Washington County.
However, MOVE has had success in placing individ
with those characteristics into employment, and the
agency has an Americorfisnded onsite advocate
that helps with various needs. Future coordina
with this contact could be improved by consultation
under less time pressure and arperson meeting
with a narrow focus of discussion on the mission of
MOVE. Homeless coordinator/advocate also
indicated that MOVE has been helpful to him in his
efforts to place the homeless in employment.

14 | Agency/Group/Organization

Southeastern Ohio Legal Services

Agency/Group/Organization Type

ServicesChildren

ServicesElderly Persons

ServicedPersons with Disabilities
ServicesVictims of Domestic Violence
Servicedhomeless

ServiceFair Housing

Services Victims

Publicly Funded Institution/System of Care
Regional organization

Civic Leaders

What section of the Plan was
addressed by Consultation?

Homelessness Strategy

Homeless NeedsChronically homeless
Homeless NeedsFamilies with children
Homelessness Need¥eterans
Homelessness Need&Jnaccompanied youth
Anti-poverty Strategy

Consolidated Plan
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How was the Exchanged emails and phone calls at various point
Agency/Group/Organization consulted time with representative of Southeastern Ohio Legé
and what are the anticipated outcomeg Services, who also is the primary point of contact fg
of the consultation or areas for the Washington County Homeless Project. This
improved coordination? contact's primary interest in consultation tended to
be advocating for public funding of a winter homele
daytime dropin center and related programming.
However, she also provided information about othe
community contacts such as the Salvation Army, a
shared data sources thahe believed would be useft
in consolidated planning efforts. This contact was
also copied on two emails sent to publicize
community needs assessment survey. Future
coordination and consultation could be improved by
further consultation under less timpressure more
generally about the various areas of SEOLS conce
(such as Fair Housing), as well as a formal CDBG
activity application process which would lead to
better organizational capacity screening and
ultimately improve activity selection.

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

The Marietta Development Department compiled a wide list of community resources and agencies for
consultation purposes.Ahe only agencies not consulted were those for which ecoaitact

information was unavailable.®ue to the circumstances of COMIB and time constraints, email and

the use of a survey was thought to be the safest, fastest and best method for gathering broad
community input within a short period of time.

The Qi of Marietta Development Department therefore directed several email communications to a
wide group of community contacts to request community feedback and facilitate specific consultation,
both through publication of the 20223 Consolidated Planningrsey and solicitation of email
responses.ASome organizations gave thorough responses to inquiries about their respective areas of
concern, while other organizations gave no respons8pkcific organizations and classes of
organizations that the City dflarietta attempted to seek feedback from in some fashion during the
Consolidated Planning process included:

1 Regional developmerdriented organizations (Buckeye Hills Regional Council, Washington
Morgan Community Action, Corporation for Ohio Appalachiareld@ment, Inc.)

9 Local Educational Institutions (Marietta City Schools, Belpre City Schools, Marietta College, OSU
Extension Office)

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 22
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1 Adjacent units of local government (Washington County Commissioners, Belpre, Ohio officials)

1 Victimég ¢ s rights supportiversices organizations (Marietta Municipal Court Victimsag, ¢,
Information Program, Washington County Court of Common Pleas Victim Witness Program, the
Eve, Inc. shelter)

1 Agingrelated organizations (The O&¢ ¢ Neill Senior Center)

1 Healthoriented organizationgMarietta-Belpre Health Department, Washington County Health
Department, Marietta Memorial Hospital)

1 Community organization with an interest in historic preservation (Washington County Historical
Society)

1 Continuum of Care board members

1 Representatives dbcal nonprofit and communitpriented organizations (Washington County
Boys and Girlsa¢,¢, Club, Betsey Mills Club, Marietta Community Foundation, Caring Connection,
Southeast Ohio Legal Services, The Right Path, Project Head Start)

1 Representatives of theusiness and civic community (Marietta Main Street, Marietta Chamber
of Commerce, MOVE Staffing, Peopleé¢, ¢, s Bank Theatre)

9 Faithbased organizations involved in community outreach efforts (Methodist church
congregation, Salvation Army)

1 Representatives of sgbance abuse treatment facilities and services (L&P Services, Oriana
House, Rigel Recovery Services, Substance Use Disorder Collaborative, Community Health
Improvement Association)

1 Washington County agencies with specific areas of concern relevant tol{datesd Plan
(Washington County Department of Jobs and Family Services, Veterans Service Commission,
Behavioral Health Board, Childrenéag¢,¢,s Services, Family and Children First Council)

9 Disability suppororiented organizations (Washington County Board ofdd@pmental
Disabilities, WASCO, Inc.)

1 Representatives of organizations with knowledge of persons discharged into homelessness
(Washington County Jail, Sheriffa¢ ¢,s Office, Prosecutorag ¢s Office, Municipal Court, Common
Pleas Court, Drug Court, Juvenile €and Public Defender, Marietta Memorial Hospital)

1 Regional organizations concerned with Fair Housing (Buckeye Hills Regional Council, Washington
County Commissioners)

1 Washington County Emergency Management Agency

1 Other Marietta City Departments (Mariett@ity Police Department, Marietta Fire Department,
Marietta City Law Director, Marietta City Engineering Department, Marietta City Council
membership, Marietta City administration officials)

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 23

OMBControl No: 2508117 (exp. 09/30/2021)



Demo

Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered en preparing the Plan

Name of Plan

Lead Organization

How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap wit
the goals of each plan?

Continuum of Care

WashingtonMorgan
Community Action

The strategic goals of the City of Marietta and of
WashingtoaMorganCommunity Action align in an
overall effort to (1) create, conserve and retain
existing affordable housing; (2) revitalize and prese
targeted atrisk neighborhoods and areas; (3) create
economic development and employment
opportunities; and (4) offer agtation and support
services. WashingteMorgan Community Action
administers the Continuum of Care program to
address the needs of homeless persons and persor
risk of homelessness.

Enrich Marietta
Downtown Plan

ReSTORE Marietta
(Marietta Main
Street)

The strategic goals of the City of Marietta align with
the need identified in the Enrich Marietta Downtown
Plan to promote better accessibility in public facilitie
and infrastructure. Two needs identified in this plan
are the need for complete walkab$treets and the
need for an ADA transition plan. The City of Marieti
ongoing effort to eliminate architectural barriers and
materials that impede universal access supports the
vision of the Enrich Marietta plan for a more walkab

city.

Wash. Co.
Compehensive
Community Health
Assess.

WashCo Wellness
Partners

Priority needs identified in the Community Health
Assessment are consistent with some of the ion
housing needs identified in the 202D23 CDBG
Consolidated Planning process. TFiye community
needs (weakest community factors in need of
improvement) according to this plan include substar
abuse treatment, substance abuse prevention, the
economy, sexual health and education and mental
health treatment. It is hoped that the City of
Marietta's stategic plan will promote better
community health by improving LMI housing
conditions and the suitability of LMI living
environments. Continued support of Community
Action's CABL bus line aligns well with the need for
public transportation identified in tis planning
document.

Consolidated Plan
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Name of Plan

Lead Organization

How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap wit
the goals of each plan?

2019 Community
Health Rankings
and Roadmaps

Robert Wood Johnsol
Foundation and the
University of
Wisconsin Population
Health Institute

This community planning document is deeply
concerned with homeownership and homeownershi
unaffordability, finding a strong correlation between
homeownership and community health. By seeking
provide assistance to homeowners and preserve th
condition of Marietta's housing stock, the Strategic
Plan directs resources toward areas of specifiscern
identified in this document. When LMI households
lack the resources necessary to maintain the condit
of their housing stock, housing becomes increasing
unaffordable to the point of impacting the ability to
live a healthy life (and, in somesss, to the point of
homelessness). To the extent that resources are
available to offset homeowner costs, this assistance
tends to make homeownership more affordable.

ADA Selfvaluation
and Transition Plan
(Phase 1)

City of Marietta, by
contract with DLZ

This planning document considers the ADA
accessibility of 18 city facilities, 15 city parks, faciliti
sidewalks, and other areas. The primary-ssiessed
need identified in this document is the need to
integrate ADAaccessible designs into public
improvements as they occur. The Marietta CDBG
2021-2023 Strategic Plan directs resources toward
making this vision a reality in a historic community
which was not originally designed with ADA
accommodation in mind.

Ohio HIV
Surveillance Annua
Report

Ohio Department of
Health, Bureau of
Infectious Diseases

The findings of the annual HIV survey suggest that
communities such as Marietta which are located in
rural Appalachia are unlikely to have significant-HIV|
positive/AIDS populations. Invitations for neor
localized HIV/AIDS information which were directed
local medicabriented agencies did not provoke
responses. The Strategic Plan reflects the realizatid
that HIV/AIDS does not appear to be a significant
community issue by not specifically targetimgited
resources at this issue.

Consolidated Plan
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Name of Plan Lead Organization | How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap wit
the goals of each plan?
Fourth National Federal Government 4 This Federal planning document provided a predicti
Climate US Global Change | basis for the City of Marietta to sedfssess its own
Assessment, Research Program | susceptibilityto climate changeelated hazards.
Volume I Marietta's selfassessment is that its greatest climate

change hazard comes from its proximity to significa
bodies of water and potential flooding. The 2021
2023 Consolidated Plan reflects this concern by
seeking tadirect CDBG resources, to the extent that
investments are made in areas sited within the 100
year floodplain, toward activities which are favored 1
public policy reasons (such as rehabilitation of exist
structures or infrastructure with CDBG dollarsADA
oriented improvements, as opposed to significant
further development within 100 year floodplains).
Table3 ¢ Other local / regional / federal planning efforts
Describe cooperation and coordination with other public entitiegcluding the State and any
adjacent units of general local government, in the implementation of the Consolidated Plan

(91.215(1))

The City of Marietta, in the preparation of each plan, consults with the Washington County
Commissioners to develop amdhaintain programs that provide for the needs of the citizens of
Marietta.A This collaboration leads to an overall goal of community program coverage.A

The City has traditionally worked with Washingt@lorgan Community Action, Marietta Main Street,
The Sath East Ohio Port Authority, and the State of Ohio Small Business Development Center in the
planning and implementation of each consolidated plan.

In this Consolidated Planning cycle, the City of Marietta attempted to cast a wide net seeking
community calaboration.A The Development Department was the active entity within the City of
Marietta which created the draft of the Consolidated Plan.

Narrative (optional):
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PR15 Citizen Participatiorr 91.105, 91.115, 91.200(c) and 91.300(c)

1. Summary ofcitizen participation process/Efforts made to broaden citizen participation
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impacted gsetting

The City of Marietta Development Department conducted a needs assessment meeting in 2021, which wasipne2@20 by three public
meetings in preparation for the orgear annual plan and the thregear consolidated planDue to COVIR9, all 2020 public meetings were

held in the Armory, an AD&ccessible public buildingthe 2021 Needs Assessment meetias conducted via Zoom and Facebook Live
pursuant to the waiver authority of CPD Notice@L Meetings were held at times convenient to the community and accessible to persons with
disabilities. The 2021 Needs Assessment meeting included instructicihe iMarietta Timespublished notice about how to obtain access to

the virtual meeting, information about how to request interpretive services, and information about participation for thadpear

disabled. Notification efforts by the city as to the 2020eetings included internet outreach, social media outreach, and public advertising
through TV, radio, and print medidotification efforts by the city as to the 2021 Needs Assessment meeting included directed email and
communitywide notice through newspap publication, bulletin board notices in 304 Putnam, and publication of the Zoom and Facebook Live
links on the City of Marietta website ahead of the meeting, along with datasets and regional/local community resourcesembitsitie Needs
Assessment jarcess.

The Needs Assessment community survey was completed by citizens and community organization represdotéitiessidents were directed

to the survey by Marietta Times publication, City website publication encouraging LMI participation, andagecoent to community contacts

to forward the survey to LMI persongpproximately 10% of respondents identified themselves as Marietta LMI neighborhood residents
(although the nonresponse rate of this optional question was approximately 13%, which meandtl participation could have been as high as
23%).35% of survey respondents overall identified themselves as Marietta residents; 13% did not identify residential statlantteeds
respondents were community contacts residing outside of citytdiigas is common in a rural countWlost respondents identified themselves

as institutional representatives, with 27% identifying themselves as Marietta citizens answering the survey not as partizéitoons.

In a ranking of fundamental needs, mosspondents identified Affordable Housing as the #1 ndddman, Social and Supportive Services was
identified as another standut area of need.

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 27
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As to Affordable Housing, most community survey respondents identified affordable housing as & heetlwa strong community support
for housing repair, both to address emergency conditions and to more generally promote decent conditions.

As to Human, Social and Supportive Services, respondents cited behavioral health, transportation, homeless seniceh, afterschool and
summer activities as need3.here was also support for senior programs and services.

As to Economic Development, job creation and retention and support for small, loeallyd businesses were strong community
preferences.Responénts also felt the community needs more businesses, and that commercial properties are being underused.

lf 0 K2dAK K2YSfSaaySaa ¢Fla y2G NBIFNRSR o6& Yz2al NBALRyéeSaiedithiss & 2y S
need higly under the umbrella of social and supportive services.

Finally, respondents strongly favored neighborhood revitalization activities, promoting infrastructure improvements aduhgrogiter access
to transportation.

Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 28
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Sat Orde | Mode of Outreac | Targetof Outreac Summaryof Summaryof Summaryof comment URL(If
r h h response/attendanc | commentsreceived s not accepted applicable
e andreasons )
1 Public Meeting Non 18 citizens, 1 council| Requests from first
targeted/broad member, 2 city public meeting:
community employees. sidewalk
improvements,
removal of slum and
blight house, river
trail security lighting,
public transportation
funding, Marietta
family Aquatic Center
upgrade funding,
Marietta community
policing by Police
Department, Historic
Harmar Bridge
Company for railroad
bridge repairs.
2 Newspaper Ad Non- No responses No comments N/A
targeted/broad attributed to the attributed to
community newspaper ad. newspaper ad.
3 Internet Outreach| Nor+ No responses No comments N/A
targeted/broad attributed to attributed to
community Facebook. Facebook.
Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 29
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trail maps at Armory,
Indian Acres and
Walmart area.
Request from Civil
War Roundtable to
erect two historic
markers. Requests
from third public
meeting: Peoples
Bank Theatre request
scissor lift style ADA
access, closure of
Grant View Avenue,

trash receptacles.

Sat Orde | Mode of Outreac | Targetof Outreac Summaryof Summaryof Summaryof comment URL(If
r h h response/attendanc | commentsreceived s not accepted applicable
e andreasons )

4 Public Library Non No response No comments N/A
targeted/broad attributed by attributed to this
community citizens. notice at library.

5 Public Meeting Non 12 citizens, 2 council| Request from public
targeted/broad members, 1 City meeting #2: request
community Administrator to erect three bike

OMBControl No: 2508117 (exp. 09/30/2021)
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Sat Orde | Mode of Outreac | Targetof Outreac Summaryof Summaryof Summaryof comment URL(If
r h h response/attendanc | commentsreceived s not accepted applicable
e andreasons )
6 Public Meeting Non 13 citizens, 3 city Peoples Bank Theatr¢
targeted/broad employees, 1 council requesting funding
community member for ADA access to the
theatre on the
entrance at Third
Street side door for
handicap impaired
(scissors lift style).
Repair and reopen
Grandview Avenue.
Request for trash
receptacles in the
Harmar
neighborhood.
7 Newspaper Ad Nor+ The ad directed the | See description of N/A
targeted/broad community to survey results in this
community information for consolidated plan.
participating in
Needs Assessment
Meeting and taking
survey; it is unknown
how many of the 37
survey responses
were attributable to
this ad.
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Sat Orde
r

Mode of Outreac
h

Targetof Outreac
h

Summaryof
response/attendanc
e

Summaryof
commentsreceived

Summaryof comment
s not accepted
andreasons

URL(If
applicable

)

Internet Outreach

Non-
targeted/broad
community

The website
generally directed
the community to
information for
participating in
March 11 Needs
Assessment public
meeting and taking
Needs Assessment
survey; i is unknown
how many of the 37
survey responses
were attributable to
the website.

See description of
survey results in this
Consolidated Plan.

N/A

Public Library

See information in
PR10

The email directed
the community to
information for
participating in
Needs Assessment
meeting and taking
survey; it is unknown
how many of the 37
survey responses
were attributable to
this email.

See description of
survey results in this
Consolidated Plan.

N/A

OMBControl No: 2508117 (exp. 09/30/2021)
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10

Public Meeting

Non-
targeted/broad
community

Zoom meeting
attendees included
city officials,
community
organization
representatives,
citizens, and one
reporter. Due to the
online format of the
meeting, a sigfn
sheet was not used
and precise
attendance was
unclear (since the
meeting was bsted
both on Zoom and
Facebook Live). The
recorded meeting
continued to be
available on the City
of Marietta facebook
page after the
meeting.

Most comments
during the course of
the meeting were
from the Marietta
Times reporter, who
requested that she be
recognized in the
minutes and that her
presence be
acknowledged to
HUD. Her
commentary was in
the form of questions
about the Needs
Assessment and
Program
Informational
presentation, and
Development staff
attempted to provide
answers.An additiona
guestian came from
The O'Neill Senior
Center, which
Development staff
answered.The
Development
Department was
contacted after the

meeting by a

N/A
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homelessness
advocate/coordinator
, who provided in
person needs
assessment input on
homelessness and
guided the
Developnent
Director to known
places of homeless
sheltering within and
on the outskirts of the
City of Marietta on
two occasions.A
representative of the
Washington County
Historical Society
contacted the
Development
Department after the
meeting to state that
it was informative
and request further
information
pertaining to
subrecipient
guidance, which
resulted in the
Development

Department emailing

Consolidated Plan
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Sat Orde
r

Mode of Outreac
h

Targetof Outreac
h

Summaryof
response/attendanc
e

Summaryof
commentsreceived

Summaryof comment
s not accepted
andreasons

URL(If
applicable

)

a copy of the Playing
By the Rules
handbook to all
present subrecipients
and some
organizational
representatives who
had expressed
interest in becoming
subrecipients.In
anticipation of the
community meeting,
a representative of
Community Action
transmitted to the
Development
Department a packet
of community
requests
documenting
community desire for
continued CABL
funding.
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Sat Orde | Mode of Outreac | Targetof Outreac Summaryof Summaryof Summaryof comment URL(If
r h h response/attendanc | commentsreceived s not accepted applicable
e andreasons )
11 Public Library Non 37 responses were | See description of
targeted/broad attributed to the survey results in this
community survey (with 35 beind consolidated plan.
the Google forms
survey and 2 being
the Word document
based survey
returned via email or
regular mail)
Table4 ¢ Citizen Participation Outreach
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Needs Assessment

NA-05 Overview

Needs Assessment Overview

The City of Marietta assessed its needs by conducting research, gathering and analyziogndattng

with community partners, reaching out to the local community through multiple public meetings in
2020, publishing a community survey in 2021, publishing public notices as to all relevant meetings, and
conducting a needs assessment and programcation focused meeting in March 2021 to seek
community feedback in accord with the Citizen Participation Plan which was adopted in February 2021.

I fFNBS LISNOSyYyGlFr3aS 2F al NASGGFIQ& /5. D S®F2Nla Ay
Moderate AregLMA) National ObjectiveThe City of Marietta projects this will continue to be an

important National Objective as it implements activities in the 2@3Iplanning cycle24 CFR

91.210(a)(3) directs a planning jurisdiction to identify and describeagggs within the jurisdiction with
concentrations of lowincome families, as well as the degree of such concentratidhs. City of

Marietta would consider any census tract, satea within a single census tract, or combination of two

or more census trastwhich on average are 51% or more LMI to be areas within the jurisdiction with
concentrations of lowincome families.In this respect, the City of Marietta has many component block

groups which are LMI when considered individually, including:

Census Tra05, block group 1 (Harmar Development District, a primarily residential census tract) with
a population which is 69.37% LMI;

Census Tract 210, block group 3 (Norwood, a primarily residential census tract) with a population which
is 68.84% LMI;

Census fact 205, block group 2 (Central Business District, a primarily commercial census tract) with a
population which is 62.81% LMI;

Census Tract 210, block group 2, with a population which is 61.48% LMI;
Census Tract 208, block group 3, with a population wisi&8.22% LMI,

Census Tract 208, block group 1 (which includes the former survey area of Indian Acres), with a
population which is 55.36% LMI;

Census Tract 209, block group 2, with a population which is 54.5% LMI; and
Census Tract 211, block group 1, védthopulation which is 52.38% LMI.
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CdNI KSNX2NBsX (GKS /AdGe 2F alNASGaGF +Fa + gK2fS aLX |
an LMI concentration according to HUD GIS mapped data of 52 R@&those activities which

reasonably serve thentire City of Marietta, the City as a whole may be regarded as an LMI area which

is primarily residential.

Citywide needs may also be addressed on an individually incpmlfied basis, such as through
housing assistance, economic development assistaarte)imited clienteleoriented services.
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NA-10 Housing Needs Assessmer#4 CFR 91.205 (a,b,c)

Summary of Housing Needs

¢CKS /AGe 2F al NASGGFrQa LINAYIFNE K2dzaAy3a ySSR Aa a2
jurisdiction.a I N& S G 4 I Q & indélingalvith &l % 2hgingé\in population shown between base

year 2009 data and most recent data year 2015 (a continuation of a trend seen during the last

Consolidated Planning cycle, when the 2000 and 2013 data showed a 3% population débkmehas

been very little new housing construction since 200Be number of housing units in Marietta holds

steady. The average Marietta house was built in 1946, with 45% of the housing stock dating to 1939 or

earlier. Declining populations relative to ekizg aging housing stock promotes decay and

abandonment.

Population decline data is also consistent with household decline dsgopulation decreases,
Marietta has fewer households, with a 2% decline in households shown irpktiVidled data between
bas data year 2009 and most recent data year 201bis continues a longer trend, as data taken in
2000 and 2013 showed a 7% decline in househdltsnparing 2000 data against 2015 data, we find
that the number of households in Marietta has declined byuai 10% €.89%) over a tgear period.

According to HUfprovided data considered in 2018, income nominally grew (8% increase in Median

Income, from $29,272 to $31,739) between 2000 and 2H8wever, this perceived growth was

misleading, as it did notcaount for inflation. The data years under consideration for this planning cycle

¢ 2009 and 201% show Median Income growth of only 2%, to a final number of $32,4%fis

compares to a nationwide median household income of $55,775 as set forth ingh&€ensus

LJdzo f AOIF GA2YY &l 2craYSSKNRE R yL y7 C22YYYSdyy AHiném p{ dzNIBSe& . NA ST a¢
September 2016Nominal income growth recorded between 2009 and 2015 also did not consider

inflation. Although post2015 data was not providedby! 5> G KS RF GF LINRPGDARSR adAa.
residents are in general becoming less vedllover time. At the same time, present COVID

circumstances could logically be expected to accelerate the trend ofladialr economic decline.

The data perining to the number of households in each category of HUD Area Median Family Income
(HAMFI) suggests broad economic declithereas the number of total households in the 2018
Consolidated Planning cycle falling into the lowest income categeBQ¥0 HANFI) was 885 households,
the data during this planning cycle shows 1,190 households in that lowest category (an increase since
the last Consolidated Planning cycle of 34%ijnilarly, the total number of households in the 36886
HAMFI category has incregbapproximately 14% from 915 households to 1,04hile lowmod
households in the categories of 5686% HAMFI and 80%0% HAMFI experienced less change from

the last Consolidated Planning Cycle (an 18% decrease in the number of total household9% the 5
80% bracket, which is easily explained by the proportionally larger increase in lower income brackets
and the 11% increase in the 8aP®0% HAMFI category) it is worth noting that the total number of
households taking in more than 100% of HAMFI decrebgedd% when considering present data

against data collected during the last planning cycle.
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Where populations and household numbers decline and housing unit quantities hold steady, vacant
housing should increasd-urthermore, where average incomes atagnant or in decline relative to
inflation, it stands to reason that fewer householgieven in continuously occupied unitcan afford

upkeep.DA @Sy (KSaS ReylYAOas RIGF adzAa3asada GKIFG
generally in declie, and that more households are LMI than in prior years.
Demographics Base Year: 2009 Most Recent Year: 2015 % Change
Population 14,085 13,995 -1%
Households 6,055 5,955 -2%
Median Income $31,676.00 $32,455.00 2%
Table5 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics
Data Source: 20052009 ACS (Base Year), 2@D15 ACS (Most Recent Year)
Number of Households Table
0-30% >3050% | >5080% | >80-100% | >100%
HAMFI HAMPFI HAMFI HAMFI | HAMFI
Total Households 1,190 1,040 1,075 545 2,105
Small Family Households 300 260 235 235 1,000
Large Family Households 30 50 25 0 135
Household contains at least one
person 6274 years of age 180 170 270 155 435
Household contains at least one
person age 75 or older 115 240 275 75 205
Households with one or more
children 6 years old or younger 155 169 64 65 240
Table6 - Total Households Table
Data 2011-2015 CHAS
Source:
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Housing Needs Summary Tables

1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listedds)

Renter Owner

0-30% | >30 >50 >80 Total | 0-30% | >30 >50 >80 Total
AMI 50% 80% | 100% AMI 50% 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

Substandard
Housing
Lacking
complete
plumbing or
kitchen
facilities 35 0 10 4 49 20 0 0 0 20

Severely
Overcrowded
With >1.51
people per
room (and
complete
kitchen and
plumbing) 10 25 0 0 35 0 0 0 0 0

Overcrowded
With 1.0%:1.5
people per
room (and
none of the
above
problems) 0 25 0 0 25 10 0 0 0 10

Housing cost
burden greater
than 50% of
income (and
none of the
above
problems) 480 75 4 0 559 210 4 15 10 239
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Renter Owner

0-30% | >30 >50 >80 Total | 0-30% | >30 >50 >80 Total

AMI 50% 80% | 100% AMI 50% 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI

Housing cost
burden greater
than 30% of
income (and
none of the
above
problems) 145 290 110 0 545 30 120 110 65 325
Zero/negative
Income (and
none of the
above
problems) 60 0 0 0 60 15 0 0 0 15
Table7 ¢ Housing Problems Table

Data 2011-2015 CHAS
Source:

2.Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen
or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

Renter Owner

0- >30 | >50 | >80 Total 0- >30 | >50- | >80 Total

30% | 50% | 80% | 100% 30% | 50% | 80% | 100%

AMI | AMI | AMI AMI AMI | AMI | AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Having 1 or more of
four housing problemg 520| 125 15 4 664 | 240 4 15 10 269
Having none of four
housing problems 270| 565| 520| 140| 1,495| 85| 345| 525| 385| 1,340
Household has
negative income, but
none of the other
housing problems 60 0 0 0 60 15 0 0 0 15

Table8 ¢ Housing Problems 2

Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
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Renter Owner
0-30% >30 >50 Total 0-30% >30 >50 Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 110 160 0 270 95 20 50 165
Large Related 20 40 0 60 0 0 10 10
Elderly 135 75 55 265 70 35 54 159
Other 400 140 59 599 a0 69 10 169
Total need by 665 415 114 1,194 255 124 124 503
income
Table9 ¢ Cost Burden > 30%
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
4. Cost Burden > 50%
Renter Owner
0-30% >30 >50 Total 0-30% >30 >50 Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 95 25 0 120 75 0 0 75
Large Related 10 25 0 35 0 0 0 0
Elderly 20 15 0 35 60 0 14 74
Other 360 35 4 399 a0 4 0 94
Total need by 485 100 4 589 225 4 14 243
income
Table10¢ Cost Burden > 50%
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
5. Crowding (More than one person per room)
Renter Owner
0- >30 >50 >80 Total 0- >30 >50 >80 Total
30% | 50% 80% | 100% 30% 50% 80% | 100%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Single family
households 0 25 0 0 25 10 0 0 0 10
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Renter Owner
0- >30 >50 >80 Total 0- >30 >50 >80 Total

30% | 50% | 80% | 100% 30% | 50% | 80% | 100%

AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI
Multiple,
unrelated family
households 0 25 0 0 25 0 0 0 0 0
Other, nonfamily
households 10 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0
Total need by 10 50 0 0 60 10 0 0 0 10
income

Tablel11 ¢ Crowding Informationg 1/2

Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

Renter Owner
0- >30- >50- Total 0- >30- >50- Total
30% | 50% | 80% 30% | 50% | 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI AMI

Households with
Children Present 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tablel2 ¢ Crowding Informationg 2/2

Data Source
Comments:

Describe the number and type of single person households in need of housing assistance.

The number of single people in Marietta, OH is greater than the statewide average, with 60% of the
Marietta population being unmarried (as contrasted with 51% of the statewide populatiBnoken

down by gender, 58% of Marietta males are single, with A8¢&r having married, 13% being divorced

and 3% being widower$3% of Marietta females are single, with 36% never having married, 13% being
divorced and 14% being widowe¥iewed through the lens of households, 46% of Marietta households

' NE & YI2ZNDNISKRSE REYX oA GK (GKS oFfllyOS 2F K2dzaSK2f Ra
householders (19%) and male householders (10Plgse demographic characteristics were determined

by consulting the 2012019 ACS data drawn upon by
https://www.towncharts.com/Ohio/demographics/Mariettaity-OHdemographicgdata.html and
https://www.censusreporter.org/profiles/16000US394762&8arietta-oh/.

As for single persons living alone, uncombined earning power is the biggest chalierglarger

household with muiple combined income streams, shared housing and other living expenses would
seem to be more affordable as a percentage of overall household inctiraeems possible that the
relatively high single population in the City of Marietta (which traditionaliyore likely to rent than

own housing) plays into why such a large percentage of Marietta residents spend such a large portion of
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its income on basic housing. To the extent that single persons have housing but spend a large
percentage of their income tkeep housing, there is unlikely to be much of a budget for home repair.

Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance who are disabled or
victims of domestic violence, dating violence, sexual assault and stalking.

Housing need fovictims of domestic violence is difficult to precisely measure due to the nature of
domestic violence (which tends, once identified in the criminal justice system, to result in temporary
displacement of either the victim or the offenderffacilities areni place to address sheterm domestic
A2t SyOS ySSRa |a adzlX SYSyGdSR o6& 0O2dz2NII 2 NRSNA
they provide only shorterm placements for displaced victims who do not qualify to stay in their own
homes duringhe pendency of court proceeding&ut generally, a combination of existing social

services seems to meet this need.

The Section 8 HUD waiting list shows 9 persons who listed themselves as victims of domestic violence
and 78 listed from disabled familie$he HCR program has 1 client that is a domestic violence victim
and 18 families that are disabled.

The relatively low number of domestic violence victims who participate in these programs does not
necessarily mean the incidence of domestic violence anidtta is low. However, the trend in regional
domestic violence appears to be eventual divorce or reconciliation of married couples, resulting in either
the eventual division or recombination of joint asseBrotection orders are often issued in faafr
domestic violence victims during the pendency of court proceedings to maintain the victim housing
status quo on a shottierm basis.Where domestic violence, sexual assault and stalking victims are able
to stay in their own houses and accused offendeesrequired to find alternate accommodations, one
would not expect to see high demand for Section 8 housing from domestic violence vittim&VE,

Inc. shelter provides sheterm housing and services to many victims of these crimes who are forced to
leave their residences, which presumably also lessens public housing demand in the shothtdren.

long term, however, the EVE shelter cannot continue as a permanent placement.

It is more difficult to gauge the extent of the disabled population in nefeldousing
assistance However, the proportionately higher number of disabled participants in these programs
would seem to reflect the difficulty that disabled persons have in finding and maintaining suitable

LJIN.

employment sufficient to provide for their iwyneeds2 A § K al NASGGF Qa FF3IAy3a RSY2.

to https://datausa.io, US Census data shows that in 2017 the average age of all Marietta residents was
36, while in 2018 the average age wasc3fie population of Marietta is on average getting eyl it

stands to reason that agelated physical disability should be a growing problem even without
considering all other potential causes of disabilijowever, assistive disabled housing programs are
generally in place.

What are the most common housg problems?
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Analyzing the data, housing affordability is by far the greatest challenge both for renters and
homeowners in Marietta.

As to renters in the 0980% income bracket with housing problems, a combined 86% of those problems
relate to unaffordabity of rent. Approximately 66% of renters with housing problems experienced
housing costs greater than 50% of AMhe remaining 20% of the overall 86% consisted of renters who
were paying more than 30% of AMI in refithe trend seen in this lower incabracket was consistent
with the category as a whole: a combined 87% of all renter housing problems, regardless of income,
consisted of affordability issue®f this 87%, 44% of total renters with housing problems were spending
more than 50% AMI on rentyhile 43% were spending more than 30% AMI on rent.

For homeowners, the same dynamic exists, with the caveat being that fewer overall households have
housing problems of any kind (609 homeowner households vs. 1273 renter houselialdse extent

that homeowners experience housing problems, those problems overwhelmingly ekdehey do

with rentersc to housing affordability.In the category of total homeowners with housing problems,

none have problems of severe overcrowding, and aiginal numbersiave basic overcrowding
(approximately 2%), substandard housing (approximately 3%) or zero/negative income (approximately
2%). Instead, 39% of the total group of homeowners with one or more housing problems put more than
50% AMI toward basic housing c®sand 53% put more than 30% AMI toward basic housing costs, for a
total combined overall housing affordability problem of 92% relative to other problérhs. same

problem hierarchy is generally reflected in every income bracket, witl30% AMI househoflbeing hit
hardest by affordability issues (with 64% of housing problems in that category relating to a housing cost
over 50% of AMI and an additional 9% with housing costs exceeding 30% AMI).

Local data documents the general ongoing need for housingtassk. The latest data shows

/| 2YYdzyAGe ! OGA2yQa 1 2YStSaa / NARaAad wSaLRyasS ol / wo
the 2018 Consolidated Planning Cycle), the Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) program serving 461 persons
(vs. 431 at the time othe 2018 Consolidated Planning Cycle), and the Supportive Services for Veterans'
Families (SSVF) program serving 155 persons (vs. 160 at the time of the 2018 Consolidated Planning
Cycle).To summarize percent change, use of the HCR program relative td266&n 20%, use of the

HCV program relative to 2018 is up 7%, and use of the SSVF program isTe3%al percent change

in the number of persons served by these programs is up 3% relative to the same point in time in 2018

(with the 2018 total being32 and the present total being 649).

Are any populations/household types more affected than others by these problems?

{aGFraGAadAOrtte aLISEHF{AY3AZ al NASOGOlI Qa K2dzaAy3a I FF2NR
than any other income category.

In real numbers, 625 renter households reported housing affordability problems in tf80884ncome
category. Meanwhile, in the 309%60% bracket, 365 renter households (just over half as many) reported
these problems.114 renter households in the 5680%bracket reported these problems (roughly 1/5
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as many as the 30%0% category), while no moderate income households (80086) reported any
rental affordability issues.

Similarly, in real numbers, 240 homeowner households in the&0% income bracket reptad

affordability issuesBy comparison, 124 (just over half of that number) reported affordability issues in

the 30%50% income bracketl25 households in the 5080% category reported affordability issues (a

number roughly equal with the 30%0% bracks, and 75 households in the homeowner category

reported affordability issues(This last number is interesting, considering that renters in this bracket did

not report affordability problems.But in real, overall numbers, the fact remains that a taedrage of

pcn G2OSNItfté K2YS26ySNAR NBLR2NIGSR FFF2NRIFIOGATAGE LI
Bureau, compared to 625 renters in the 3% AMI renter category alon&his strongly suggests that

renters routinely face housing affordabilityirdles that are substantially less likely to affect

homeowners.This is logical, considering that many (if not most) people who rent do so because they

cannot afford to buy.Although there are those who prefer not to be tied down to a mortgage, such as

02t tS3S aidzRSydGa yR @2dzyaSNI LIS2L)X S ¢K2 AYydiSyR G2
market is driven by lack of sufficient resources to own.

Speaking more generally and less quantitatively, households affected by affordability probéms

tend to include single parents, disabled individuals, uneducated or illiterate individuals, and individuals
suffering from mental health and substance abuse issliesny case, these housing problems certainly
tend to affect those in lower income brkets without the potential for high earnings.

Describe the characteristics and needs of Lawome individuals and families with children
(especially extremely lowincome) who are currently housed but are at imminent risk of
either residing in shelters obecoming unsheltered 91.205(c)/91.305(c)). Also discuss the
needs of formerly homeless families and individuals who are receiving rapitioasing
assistance and are nearing the termination of that assistance

The characteristics of these families includek of education, lack of economic opportunity, substance
abuse issues and mental health issuésdditionally, many are disabled and are on fixed incomes with
no potential to increase their incomes.

The needs of these populations include livable wjafps, adequate mental health and substance abuse
treatment, affordable childcare, and affordable housing optioB&ice the assistance they receive is
usually shorterm, some of the people in these populations are still searching for livable wage jobs or
waiting on SSI approval.

If a jurisdiction provides estimates of the aisk population(s), it should also include a
description of the operational definition of the atisk group and the methodology used to
generate the estimates:
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N/A

Specify particulahousing characteristics that have been linked with instability and an
increased risk of homelessness

The main factors linked with instability and homelessness within Marietta are substance abuse and
mental health issues, lack of education, and the staddiliving wage employmentAt present, there

has also been some consideration given to whether the effects of COifight be an additional
temporary driver of these issue§ome feel that demand for temporary homeless housing resources

has gone upgluring the COVI29 pandemic, although the Point in Time count waiver for homelessness
counts in 2019 and the present unavailability of 2020 Point in Time data make this a hard question to
analyze with dataHowever, an ofthe-ground tour of known streehomeless camp sites revealed to

the Development Director the reality of this issue irrespective of cause, as homeless persons were
observed at or near certain sites and there was clear evidence of homeless site usage at others (in the
form of debris,camF ANB® NBYyl yiasz | OFNRo62FNR aD2R . fSaa
indicators).

Discussion

A comparison of the data from this Consolidated Planning cycle against the data from th2C211.8
Consolidated Planning cycle reveals that the number of l@v income households has increased
significantly. This numerical increase in very low incohmiseholds in the context of declining

populations and householdswhen considered in conjunction with widespread housing affordability
issues and stagnarat(best) earning powet suggests that resources for LMI housing will continue to

be a community needHousing conditions can be expected to decline, and unit owners can be expected
to have great difficulty keeping up the condition of their propertiédl. of this dictates that housing

needs should continue to be prioritized during this Consolidated Planning cycle.
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NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Probleqi81.205 (b)(2)

Assess the need of any racial or ethnic group that has disproporébngteater need in comparison to
the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

While the number of noawhite persons experiencing disproportionately greater need in the category of
housing problems is small in number, data analysis revhatghe groups of American Indian/Alaska
Natives and Hispanics are disproportionately impacted (more than 10% impact on a subcategory relative
to the category as a whole) by these problems in the category e3@% AMI (the lowest income level
measured).The same analysis shows that the categories of White, Black / African American, Asian, and
Pacific Islander are not disproportionately impacted at this or any other income level.

09%-30% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 935 185 75
White 790 185 75
Black / African American 0 0 0
Asian 0 0 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 25 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 75 0 0
Tablel3- Disproportionally Greater Need ©30% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

30%50% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 540 500 0
White 515 400 0
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Housing Problems

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Black / African American 0 8 0
Asian 0 40 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 0 0
Table14 - Disproportionally Greater Need 3050% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per
room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

50%80% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 245 825 0
White 245 800 0
Black / African American 0 20 0
Asian 0 0 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 0 0
Table15 - Disproportionally Greater Need 5080% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More thpersae per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%
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80%100% of Area Median Income

Housing Problems Has one or more | Has none of the Household has
of four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 79 460 0
White 79 455 0
Black / African American 0 0 0
Asian 0 4 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 0 0
Table16 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80100% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than one person per

room, 4.Cost Burden greater than 30%

Discussion

An analysis of the categories of 3@ AMI, 50980% AMI and 809600% AMI reveals that no
subcategory is disproportionately impacted by housing problems in these income bratkstgver,

an analysis of the category of €88% AMI leads to a different conclusion within that income

bracket. The category as a whole in the 688% AMI bracket shows 78% to be affected by one or more
of four housing problemsWhites in this bracket experience one or more of four housing problems at
the rate of 75%.Blacks / African Americans, Asians and Pasléiaders in this income bracket do not
appear by this data to experience one or more of four housing probld#osvever, 100% of the
American Indian/Alaska Natives and Hispanics in th&0% AMI bracket report one or more of four
housing problemslin red numbers, this represents 25 persons in this category who identify as
American Indian/Alaskan Native and 75 persons in this category who identify as Hispanic.
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NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problergg.205

(b)(2)

Assess the needf @any racial or ethnic group that has disproportionately greater need in comparison to

the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

The analysis of disproportionate impact of severe housing problems is very similar to the analysis of
disproportionate impact of basic housing problenfgain, small American Indian/Alaska Native and
Hispanic populations seem to be disproportionately impacted by these problems, while no other

categories seem to suffer disproportionate impact.

0%-30% of Aea Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 760 355 75
White 660 310 75
Black /African American 0 0 0
Asian 0 0 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 25 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 60 15 0
Tablel7 ¢ Severe Housing Problems-@0% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS

Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

30%50% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 129 910 0
White 129 790 0
Black / African American 0 8 0
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Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Asian 0 40 0
American Indian, AlasKdative 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 0 0
Table18 ¢ Severe Housing Problems 360% AMI
Data 2011-2015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

50%80% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more
of four housing

Has none of the
four housing

Household has
no/negative

problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 30 1,045 0
White 30 1,015 0
Black / African American 0 20 0
Asian 0 0 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 0 0
Table19 ¢ Severe Housing Problems 580% AMI
Data 2011-2015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:

1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per

room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%
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80%100% of Area Median Income

Severe Housing Problems* Has one or more | Has none of the Household has
of four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none
of the other
housing problems
Jurisdiction as a whole 14 525 0
White 14 520 0
Black / African American 0 0 0
Asian 0 4 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 0 0
Table20 ¢ Severe Housing Problems 8000% AMI
Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:

*The four severe housing problems are:
1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per
room, 4.Cost Burden over 50%

Discussion

At the AMI levels of 30%0%, 50%480% and 80%.00%, no subcategory seems to be experiencing
severe housingroblems at a rate which is more than 10% greater than that of the category as a
whole. However, in the 0980% AMI block, the categories with disproportionately greater need seem to
be American Indian/Alaska Native and Hispadie0% of the 25 Americandian / Alaska Natives and

80% of the 75 Hispanics shown in this category reported one or more of the four possible severe
housing problemsAn analysis of the data pertaining to the categories of White, Black/African
American, Asian, and Pacific Island&l not reveal any disproportionately greater need for any of these
populations relative to the category as a whole.
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NA-25 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Cost Burder®d..205 (b)(2)

Assess the need of any racial or ethnic group that has digptiopately greater need in comparison to
the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction:

An analysis of the data pertaining to Disproportionately Greater Need in the category of Housing Cost
Burdens shows that 32% of the total jurisdictiopapulation pays more than 30% of AMI to secure
housing. Meanwhile, 15% of the total jurisdictional population commits more than 50% of AMI to
housing.

As under other categories analyzing the disproportionate impact of housing needs, the categories of
White, Black/African American, Asian and Pacific Islander are not disproportionately impacted by
housing cost burdensiNone of these categories experiences housing cost burdens at a rate 10% or
greater than that of the category as a whole.

However, the d&a suggests that the categories of American Indian/Alaska Native and Higpahiie

few in number relative to the category as a whqldo spend a substantially larger percentage of AMI to
secure basic housing (which, given the fact that they also sedre tlisproportionately affected by one

or more housing problems or severe housing problems, also may be substanitetit@se categories,

100% of American Indian / Alaska Natives have housing cost burdens greater than 50% of AMI (which
also includes thsubcategory of housing cost burdens greater than 30% of AMI), while 100% of the
Hispanic category spends more than 30% of AMI on housing costs and 80% spends more than 50% of
AMI on housing costsThis analysis suggests disproportionately greater nedlueise racial/ethnic
categories.

Housing Cost Burden

Housing Cost Burden <=30% 30-50% >50% No / negative
income (not
computed)

Jurisdiction as a whole 4,020 980 885 75
White 3,880 905 780 75
Black / African
American 45 0 0 0
Asian 45 0 0 0
Americanindian,
Alaska Native 0 0 25 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0 0
Hispanic 0 15 60 0
Table21 ¢ Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI

Data 20112015 CHAS
Source:
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Discussion:

N/A
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NA-30 Disproportionately Greater Need: DiscussiqQ®1.205(b)(2)

Are there any Income categories in which a racial or ethnic group has disproportionately
greater need than the needs of that income category as a whole?

The only income category showing disproportionately greater need as to any racial ar gthaps is

the 0%30% income categoryl00% of all American Indian/Alaska Natives (cumulatively 25 persons
citywide) and Hispanics (cumulatively 75 persons citywide) experience one of the four basic housing
problems. The numbers are slightly lower (80%4jh respect to Hispanics when it comes to one of four
severe housing problems, but 100% of American Indians/Alaska Natives experience one of four severe
housing problems.

In all other income categories, however, there is no greater need for any ettmip than the need
experienced by the income category as a whole.

If they have needs not identified above, what are those needs?

Going beyond the data, it is difficult to identify any other needisdging by the most recently available
U.S. Census Datde City of Marietta does not have large Native American or Hispanic populations
relative to the size of the total population grouplS Census data estimates effective July 1, 2019 show
1.1% of the population (approximately 147 individuals) to be Nativerfan and 1.5% of the
population (approximately 200 persons) to be Hispanic/Latiher the same data source, 2.2% of the
population (approximately 294 persons) is Black / African American, 1.0% of the population
(approximately 134 persons) is Asian,%8.8f the population (approximately 307 persons) is miveexk,
and 92.3% of the population (approximately 12,328 persons) isHNgmanic White.The 2019
population estimates do not show any Pacific Islanders/Hawaiian Natives in Maiaigato the smal
number of each nonvhite population and the lack of racial and ethnic advocacy groups in the
community, it is difficult to identify the existence of any specificdate-estimated minority needs.

Are any of those racial or ethnic groups located in sgiecareas or neighborhoods in your
community?

[N

Hn / Cw (pMOPHMAOlI O LINBPYLIia SIOK 2dzZNAARAOGAZ2Y (2 a
the purpose of identifying and describing any areas within the jurisdiction with concentrations of
racialfethnic minorities. For this purpose, the City of Marietta would understand this term to mean any
census tract with a nowhite population of 51 percent or more.

Marietta reflects the racial and ethnic composition of its region (southeastern Appalachiah @he
city is overwhelmingly populated by nétispanic whites Minority populations are scattered
throughout the various neighborhoods of the city at a very low r&béven its 92% white population,
there are no areas or neighborhoods within Mariettaich are evenly or predominantly namhite in
composition. This is confirmed by checking the eCon Planning Suite mappingatee may be a
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heavier concentration of nowhite persons attending Marietta College (a private school) than on

average elsetere in the city, as it attracts international students and American students from outside

the local region who tend to be racially diverddowever, this positive point of community diversity

does not come close to qualifying the relevant censustraB8mMNJ al NASG Gl Qa RSTAYAGA?2

YAY2NRGE& O2yOSYiGNI A2y D¢
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NA-35 Public Housing 91.205(b)

Introduction

There are no publicly owned or operated housing units within the City of Marietta.

Totals in Use

Demo

Program Type

Certificate Mod- Public | Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project- Tenant- Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive | Program
Housing
# of units vouchers in useg 0 0 0 406 0 394 0 9 0
Table22 - Public Housing by Program Type
*includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream OR¥ear, Mainstream Fiwgear, and Nursing Home Transition
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
Characteristics of Residents
Program Type
Certificate | Mod- Public | Vouchers
Rehab | Housing Total Project- Tenant- Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family
Affairs Unification
Supportive Program
Housing
Average Annual Income 0 0 0 10,830 0 10,880 0 6,215
Average length of stay 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 0
Average Household size 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 3
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Program Type

Certificate | Mod- Public | Vouchers
Rehab | Housing Total Project- Tenant- Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family
Affairs Unification
Supportive Program
Housing
# Homeless at admission 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
# of Elderly Program Participants
(>62) 0 0 0 67 0 66 0 0
# of Disabled Families 0 0 0 165 0 163 0 1
# of Families requesting
accessibility features 0 0 0 406 0 394 0 9
# of HIV/AIDS program
participants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
# of DV victims 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Table23 ¢ Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
Race of Residents
ProgramType
Race Certificate Mod- Public | Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project- Tenant- Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive | Program
Housing
White 0 0 0 398 0 386 0 9 0
Black/African American 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 0 0
Asian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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ProgramType
Race Certificate | Mod- Public | Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project- Tenant- Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive | Program
Housing
American Indian/Alaska
Native 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream Or¥éear, Mainstream Fivgear, and Nursing Hom&ransition

Data Source:

Ethnicity of Residents

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Table24 ¢ Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type

Program Type
Ethnicity Certificate Mod- Public | Vouchers
Rehab Housing Total Project- Tenant- Special Purpose Voucher
based based Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive | Program
Housing
Hispanic 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0
Not Hispanic 0 0 0 403 0 391 0 9 0
*includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream Or¥éear, Mainstreantiveyear, and Nursing Home Transition
Table25 ¢ Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
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Section 504 Needs Assessment: Describe the needs of public hotesiagits and applicants
on the waiting list for accessible units:

2 aKAYy3Id2ykaz2NBLFY [/ 2YYdzyAdGe ! OdAzy Aa (GKS 2dz2NR AR
al NASGGlrQa (y2¢6f SRIS 2F Lzt AO K2dzaAiy3a yitSSRa 02Y
would appear from the data considered earlier in-W@that public housing tenants and applicants on

the waiting list for accessible units would be affected by the same primary housing problem affecting

the LMI community at large: housing costs disprofmorate to means.

u» >

Given that public housing programs are specifically designed to make housing available for eligible
individuals who otherwise could not afford housing without assistance (including Marietta residents),
the existence of these Community Amt-administered programs tends to address the existence of
these problems within the Marietta Community.

Most immediate needs of residents of Public Housing and Housing Choice voucher holders

The most immediate need of Public Housing residents is to betid off the waiting list into public
housing programsPer most recent discussions with Community Action, there is an active waiting list of
303 consisting mostly of singf@arent, disabled, or displaced familieEhis compares to an active

waiting Ist of 1,269 in 2018 during the last Consolidated Planning pro&ssimunity Action is making
great strides at meeting community housing public assistance needs.

How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large
The housing afforability needs are the same.

Discussion

As to Section 504, the City of Marietta does not operate public housing, but has long operated

Emergency Home Repair and Painting Programs to preserve and rehabilitaMdcbprivate

residences for those meeting dligity criteria. t dzNBE dzt Y& G2 | !-5®@&A d'it 5FHhRXNNADSH K
receive CDBG or Home Funds for the rehabilitation of an owoeupied unit is not subject to the

requirements of Part 8 since it is the ultimate beneficiary of the funds, and restipient of Federal

FAYIFYOAL ! OAANRAY JOSEDéal NASOHGFQa K2YS2Mbg SNI FaaArad
beneficiaries do not trigger Section 504 obligations.
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NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessmerfil.205(c)
Introduction:

Marietta's homeless pogation has traditionally been difficult to quantifyrhe 2021 Point in Time Count waiver due to Ca\prevented
countywide Point in Time data from being collected this Janu@gymmunity Action reports to the Marietta Development Department that
internal records document 30 homeless individuals during the 2020 point in time count (with Salvation Army reporting 22 hadieigsals,
FYR 2FaKAy3id2y [/ 2dzyié {KSNAFTQa hFFAOS NBLRZNIAY3I yoo

Looking to past Community Action data, the 2019 Washington Cdtwityt in Time count documented 20 homeless persdviarietta Times
reporting cites 16 Washington County homeless as documented in the 2018 Point in TimeTduardata suggests that homelessness may be
on a recent rise, although point in time count®dy nature imprecise given the transient nature of homelessnksparticular, the 50%
increase in homelessness revealed by the 2020 count relative to 2019 suggests an ongoing upward trend which may bagccelerati

One difficulty presented by this dais the inability to quantify how many documented homeless were actually found in the City of Marietta
versus elsewhere in the countfommunity Action advises that most Washington County homeless are located in Marietta, with no homeless
documented in ural areas and few being found in other population centers.

An alternate measure of Marietta homelessness may be the number of persons participating in homelesemesd voucher

programs. Community Action did not operate a homeless Hotel/Motel vougtregram in 2019, but that new program in 2020 assisted 44

individuals.¢ KSNB gt a Ffaz2z | R20dzYSyit SR AyONBIaS Ay (KS dzaS 2F /2YYdzyAde
program in 2020 versus 70 in 2019 (suggesting a 13% serraise of this particular program)he Salvation Army also says that since

September 2020, the Salvation Army has offered substantial homelessness assistance through emergency hotel sheltep ahthahhas

made at least 68 written referralsyaR F RRAGA 2y Ff 2N} f NBFSNNIfao G2 /2YYdzyAde ! QlAz2yQa

Community Action is the source of the estimates in the data table beldve. most recent data provided by Community Action for use in the
F2N)dz I (A 2 y2022-2023ChrNdlidatediPlafestimates that 35 persons are homeless in Marietta on any given night, with only 4 being
unsheltered. However, given that overnight voucher programs are available on a limited basis, this suggests that persons who retange assi
through these programs may often be unshelteréthus, the raw number of total homeless persons occasionally sheltered through these
programs may be higher than estimated, which may reflect a higher street homeless population on a given nigietia Mgher than the

numbers presented in the data table.
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gentleman provided the Development Director with arpigrson citywide survey of known homeless camp sites during daytime hours, and
there was clear evidence of recent homeless site use at many locations visited (with some apparently homeless persortbesgesuod at

certain sites).Known homeless camp sitasy’ Of dzR S

GGKS O2YLRdzyRE AY

2 Sad

alk NASGGEr S |

collapsing structure near the outskirts of town which is hidden from view from most vantage points, several forested gredthboand

outside of town in a structural hollow under the Putnam St. Bridge, and areas neaffthénterchange near Duck Creek (both under the bridge
and across the river in a forested clearing).

Homeless Needs Assessment

Population Estimate the # of persons | Estimate the # | Estimate the | Estimate the # | Estimate the #
experiencinghomelessness | experiencing # becoming exiting of days persons
on a given night homelessness homeless homelessness experience
each year each year each year homelessness
Unsheltered
Persons in Households with Adult(|
and Child(ren) 11 0 0 0 0 0
Persons in Households with Only
Children 0 0 0 0 0 0
Persons in Households with Only
Adults 20 4 0 0 0 0
Chronically Homeless Individuals 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chronically Homeless Families 0 0 0 0 0 0
Veterans 0 0 0 0 0 0
Unaccompanied Child 0 0 0 0 0 0
Persons with HIV 0 0 0 0 0 0
Table26 - Homeless Needs Assessment
Data Source Comments:
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Indicate if the homeless population Has No Rural Homeless
is:

If data is not available for the categories "number of persons becoming and exiting homelessness each year," and "number of
days that persons experience homelessness," describe these categories for each homeless population type (including cironicall
homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth):

City of Mariettad LISOA FAO RIGF F2NJ K2YSt SaaySaa Aa y20 aSLINIXridSte ARSY(GATFASR
although Community Action advises that most of the Washington County homeless persons documented during Point in Tiraedounts

in the City of Marietta.Unfortunately, hard data is not available to provide categorical estimates about the numhenwfless persons that

g2dzft R 0S O2yaAARSNBR GOKNRBYAOIffe K2YStSadaazré aGaK2YSEt SadanocEupidth t A Sa g Al
@2dziKZ¢ 2dzad Fa KIFENR RIEGEFE A& y234 F @F At o6 th@nelésBnedR Babhdgyabof tie niinkb&r ofy” dzY' 6 S NJ
days that persons experience homelessnddswever, the homeless coordinator consulted advises that the jurisdiction has -aoyeet

permanent homeless population, tralmound itinerants and transient homeless, asehsonal returning homelessie further advises that the

demographic of homelessness is trending increasingly younger, driven in his view by drug additiierhe attempts to find housing for the

homeless population he encounters, he says thatri¢liatively easy to place pregnant women and veterans while substance abusers and felons

exiting incarceration are difficult to place.

Specific examples of tent sleepig@rior to witnessing evidence of it on the grougdhad already come to the attentioof the Development

Director through past consultations with police officers and the Marietta Municipal Court Chief of Probation/Court Adioimistria known

that unrelated homeless persons sleep in common tents in the City of Marietta, both in se@teks and on private property where

landowners allow them to campSpecific numbers of total homeless persons sheltering under these circumstances are impossible to quantify

since these circumstances are only discovered through interactions with Lavc&nent and the Probation Department (neither of which

institutionally maintains specificcounts). SNE 2y a4 f AQ@Ay3 Ay (KS&aS OANDdzyadlyoSa (SyR G2 o0S
abuse issues, as families with children and veteranmsmere likely in general to seek out and qualify for housing assistance (as is confirmed by
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the homeless coordinator)lUnaccompanied youth may tend to experience street homelessness on alslONY o0 &A &> odzi Yl & | f
a dzNJFF ® ¢

Since unrelated tent ahR.V. sleepers who would not otherwise shelter together in permanent households are documented (if not quantified),
and since homelessness can promote social transience including couch surfing, some city officials are increasingly tbat¢besedccranped
sheltering arrangements make it impossible for members of unrelated households to socially distance from one arwleemcern is that

where it is impossible to socially distance in sleeping quarters, the homeless population at large (whi¢b sawislize among its own

numbers) is especially susceptible to the spread of communicable diseases includingl@OMID, in turn, tends to put the larger community

at greater risk.First responders who come into contact with homeless persons wbiiducting investigations, for example, would tend to be at
risk, spreading those risks on to their families and the other community members with whom they interact.
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Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)

Race: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optioral)
White 0 0
Black or African American 0 0
Asian 0 0
American Indian or Alaska

Native 0 0
Pacific Islander 0 0
Ethnicity: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)
Hispanic 0 0
Not Hispanic 0 0
Data Source

Comments:

Estimate the number and type damilies in need of housing assistance for families with
children and the families of veterans.

The City of Marietta through consultation with Community Action estimates that spagkent families
are more likely in general than twparent families to ned housing assistance, but exact numbers
reflecting this category of need are unavailable.

The City of Marietta initially estimated based on consultation with Community Action that

approximately 30 veterans/veteran families within Washington County areéul of housing

assistancel 2  SOSNE T LISNAR2Yy & | Oldzrffe dzaSR GKS 1 2YSt S,
than twice the core estimateThis larger number may reflect family members who seek shelter with

veterans.

Describe the Nature and Extenf Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.

In Marietta, homelessness appears to have a stronger correlation to economic disadvantage, addiction

and lack of supportive social connection than to race or ethniéith 0 K al NASG Ol Q4 OAGe g A
demographic beingredominantly norHispanic white, the homeless population in Marietta should not

be expected to draw as heavily from other racial and ethnic minority groups as would be the case in
non-Appalachian regions and larger jurisdictiomdeither the City of Maetta nor WashingtorMorgan

Community Action maintains data tracking homelessness by racial and ethnic dtnapdotally, large

LI2 LJdzt F GA2ya 2F YAYy2NRGE K2YSESaa LISNaRz2ya KIF@S yz2i

Describe the Nature and Extent of Unshelesl and Sheltered Homelessness.
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A present (and outgoing) Salvation Army administrator, who arrived in Marietta in 2018, prioritized
homelessness outreach by initiating the SleepSAfe progiamning the winter of 20149, she had a

budget of $1,000 and usethat money to provide 17 homeless persons with a night in the Super 8

hotel. During the winter of 20120, with a budget of $5,500, the SleepSAfe program provided 82 nights

of accommodations to 85 persons (including repeat accommodations for somessisthace to larger

families). This winter (2021), she reports that the SleepSAfe program has provided at least 141
2OSNYAIKG | OO02YY2RIFIdA2ya F2NI 11 K2YSESaa LISNmR2ya
per person).She states that some tiie persons assisted by SleepSAfe are in transition or temporarily
homeless, but that others are chronically homeleS&e further states that the SleepSAfe program ran

out of funding by the end of January, but was able to continue its operations &w anbre weeks

when additional funding was received from an anonymous souitdeears emphasis that while this was

going on, Community Action was also running its own parallel homeless hotel voucher program which

saw growing participation relative to thevailability of resources, and that Community Action was
NEOSAGAYI NBFSNNIfta FNRBY {If@FGA2y ! N¥e 6KSy G(GKS

It is true that available estimates from Community Action show low numbers of street homé&lesse
isno reason to doubt that many homeless persons in Marietta do double up or "couch surf" between
friends and family, as has traditionally been trudowever, the cumulative program participation data
presented by the Community Action and Salvation Armygpams appears to show a demand for
shelter which rises generally in proportion to the availability of resources.

Discussion:

N/A
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NA-45 NonrHomeless Special Needs Assessmedit.205 (b,d)
Introduction:

The City of Marietta has a large population of vy and lowincome households relative to the

GK2dza SK2f Raé OI¢i2S I2yNBf &l&S la oNR2S(Sidd Q4 K2 dzaSK2f Ra Ay
al NASGGlF K2dzaSK2f R&a OFy 6S RSaONAGOGSR | a a@SNE 29
ofhous&k 2 f Ra OFl'y 6S RS&AONROSR | & NIoff Ranying hotisedids ¢ Y2 RS NI
tend to experience housing problems (primarily affordability issues) at roughly double the rate of

owning householdslt is presumed that certain categories of pemsowith special needs are LMI.

The needs of disabled persons, domestic violence victims, the elderly, and those eligible for public
housing seem to be generally met by local service provideng. City of Marietta itself has not
traditionally funded omadministered supportive housing programs for special needs populations, but a
network of local specified agencies has addressed these néedspendent providers provide housing
for the elderly, MRDD provides housing for persons with mental, physiaibratevelopmental
disabilities, Washington County Behavioral Health Board provides housing for alcohol and drug
addiction, and EVE, Inc. provides housing for victims of domestic violence.

Describe the characteristics of special needs populationgonr community:

According to the 2012015 HUBprepopulated dataset, the estimated population of Marietta, OH is

13,995. This population consists of an estimated 5,955 households, with aregtd®ted average

household size of 2.08 persorghisistheR I G} aSG GKAOK Aad dzaSR (G2 RS{OSN¥YA
f2¢g AyO02YSsz¢e af2g AyO2YSzI¢é GAaY2RSNI OGS AyO0O2YS¢ | yR

Ly GKS OFGS32NE 27F 4-Qdided BOYIRXBCHARdata dstfmasatl 4901 | 5
households have am¢ome of 330% HAMFIL Y G KS OF 6S32NE 2F aGaft2¢ AyoO2YS.
1,040 households to have an income of 3808 HAMFI and 1,075 households to earn between-50%

80% HAMFILY G KS OFGS3I2NE 2F GY2RSNIGS Ayeeh8l8amed pnp K2
100% HAMFIG a A RRf S Ay O02YSé¢ Aa | OFGiS3aA2NE $gKAOK Aa KINR
dataset (given that it does not further subdivide between middle and-b@tmers), but it can be

characterized as an undefined subset of the gee#than 100% HAMFI income group, which is shown by

the HUD data to consist of 2,105 households.

/ Ndzy OKAy3 (KSaS ydzyoSNARZ wm: 2F al NASGHdGl Qa K2dza SK
O/ 1l lacCLUuX opr 2F alNASGIENAGKR Yz 8 K3 BRAHABRIB SSH G a
gz Oy 6S OKIFNIOGSNRT SR Fa aY2RSNIGS AyO02YSé 0606Sii
2F K2dzaSK2f Ra A LX Al 06SG6SSy |y AYRSTAYAGS YAE
100% HAMFI)Thus, by a&a6 A R GFyRFNRAY Y2al 2F «f NASGGlF Qa K2

)y Qx
D¢ ax
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While it is difficult to describe in exact numbers, the City of Marietta's special needs population can be
characterized as largely aging and eldefifie HUEprovided 20112015 data set stimates that a total

of 2,120 Marietta households (35% of the whole category of households) contain at least one person 62
years of age or older, with 910 of these households (15% of the whole category of households) including
at least one person over thege of 75.As time passes, the citywide demographic is increasingly skewing
older.

The 20152019 US Census data set (available at https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/mariettacityohio)
provides estimates useful for considering the extent of disabled howsidgupportive service

needs. According to the 2012019 dataset, 17.7% of the population under the age of 65 suffers from a
disability. One of the largest needs of the disabled population at large is accessible public
accommodations, given that Martetis a historic city designed in an era that did not accommodate
disability. It is important that citywide infrastructure and facilities be accessible to the disabled going
forward.

Since the City of Marietta does not operate public housing programguhkc housing residents in
Marietta are those housed through the various programs operated by Community Action, the

2dZNAARAOGA2YQa tdzofAO | 2dzaAy3a ! ASyOes 2N 4KS @I

special subpopulationsThe primaryneed of those temporarily in public housing who are nearing the
end of their assistance include the need for selftaining employment opportunities in order to avoid
future displacement or eviction.

Two increasing community problems strongly correlatgth special needs populations are alcohol and
drug addiction and domestic violenc®leanwhile, the small number of persons with mental, physical,
and / or developmental disabilities appears to continue to remain steady.

What are the housing and supporté/service needs of these populations and how are these
needs determined?

The City of Marietta itself has not traditionally funded or administered supportive housing programs for
the nonhomeless aneed populations specified in 24 CFR 91.205(b) ange@)use a network of local
specified agencies addresses these neéldsname some of the major providers servingisk non
homeless populations, the Washington County Board of Developmental Disabilities (formerly MRDD)
provides housing for persons withental, physical, and/or developmental disabilitiédashington

County Behavioral Health Board provides housing for alcohol and drug addigdh. Inc. provides
housing for victims of domestic violence, while independent providers provide housirgefor t

elderly. The housing and supportive service needs of these populations are determined by the
individual entities that provide for their carel’he City of Marietta keeps apprised of these needs

through institutional knowledge and ongoing consultatiwith service providers.

Affordable senior housing may be a growing need due to the aging demographics of the Marietta
population. Moreover, although housing for persons with mental, physical and/or developmental
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disabilities is plentiful, funding for theperation of facilities to serve these populations continues to

decrease, resulting in potential gaps in identified needsS @ 2 y R K2dzaAy 3> al NASGOF Q&
population is in need of public infrastructure and facilities which are-A€p&ssiblesince the trend as a

population ages is toward greater disability.

Supportive services for alcohaind drugaddicted persons is on the rise in Marietta in response to an
identified regional problem of growing addictioithe Oriana House offers both asr@ential halfway

house and an intensive outpatient treatment progratdowever, a treatment facility cannot be a leng
term residential solution, and the general expectation is that those who complete Oriana or other
rehabilitationoriented programs (sucas Westbrook in Parkersburg, WV or The Counseling Center in
Portsmouth, OH) will be able to provide for their own housing needs in the longer run of their recovery,
after being directed in the shorter run to supportive housing and other services througmQuoity

Action and the Department of Jobs and Family Services (JRS)implies a need for gainful

employment.

Housing for victims of domestic violence is difficult to precisely measure due to the nature of domestic
violence (which, once identified the criminal justice system, tends to result in temporary displacement
of either the victim or the offender)Facilities are in place to address shtmtm domestic violence

victim needs, but they provide only shadrm placements for displaced victim$wardo not qualify to

stay in their own homes during the pendency of court proceedings.

Discuss the size and characteristics of the population with HIV/AIDS and their families within
the Eligible Metropolitan Statistical Area:

The mostrecentannual Depaty Sy & 2F | SIFfGK 1 L+ NBLR2NI o6dal L+ { dzNB
L3S HcecX y2iSa GKFEG a9 0K 2F hKA2Qa yy O2dzyiisSa K
end of 2019.The number of persons living with diagnosed HIV varies across gbageaeas of the

state, with the fewest number of prevalent cases and lowest rates of persons living with diagnosed HIV
AYFSOGA2Yy 20aSNWSR Ay (KS tSada RSyaSte LRLJzZIGSR:

Washington County is mostly rural (estimated population of 59,%r$qgns with 631.97 square miles,
countywide average of 97.8 persons per square mile) situated between several even more sparsely
populated rural counties in Ohio and West Virginia (Noble County, OH with a population density of 36.8
persons per square mildjorgan County, OH with a population density of 36.2 persons per square mile;
Monroe County, OH with a population density of 32.1 persons per square mile; Tyler County, WV with a
population density of 35.9 persons per square mile; and Pleasants Countyitk\V/population density

of 58.5 persons per square mile, all per the 2010 Census), as well as two counties containing larger
urban centers with higher population densities (Athens County, OH with a population density of 128.6
persons per square mile adood County, WV with a population density of 237.4 persons per square
mile, both per the 2010 Census)s such, Washington County should be on the low end of statewide

HIV infections.
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The Ohio Department of Health in 2019 did not document an increaseaghgton County HIV
infections. Although the Development Department sent emails requesting data, the Marietta/Belpre
Health Commissioner, the County Health Department and Marietta Memorial Hospital did not respond
to a request for HI\$pecific data.This suggests a low AIDS rate within the county, as it appears that
ODH calculates infection rates based on new reported cases.

However, notwithstanding the lack of recent diagnoses, Figure 16 on page 28 of the statewide Report
6awlkidsS 2F w$ WDNIYSR otASINKE BYid 3y2aSR 1L+ LYFSOUA2y oeé
to have an HIV/AIDRositive subpopulationThe 2019 Department of Health report estimates that 83.5

persons per 100,000 population live with HIV/AIDS in Washington County (whicmanoan HIV

positivity rate of .08%)Multiplying the .08% estimate against the baseline 2019 ACS population figure

of 59,911, we estimate a countywide HIV/AIDS population of around 48 persons.

Many Washington County, OH individuals who live with HV#Alkely reside in Marietta, considering

the greater population density in Marietta relative to elsewhere in the coult§thin the 8.4 square

miles that comprise Marietta, approximately 1,612 people reside per square (Bi&pre, OH, which is

a smalkr town by area, does have a greater population density than Marietta and is geographically

situated closer to the much larger population center of Parkersburg, Wh& population density may
adza3sSad GKFG F FIFAN aKI NB ’tbn ig disa doricghtaied iy Belp2 Jzy G & Q&

Extrapolating generally from the characteristics determined statistically statewide, HIV/AIDS affects
males more often than females, persons in their 20s more often than those in any other age bracket
(followed by 3@ and then 40s, with a large drayff corresponding to age), and sarsex persons and
intravenous drug users are at elevated risk relative to heterosexual persons aridtreorenous drug
users. There is no reason to believe that HIV/AIDS risk factordiffexrent for Marietta or Washington
County than for the State of Ohio as a whole.

Source:https://odh.ohio.gov/wps/portal/gov/odh/knowour-programs/hivaidssurveilanceprogram

Discussion:
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NA-50 NorrHousing Community Development Need®91.215 (f)
DeONAR 6S (KS 2dzNAaRAOGA2Y Q& YSSR FTF2NJ tdzwfAO CI C

The City of Marietta, marked by its historical status as the oldest permanent settlement in the

Northwest Territory and a small town with architecture emblematic of an earlier age, has increasingly

becore a destination for history touristsThis interest has been driven not only by the 2019 publication

2F KAAUZ2NARIY 51 QAR alO/ dz f 2dzZ3KQa ¢KS t A2y SSNBI 0 dzi
of the most beautiful American small townh.is also a unigue river city long known as a sternwheeler
destination, with its downtown area being situated at the intersection of the Ohio and Muskingum

Rivers.As is the case in any community that seeks to increase its attractiveness as a tourisntidastina

public facilities improvements are desirediourism tends to boost the Marietta economy, which may

indirectly contribute to the creation of LMI jobs.

al NASGGlrQa adlddza +a + 20Kt G2dz2NAaY FyR &AA3IYATAO
fundamental desire of its residents for the development of parks and recreational facilities to improve

the suitability and healthiness of their living environmeRevitalized and functional public facilities

provide local residents with a sense of conmmity pride and wellbeingThus, in Marietta the

improvement of public facilities plays a dual role in community life: not only does it provide a more

suitable dayto-day living environment for residents, but it also improves the local economy by

promoting Marietta as an attractive destination within a larger Appalachian region which trends toward

decline. In short, public facilities help Marietta build and maintain cultural and social status and

momentum.

How were these needs determined?

Traditionally, dzNJA y 3  al NA S G| QdligibR hd§etts, Comindnity FeBidehtd have &ppeared

at public meetings requesting specific public facilities improvemertswvever, the need for public

facilities is less susceptible than housing needs to being demidngi f S G KNR dz3 K a Kl NRé R
Census numbersTo the extent that the City of Marietta wishes to make improvements to public

facilities citywide, one good strategic approach to this goal would be to direct funding to special projects
removing archiectural barriers or other material impeding ADA accessibility in existing facilities.

5SA0ONROGS GKS 2dzZNAaRAOGAZ2Y QA YySSR F2NJtdzoftAO L

Beyond the creation of better public facilities to serve LMI areas, a suitable living environment requires
that existing streets, sidewalks, alleys and other public improvements be appropriately reconstructed,
rehabilitated and improvedCommunity members at public meetings have traditionally requested this
category of improvementsAlthough this is the hardesype of need to identify with data, it is an area

of need frequently and consistently identified by citizen participation.
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How were these needs determined?

Some of the most requested CDBG expenditures at Marietta community meetings typically include
better streets, alleys and sidewalk¥hese requests were prevalent during the 220P3 consolidated
planning cycle, with the community meetings held in 2020 in particular having documented the
O2YYdzyAlieQa RSaANB Thask2oR0dxeétikogenekaly irdReeteDbi ynéelings
as they were conducted in past years, as much of the community input for many years has related to
specific public improvement projects.

Reviewing Marietta's 2020 Roadway Conditions map, one finds that there ardiaelgléarge number

of streets and alleys designated as "failed", "very poor" and "podhése streets are often deazhd
residential streets which are not traffic thoroughfares or especially-thaeled. Many of these streets

and alleys tend to be tated in LMI residential areas, serving local neighborhodtiese are also the

kinds of streets that default annual roadwork plans tend to miss, given the need of such plans to rate
highly on infrastructure funding applications which are filed with tteges CDBG could respond well to
community need by selecting streets, alleys and points of LMI neighborhood infrastructure which are in
the most need of repair (particularly those which are not heavily traveled, which makes it more
appropriate to designag an LMI service area) and focusing on improvements to the suitability of LMI
living environments.

5Sa0ONAROS (UKS 2d2NAaRAOGA2YyQa YySSR F2NJtdzof Al {

COVIBEL9 has resulted in a (hopefully temporary) contraction of the local economy, fueling greater
community economic needThe dilemma with CDBG tends to be that there are more public service
needs than CDBG could possibly fund, and that CiDBd2d public services are limited both by the 15%
public service cap and the principle that CDBG can be udgdmfund a new public service or a
guantifiable increase in service for activities which Marietta otherwise supports through state or local
funding sources.

Traditionally, transportation has been a particularly important public service need in Mariet& s

there is very little public transportation locally or regionally availalbler those without vehicles and
frOlAy3 RNAOGSNRa tA0SyasSaz Ad OFy o6S KFENR G2 23S
family.a  NASG G Q& aAl I pppulbtions &rg td dd@mdgrgpRics SvhidR §pickllg

contribute to demand for public transportatiomAlthough the city is not large by urban standards, most
residents are unable walk significant distances (particularly when carrying groceries or other

necesdies), and many residential sectors of the city tend to be far away from major shopping
places.Although there are limited taxi services and there may be Uber or Lift entrepreneurs in the area,
these services tend to be less affordable to the LMI poputetinan busing services.
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Community Action reports that in its needs assessment process, transportation is always identified as an
important communitywide need. The Community Action Bus Line (CABL), a service which has
traditionally relied on leveragedupport from CDBG for local match purposes to access other dollars,
offers lowfare rides which are affordable to LMI persoriie fares are $.80 rides on city routes to the
general public, free transportation for children under six years old, and $.48 ridseniors (65+) and
persons with disabilitiesThe bus line also offers generally affordable rides between Marietta and other
local population centers.

City efforts to address homelessness are also best accomplished through support for henieletssl
public services.

How were these needs determined?

Consultations with Community Action documented the community need for an affordable community

bus line, since there is otherwise no generaliailable public transportation bus lindhe only other

regular busing in Marietta is specipurpose busing: school busing provided for school children through
f20f a0K22f RA&AGNROG&ASZT | YR 0 dzaA JHe comhditySWBwyA 2 NBE G K
and a review of other community needs assessmeatanents also highlighted the need for public

transportation.

The community needs assessment survey and consultations with various homeless advocates also
suggested that homeless services ought to be prioritized relative to the lack of any specific
progranmatic emphasis on this category of services in the past.
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Housing Market Analysis

MA-05 Overview

Housing Market Analysis Overview:

The City of Marietta's existing housing stock has mostly continued to age and deteriorate in the past 25
years, due tdandlocked geography which provides little available property for new construction and

the fundamental age of existing home structurdhehousing market can be characterized as
predominantly older houses with significant deferred maintenance (partiuthe lowto-moderate

income onweroccupied housing)Deferred maintenance by homeowners tends over time to escalate
into larger problems requiring emergency repair.

The housing stock available to serve persons with disabilities and special needssapgdesasufficient

as there are currently no waiting list&s to public and assisted housing there is an ever increasing need
for available units while condition of these units remains constant or in declihe.City of Marietta
currently has no regutary barriers to affordable housing.

The City of Marietta's economy can be characterized as plateaued due to the stall of oil and gas
companies, the decline of weslying blue collar jobs, the uncomfortable fit between feducation
unemployed and availdé specializegtducation employment, and the continued rise of pame and
non-living wage service work (such as food service, even as traditional retail work is declining in the face
of online commerce).
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MA-10 Number of Housing Units91.210(a)&(b)(2

Introduction

US Census Bureau definitions given at https://www.census.gov/construction/chars/definitions/ define
' YRCESKkTt OKERdzZAAY At Sy A 4 ¢ -detAched Gémi
attached, sideby-side), row houses, duplezequadruplexes, and townhouses [which are separated by a
groundto-roof wall, have a separate heating system, have individual meters for public facilities, and

! Gdr OKSR

KI @S y2 dzyAia

characteristics of the building: the oamit structure category is a singtamily home, including fully

detached, semidetached (semiattached, sled A RS0 X N 4
I NB  Cbf housigluiits i tRe studturdi K & Wy dzY a8 NJO (i dzNB R
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towed on its own chassis, with transportation gear integral to the unit when it leavesttery, and
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stock consists of singlnit detached (65% of total) (including houses and garage apartments) or
attached (1% of total) structures (including units that are separate but share one or more i8i)of
Kaudigstiugti@es.i g2 OP FOA YV MR S &l 28 K2 dzaAA Y
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within 5-19 unit (11% of total) or 20+ un®%) structuresh yf @ w2 2F al NASGGF Q&
of mobile homes, RVs, vans, house boats, etc.
All residential properties by number of units
Property Type Number %
1-unit detached structure 4,425 65%
1-unit, attached structure 80 1%
2-4 units 895 13%
5-19 units 730 11%
20 or more units 530 8%
Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc 155 2%
Total 6,815 100%
Table27 ¢ Residential Properties by Unit Number
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS
Unit Size by Tenure
Owners Renters
Number % Number %
No bedroom 15 0% 125 5%
1 bedroom a0 3% 790 30%
2 bedrooms 910 27% 1,005 38%
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Owners Renters
Number % Number %
3 or more bedrooms 2,305 69% 705 27%
Total 3,320 99% 2,625 100%

Table28 ¢ Unit Size by Tenure
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS

Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted with
federal, state, and local programs.

The City of Marietta does not own or operate public housing uMashington/Morgan Community
Action, as the countPublic Housing Agency (PHA), administers housing assistance and rehabilitation
programs using federal dollar§.he City of Marietta has traditionally endeavored to support the
preservation of LMI owneoccupied housing units each year through the Emergdétepair and Paint
Marietta programs funded by CDBG.

Provide an assessment of units expected to be lost from the affordable housing inventory for
any reason, such as expiration of Section 8 contracts.

The City of Marietta does not anticipate the loss oftfeam 8 contracts within the next three years.
However, there is an expected loss of affordable housing units outside of those units made available
through Section 8 The biggest apparent driver of loss of affordable housing stock, considering the data,
alJLISI NE (2 0S5 -asihg\tdn@limarkefPartichildrly. i tRef aBermath of the 2008 housing
crisis, there was a strong business incentive to acquire traditionalholsMéd properties at low prices

for longterm rental purposes (since LMI perss could not afford to buy and rehabilitate these
properties). If those units were affordable in the past, they are less likely to be so fitv.recent
nationwide seller's market has exascerbating these preexisting dynamics.

Does the availability of hasing units meet the needs of the population?

Marietta renters are much more likely than owners to live inb@miroom (0% of owners / 5% of renters
live in this category of unit) or oAeedroom (3% of owners / 30% of renters live in this category of unit)
housing units.Two-bedroom units in Marietta tend to be roughly equally available to owners and
renters (27% of owners / 38% of renters live theddroom units). Threeplus bedroom units are much
more likely to be occupied by owners than renters (69%vaiers / 27% of renters live in this category
of unit). Thus, in general, the larger the housing unit in Marietta, the more likely it is homeewner
occupied; the smaller the housing unit, the more likely it is remErupied.

In general, low income rentalare scarce regardless of the size of the uRe&nt also appears to have
been rising in recent years disproportionately to true market value per structure reriezbmparison

of the lasttwo HUDprovided datasets is illuminatingi/hile the 20052009ACS base year data showed
Marietta median home value to be $98,600, 264015 ACS data showed median home values to be
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$96,200 (a2% decline in home pricesHowever, comparing the same datasets, median rents were
shown to have increased by 16% over fiagne period (while median home values were in declifid)e
HUDprovided 20112015 dataset considered in MES shows that 58% of renters pay less than $500 a
month, while 41.1% pay between $500 and $999 a moiithe same data shows median monthly rent

per unit type to be as follows: (A) efficiency/no bedrooms = $550; (B) 1 bedroom = $576; (C) 2 bedroom
= $737; (D) 3 bedroom = $917; (E) 4 bedroom = $1,UB& data suggests that many smaller units are
fairly expensive (hence unaffordable) to LMI famiesl households relative to living spad&here

housing unaffordability exceeds the means of LMI persons (extrelm@ljncome persons in particular),

it is hard to conclude that housing units are truly available even whain Mariettag there is a

significant number of vacant properties.

Describe the need for specific types of housing:

The greatest need within the City of Marietta would seem to be affordable 3 to 4 bedroom houses and
apartments for lowefincome large familiesUsing HUEprovided dag, approximately 44% (105
FILYATtASa0 2F GKS G2GFft ydzYoSNI 2F FFHYAfASA owunn Tt
the LMI continuum.It seems unlikely that such families are able to afford to easily acquire or rent

appropriate housing sjce.

Although nebedroom through twebedroom housing appears to be available both to owners and

renters (with owners typically choosing to acquirb@droom or larger units), the greatest need

associated with access to housing seems to be a better mativielen means and markeGiven

al NASGGlI Qa K2dzaAy3a GFOFyoOe adldAraidroas GKS RSOfAyY
stock, one would expect housing to be plentiful for LMI persdngheory, it is.In reality, the mismatch

between propety values and LMI resources makes the housing market a significant LMI challenge.

Discussion
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MA-15 Housing Market Analysis: Cost of Housi)l.210(a)

Introduction

Please see data below.

Cost of Housing

Base Year: 2009 | Most Recent Year: 2015 % Change
Median Home Value 98,600 96,200 (2%)
Median Contract Rent 412 477 16%
Table29 ¢ Cost of Housing
Data Source: 20052009 ACS (Base Year), 2@015 ACS (Most Recent Year)
Rent Paid Number %
Less than $500 1,525 58.0%
$500999 1,080 41.1%
$1,0001,499 0 0.0%
$1,5001,999 15 0.6%
$2,000 or more 0 0.0%
Total 2,620 99.6%
Table30- Rent Paid
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS
Housing Affordability
% Units affordable to Household Renter Owner
earning
30% HAMFI 305 No Data
50% HAMFI 1,175 520
80% HAMFI 2,190 1,194
100% HAMFI No Data 1,623
Total 3,670 3,337
Table31 ¢ Housing Affordability
Data Source: 2011-2015 CHAS
Monthly Rent
Monthly Rent ($) Efficiency (no | 1 Bedroom | 2 Bedroom | 3 Bedroom | 4 Bedroom
bedroom)
Fair Market Rent 550 576 737 917 1,062
High HOME Rent 0 0 0 0 0
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Monthly Rent ($) Efficiency (no | 1 Bedroom | 2 Bedroom | 3 Bedroom | 4 Bedroom

bedroom)

Low HOME Rent 0 0 0 0 0
Table32 ¢ Monthly Rent

Data Source Comments:

Is there sufficient housing fohouseholds at all income levels?

No. Low income rentals are scarce, especially for houses with more than two bedrbtwas3-to-4
bedroom houses and apartments are not affordable to low income persdngs with fewer bedrooms
appear to be available teent, but rent levels seems to be high relative to housing stock age and LMI
means.

How is affordability of housing likely to change considering changes to home values and/or
rents?

Housing unaffordability is likely to continue to worséotwithstandingthe temporary post2008

financial crisis decline in residential property values, home values in Marietta are once more on the

rise.¢ KS OAGe Aa SELSNASYyOAy3d I aSsakidbipdpetids Nipéali = | &
to have beentakend@ G KS YIFNJ SG o0& fFyRf2NRa RdzZNAy3I GKS 1 &
financial crisis, and as recent national trends have intensified this preexisting dyrfaraigous
homeowneroccupied units have been converted to rentalldew housing is not beg built or

developed within the city limits, much less l-/dtused housinglUnder these circumstances, rental

rates will likely increase, reducing available rental housing for low and moderate income

persons. Meanwhile, the condition of available lewvand lowto-moderate housing (which is

overwhelmingly of advanced age) is on track to continue to decline, even as availability remains limited

and cost remains high.

How do HOME rents / Fair Market Rent compare to Area Median Rent? How might this
impact yaur strategy to produce or preserve affordable housing?

N/A

Discussion
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MA-20 Housing Market Analysis: Condition of Housing1.210(a)
Introduction

Usingthe HURINR2 A RSR RIGFaSadsx pr: 2F al NASGOlF Qa K2dzaAy 3
occupiedunits and 42% of renteoccupied units) were built before 195@3% of the housing stock

(split between 33% of homeown@rccupied units and 34% of renteccupied units) was built between

1950 and 197914% of the stock (split between 9% of homeownetupied units and 20% of renter

occupied units) was built between 198@99. This leaves less than 3% (split between 2% of
homeowneroccupied units and 4% of renteccupied units) that was built since 200@nalysis of the

housing stock by Buckeye Hillsgibnal Council, meanwhile, found the median home age in Marietta to

be 1946, with 45% of units having been built in 1939 or earlier.

I OO2NRAY3 (G2 GKS ! ®o{d /Syadza . dz2NBIF dzQa wnmy ! YSNRO
were estimated to bevacant out of a total estimated housing stock of 6,495 units (with 5,750 housing

units being occupied)This equates to a housing unit vacancy rate exceeding At#ording to the

20152019 ACS-¥ear Narrative Profile for Marietta, 656 housing unitMarietta were estimated to be

vacant out of a total estimated housing stock of 6,532 units (with 5,876 housing units being

occupied).This equates to an estimated vacancy rate around 18%S 201-2015 data tables from
data.census.gov estimate 6,811 tbteousing units to exist in Marietta, with 5,953 being occupied and

858 being vacant, for a total estimated vacancy rate of 11.8%eems reasonable to surmise from

GKSasS 1/ { &adz2NB»Se SaildAyYlriasSa GKIG al NkRSédinth@a oI Ol yO
neighborhood of 1€12%, trending downwarddlt is unknown precisely how many of these vacant units

are abandoned, in foreclosure proceedings, or sitting on the markeé Marietta Development

Department lacks sufficient data to provide a reaably reliable estimate of what specific proportion of

these housing units would be suitable for rehabilitatiokccordingly, the values supplied in the last

(2018) Consolidated Plan are supplied again here.

Considering HUPprovided LMISD data, 52% of tbeerall population of Marietta qualifies as LMIMI
persons generally lack the necessary means to put significant resources into home
improvement. Furthermore, vacant houses tend not to be walaintained, and Marietta has a
significant number of vacamiomes. As a result, LMbwned housing; which generally is older and in
worse repair than the housing of higher earnertgnds to be in declining condition.

Definitions

The State of Ohio, Development Services Agency, Office of Community Developmehede#swing
RSTAYAGA2Ya 2F 0dZAf RAY3I O2yRAGAZ2YyAaST gKAOK NBTE SOU
applied to housing units:

GOEOSttSyiée O2yRAGA2Yy A& O2yaARSNBR (2 0SS 2dziadly
building is freerom wear (excellent; superior, or exceptional condition).
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GD22R¢ O2yRAUGUAZY A& O2YyaARSNBR (G2 06S STFFSOUAOBSsE A
repairs and show some signs of wear (good; intact, safe; solid and suitable for its purpose).

GCILANE O2YyRAUGAZ2Y A& O2yaARSNBR (2 6S | gSNI ISz RSO
moderate repairs and structure defects, while not critical, are evident (fair and adequate; neither good
nor bad).

Gt 22NE O2yRAUGAZY A &erage?iyferidr, Rdtddard (oRinade§uaté fBrici@rent |-
usage; the building may have major structural deficiencies (poor; inadequate for its purpose,
substandard).

G/ NRGAOIt ¢ O2yRAUGAZY A& O2yaARSNBR (resma& dzyal ¥S2
repairs and/or may not be functioning; it may be near or at the end of its useful life (critical; dangerous,
hazardous or unsafe).

al NASGGlI ¢62dZ R RSTAYS daidl yRFNR O2yRAGAZ2YE G2 YSI
GCIFANAZEYYRAOO2NRAY A (i 2a [INGSSS( [dzydRSAXER) | Ty RMIYKISING RS T A Y
O2YyRAGAZ2Y o0dzi &dzZAGFofS FT2NI NBKFEOAfAGEFGAZ2YE G2 3ASYy
AY G/ NAGAOITt ¢ O2yRAGAZY dabiitdtignSGoéd exatpled & \stardard t @ 0 S
condition" buildings would be those which meet HUD Housing Quality Standards (HQS) and all state and

local codes.Good examples of "substandard condition" buildings would be those units which are in

poor conditionor worse and which are both structurally and financially feasible to rehabilitate.

Condition of Units

Condition of Units Owner-Occupied RenterOccupied
Number % Number %
With one selected Condition 655 20% 1,115 42%
With two selected Conditions 10 0% 90 3%
With three selected Conditions 10 0% 0 0%
With four selected Conditions 0 0% 0 0%
No selected Conditions 2,650 80% 1,420 54%
Total 3,325 100% 2,625 99%
Table33- Condition of Units
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS
YearUnit Built
Year Unit Built Owner-Occupied RenterOccupied
Number % Number %
2000 or later 54 2% 110 4%
19801999 290 9% 525 20%
19501979 1,085 33% 890 34%
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Year Unit Built Owner-Occupied RenterOccupied
Number % Number %
Before 1950 1,885 57% 1,110 42%
Total 3,314 101% 2,635 100%

Data Source: 20112015 CHAS

Risk of LeaeBased Paint Hazard

Table34 ¢ Year Unit Built

Risk of LeadBased Paint Hazard Owner-Occupied RenterOccupied
Number % Number %
Total Number of Units Built Before 1980 2,970 90% 2,000 76%
Housing Units buildefore 1980 with children present 85 3% 10 0%
Table35¢ Risk of LeaéBased Paint
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS (Total Units) 262015 CHAS (Units with Children present)
Vacant Units
Suitable for Not Suitable for Total
Rehabilitation Rehabilitation
Vacant Units 691 523 1,214
Abandoned Vacant Units 35 488 523
REO Properties 40 0 40
Abandoned REO Properties 0 0 0

Alternate Data Source Name:
Housing Market Analysis
DataSource Comments:

Table36 - Vacant Units

Current precise data on vacant units subdivided between suitable and not suitable for rehabilitation is

unavailable. The data set supplied is from the City of Marietta's 2018 Consolidated Plan, on the assum|
that actual numbers of vamt units and REO Properties (as divided between suitable and not suitable for
rehabilitation) have not meaningfully changed, and is intended by way of estimate rather than precise d:
set. This old dataset is supplemented by an attachment providingmuestimates of currently vacant units
(relative to nearby communities) from internet research.

Consolidated Plan
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Figure 35: Occupied and Vacant Housing units in Marietta, OH
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57% of the ownepccupied housing units and 42% of the reavecupied housingnits within the City

of Marietta were constructed before 1950, according to the housing date newest of this housing
stock is now over 70 years oltMeanwhile, 52% of the population is classified as-townoderate
income, according to the latest Hkprovided data. It stands to reason that a significant proportion of
the overall category of property owneggparticularly where extremely old housing stock overlaps with
LMI ownershig, likely lacks the necessary means to rehabilitate and improvedhdition of Marietta
housing stock.

Estimated Number of Housing Units Occupied by Low or Moderate Income Families with LBP
Hazards

yo: 2F GKS /AGe 2F alNASGGrQa G201t K2dzaAy3a adaz o]
construction of a Marietta bme being 1946 and 45% of the housing stock having been built in 1939 or
earlier. ¢ KS&4S ¢ SNB (i K Sbadedaidi @ars. LINKA YS f S| R

According to U.S. EPA statistics available at Protect Your Family from Sources of Lead | Lead | US EPA
(https:/lwww.epa.gv/lead/protect-your-family-sources
lead#:~:text=1f%20your%20home%20was%20built,under%20layers%200f%20newer%20paint.), the U.S.
government in 1978 banned the use of lela@sed paint.Up until 1939, however, 87% of houses built
contained leaebased paint.Between 19401959, 69% of homes constructed continued to use lead

based paint.Between 1960 and 1977 (until discontinuation in compliance with the 1978 ban), 24% of
homes built used leatiased paint.

It is mathematically difficult to estimate the precisamber of LMloccupied houses in Marietta which
contain leadbased paint, as hard data about paint type per housing unit does not &g, for many
housing units which were repainted in the interim years, subsequentheased paint remediation may
have sometimes resulted in elimination of lead paint hazards in houses that originally used such

paint. However, Marietta does appear in the Ohio Lead Hazardous Properties database due to the age
of its housing, with known and documented cases of leadomirigy leading to documented

properties. The City of Marietta estimates that the 2,970 owsascupied housing units built before

1980 and the 2,000 rentesccupied housing units built before 1980 all present some risk ofthased

paint, with the extent déthat risk depending on the relevant year of construction indexed against the
prevalence of lead paint usage during the relevant era.

Discussion
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MA-25 Public and Assisted Housiq@1.210(b)
Introduction

The City of Marietta lacks public houginnits and does not itself administer public housiatated programs.

Totals Number of Units

Program Type

Certificate Mod-Rehab Public Vouchers
Housing Total Project-based | Tenant-based Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans Family Disabled
Affairs Unification *
Supportive Program
Housing

# of units vouchers
available 487 0 0 0

# of accessible units
*includes NonElderly Disabled, Mainstream OR¥éear, Mainstream Fivgear, and Nursing Home Transition

Table37 ¢ Total Number of Units by Program Type

Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)

Describe the supply of public housing developments:

Describe the number and physical condition of public housing units in the jurisdictiocluiding those that are participating in an
approved Public Housing Agency Plan:

N/A
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Public Housing Condition

Public Housing Development

Average Inspection Score

Table38 - Public Housing Condition

Describe therestoration and revitalization needs of public housing units in the jurisdiction:

N/A

Describe the public housing agency's strategy for improving the living environment of low
and moderateincome families residing in public housing:

N/A

Discussion:

N/A
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MA-30 Homeless Facilities and Servieed1.210(c)
Introduction

The following entities operate Marietthased facilities and services which assist the homeless in some capacity:

1 EVE Shelter (addressing emergency and transitional homelessness for dafiodestice victims)

1 City of Marietta through Washington County Behavioral Health Board (Shelter Plus Care Program to provide supportivehousing f
those with dual diagnoses)

1 County Home (provides transitional homeless housing)

Cornerstone Emergency Shelter the Homeless (faitibased shelter)

I Community Action Housing Crisis Response Program (HCRP) (helps individuals and families who are homeless or nearty homeless t
maintain present housing or move to more stable housing)

f  Community Action Supportive S&nOSa F2NJ +SGSNI yaQ CFYAfASAE tNRPINIY o0{{+xC0O 6 aana
secure stable housing if facing eviction or homelessness, including temporary financial assistance)

1 Gospel Mission Food Pantry (free food, clothing and sug)plie

9 First Congregational United Church of Christ (affiliated with the Greater Marietta Community Food Pantry and providorgriragity
breakfasts)

1 Washington County Homeless Project (in 2021 starting a winter daytime homelessdiepter at the Firs€Congregational United
Church of Christ parsonage providing warming facilities, shower and laundry facilities, and referrals to local sociabsecies)

9 Salvation Army, SleepSAfe program (provides homeless hotel vouchers for up to three nights)

f Sainta I NE Qa ¢ BaktdvMd@iit de Paul Society (provides food vouchers, temporary food and lodging limited to one to two nights,
limited to assistance once per calendar year)

=
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Facilities and Housing Targeted to

Homeless Households

Emergency Shelter Beds

Transitional
Housing Beds

Permanent Supportive Housing
Beds

Year Round Beds Voucher /
(Current & New) Seasonal /
Overflow Beds

Current & New

Current & New

Under
Development

Households with Adult(s) and

Child(ren) 8 0 0 3 0
Households with Only Adults 0 0 0 90 6
Chronically Homeless Households 0 0 0 0 0
Veterans 0 0 0 0 0
Unaccompanied Youth 0 0 0 0 0
Table39- Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households
Data Source Comments:
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Describe mainstreanservices, such as health, mental health, and employment services to the
extent those services are use to complement services targeted to homeless persons

1 EVE, Inc. provides case management to those in transitional housing.

9 Shelter Plus Care contracts wittlashington County Behavioral Health Board to provide mental
health treatment, addiction treatment and employment services.

9 Local healthcare and addiction treatment providers provide healthcare and recovery services for
qualified recipients of Medicaid, ariEimergency Room services continue to be available for
treatment of those without access to any form of health insurance (including the homeless).

f ¢KS +SGSNIyaQ ! RYAYyAauNrdAz2y o6x!'0 LI e&a KSIFfaKO
homeless veterans.

1 L&P Services provides mental health assessments and counseling (including recovery
counseling) both to homeless and nrbomeless persons.

1 The Marietta Municipal Court Probation Department provides supportive services to both
homeless and nohomeless offendrs who are placed on probation, and prioritizes the
connection of underserved probationers with allied social services providérs.Probation
Department focuses on promoting stability in housing and employment as part of its addiction
recoverydriven gproach to community control.

1 The Washington County Drug Court serves felony drug offenders, using a tredtuesé¢d
alternative to traditional criminal punishment to attempt to promote recovery and @t
stability (including assistance to obtain Iska living arrangements) in lieu of lotgrm prison
commitments for lowlevel drug offenders.

1 The Oriana House treatment facility and the affiliated Rigel Recovery Services assist both the
homeless and nohomeless populations who tend to struggle withdiation.

List and describe services and facilities that meet the needs of homeless persons, particularly
chronically homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their
families, and unaccompanied youth. If the services and féeifi are listed on screen S#0
Institutional Delivery Structure or screen M85 Special Needs Facilities and Services,

describe how these facilities and services specifically address the needs of these populations.

Shelter Plus Care serves those wholammeless and dually diagnosed with mental health and
addiction. Six beds are available for those individuadfgdividuals living in the Shelter Plus Care project
must be receiving treatmentSupportive Services for Veteran Families (SSVF) providesidihan
assistance and case management for veterans and their famHieancial assistance can be used for
rent and utilities as well as emergency needs that ariee previoushfisted services under the
preceding headings generally serve chronicalljnéless individuals and families, families with children,
veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth (although their services are not limited to any
particular subgroup).
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MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Servig&4..210(d)
Introduction

The bllowing special needs facilities and services exist in Marietta:

1 Shelter Plus Care Program

1 WashingtoaMorgan Community Action local PHA holds apartments dedicated to
developmentallydisabled clients.

1 The Oriana House (Marietta halfway house facility) affitiated Rigel Recovery Services
(providing intensive outpatient treatment and inpatient withdrawal management for adult men
and women)

T ¢KS hQbSAtft {SyA2N)/SyGSNI Kz2aia aSNBAOSa AyOofd
assistance, Medicareoanseling, senior prescription assistance, an automated telephone
reassurance program, and a senfocused Medical Transportation Service.

1 The Washington County Home (situated just outside of city limits) provides residential facilities
and services witla personalized program of care and rehabilitation for each resident, to
LINEY2(GS SIFOK NBAARSY(iQa YIFEAYdzZY FdzyOlA2yAy3d 4A
without regard to age or any legaltglevant personal characteristic

Including the eldely, frail elderly, persons with disabilities (mental, physical, developmental),
persons with alcohol or other drug addictions, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families,
public housing residents and any other categories the jurisdiction may specify, andrdss
their supportive housing needs

Supportive housing needs include drug and alcohol treatment, mental health services, case
management, and employment serviceBhe facilities identified in M0 and under the subheading
above represent a fair rundowsf many of the major community service providers, including providers
of supportive housing for speciakeds populationsSome of these services are residential in nature.

Presently, much of the residential support for the elderly and frail elderly saméhe form of either in

home health aides or elder homes / nursing facilitidirsing homes and elddéocused residential

facilities presently include Heartland of Marietta, Arbors at Marietta, Harmar Place Rehab and Extended
Care, Marietta Nursing aRehabilitation Center, ElImcroft of Marietta and Glenwood Community.

Additionally, the Washington County Commissioners and the Washington County Jobs and Family
Services (JFS) Administrator as part of Consolidated Planning consultation informed théaMariet
Development Department of a current effort to develop 50+ dugiste housing units on a large piece
of acquired farmland to serve future elderly housing neellsuccessful, the County plans to use this
first elder housing development as a futurariplate for the creation of additional housing unit§his
effort is to be situated right outside of Marietta city limits near the Washington County Home, but
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should serve the Marietta elder population as a component part of the larger countywide elder
population. Efforts such as this at the county level may in the future be a useful adjacent to limited
affordable housing and limited new construction within city limits.
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HIV in Ohio

Describe programs for ensuring that persons returning from mental and gbgl health
institutions receive appropriate supportive housing
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Shelter Care Plus serves those who are homeless and dually diagnosed with mental health and addiction
issues.Six beds are available for those individuadislividuals placed in the SheltBtus Care project
must be receiving treatment.

The Marietta Probation Department works with probationers upon release from jail commitments to
improve the stability of their housing and employment conditions, and to promote recovery efforts for
those withidentified substance abuse issues.

Specify the activities that the jurisdiction plans to undertake during the next year to address
the housing and supportive services needs identified in accordance with 91.215(e) with
respect to persons who are not homes$s but have other special needs. Link to epear

goals. 91.315(e)

The City of Marietta in conjunction with local PHA, Washingtflmngan Community Action will continue
to administer and support these programs at current levels.

For entitlement/consortia gantees: Specify the activities that the jurisdiction plans to
undertake during the next year to address the housing and supportive services needs
identified in accordance with 91.215(e) with respect to persons who are not homeless but
have other special eeds. Link to oneyear goals. (91.220(2))

N/A
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MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing91.210(e)
Negative Effects of Public Policies on Affordable Housing and Residential Investment

The City of Marietta has not identified the existence of public polist@sh per se negatively affect
affordable housing and residential investme@iven the age and deteriorating condition of some
housing stock, city policy efforts in recent years have turned toward slum and blight elimin@tiese
efforts have includeghursuing acquisition of abandoned properties, some of which were residential in
their original use.This effort has proceeded slowly, however, and has not seriously contributed to the
loss of affordable housing given the small number of properties afteby these efforts, the

commercial nature of certain buildings, and the general unsuitability of these properties for
rehabilitation. Although the slum and blight elimination initiatives do result in the elimination of
structures, these efforts are notrpceeding at a rapid enough pace to impact the affordable housing
supply (even setting aside the fact that the structures acquired and demolished to date have been
considered to pose dangers to health and safety).

¢KS /AGé 27F al NRA Snédatived@mpéct afordalfefresidehtidla R2 y 2 (
development. Property taxes in Washington County are low relative to much of Ohio, and property
taxes within the city beyond county taxes consist of vapproved levies which would not be expected
to impact investment. City income taxes in Marietta have historically rarely been raised, and increases
in income tax when they occur tend to be modest and calibrated to stabilize core city services and
functions.

Marietta does not have a restrictive citywide land yman or zoning laws which discourage affordable

residential developmentw I 4§ KSNE al NASGGF Qa8 LINBaSyid T2yAy3a 2NRA)
many years, are more laissez faire than what might be seen in more modern codified zoning

ordinances.The zming ordinances permit variances upon application and create appellate remedies,

including redress through city council consideration of variance requests where prospective property
developers are unhappy with basic commission determinations.

Building cods, fees and charges are reasonable and affordable by comparison with other jurisdictions.

al NASGGFrQa LINAYEFNE FFF2NRIOE S K2 dzi A Pedause bffiBIA SNJ A &
age of the city and its smdthwn footprint, most of the landavailable for residential development

within city limits has already been developenvironmentally speaking, the significant amount of

floodplain within the City limits negatively affects new construction and rehabilitation, putting a greater

burden onthe affordable housing stock in areas of floodplalrhis geographic and environmental fact,

GKAES 2dziaARS GKS OAGeQa O2yiNRf FyR y20 &adzaOSLIA
significant hurdles to the creation and improvemeniadfiordable housing stock in Mariettdvioreover,

GKS dzy ¥2Nlidzyl 6 S NBI £ A (i dyeak fioodfldinliniMiaateasIndyiieid tdpieveStE (i Sy &
CDBG from achieving its intended purpose in certain neighborhobus.general crossutting

requirement for federallyassisted properties to maintain FEMalified flood insurance creates a

deterrent to certain lowincome homeowners in need of assistance.
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MA-45 NonHousing Community Development Assef91.215 (f)
Introduction

Marietta appears b the data to be a healthcare and lemage employmenthuba F NA SG G Q4 aK2G0SaGé¢ SYLX 28YSyi
YR 9RdzOF GA2yS¢ NBLINBaSyldAy3d nox 27T (i Fhelafge gapbetwelert adilable \@osk aridimidey R H p'z 3
workers in this market sector likely reflects the specialized nature of the work and the advanced educational attainmiesd tequork in this

sector. If these jobs go unfilled, they are not available to a large proportion of the local andchadgiopulation likely looking for workThe

nexthealthiest market sectog trailing significanth¢A & aF NI A X Sy G SNI I Ay WsktédtegorysBemb tO @aupytygether G A 2 y & © ¢
food service, hotel employment, and atasd-culture workers, accoumtg for 15% of total Marietta jobs and 13% of total workefsbs in this

category seem to be available at a slightly higher rate than they can be Rletdil trade is the thirdargest employment sector, speaking for

11% of jobs and 15% of workendowever, retail work is in general decline due toca@mmerce.

The leasthealthy employment sectors appear to be manufacturing, transportation and warehousing, agriculture, mining & oil/gasoexdradtti
information. While workers qualified to work in theskinds of fields that are unable to find employment may find work in fields such as food
service, accommodations and retail trade, they will typically be unqualified to work in thedbighnd fields of healthcare and education
without the acquisition oadditional credentials.

Other market sectors in Marietta appearing to have decent employment prospects for those with appropriate skills andaiscithehite
finance, insurance and real estate; wholesale trade; professional, scientific and managem@meatssand constructionTaken together, these
FAStRa | O02dzyd F2NJ ww: 2F al NASGOlIQa 2204 FYR HM: 2F Alda 62N] F2NDO

Economic Development Market Analysis

Business Activity

Business by Sector Number of Number of Jobs Share of Workers Share of Jobs Jobs less workers
Workers % % %
Agriculture, Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction 116 96 2 1 -1
Arts, Entertainment, Accommodations 598 1,561 13 15 2
Construction 274 329 6 3 -3
Consolidated Plan MARIETTA 98

OMBControl No: 2508117 (exp. 09/30/2021)




Business by Sector Number of Number of Jobs Share of Workers Share of Jobs Jobs less workers
Workers % % %
Education and Health Care Services 1,206 4,613 25 43 18
Finance, Insurance, and Réatate 354 998 7 9 2
Information 68 20 1 0 -1
Manufacturing 614 311 13 3 -10
Other Services 196 402 4 4 0
Professional, Scientific, Management Services 280 514 6 5 -1
Public Administration 0 0 0 0 0
Retail Trade 699 1,185 15 11 -4
Transportation andVarehousing 161 122 3 1 -2
Wholesale Trade 191 519 4 5 1
Total 4,757 10,670 -- -- --
Table40- Business Activity
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS (Workers), 2015 Longitudinal Empiél@rsehold Dynamics (Jobs)
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LaborForce

Total Population in the Civilian Labor Force 6,420
Civilian Employed Population 16 years and
over 5,860
Unemployment Rate 8.63
Unemployment Rate for Ages -P& 14.90
Unemployment Rate for Ages B85 5.48
Table41- Labor Force
Data Source: 20112015 ACS
Occupations by Sector Number of People
Management, business and financial 1,140
Farming, fisheries and forestry occupations 210
Service 855
Sales and office 1,440
Construction, extractionpaintenance and
repair 335
Production, transportation and material
moving 230
Table42 ¢ Occupations by Sector

Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS

Travel Time
Travel Time Number Percentage
< 30 Minutes 4,990 89%
30-59 Minutes 490 9%
60 or More Minutes 115 2%
Total 5,595 100%

Table43- Travel Time
Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS
Education:
Educational Attainment by Employment Status (Population 16 and Older)
Educational Attainment In Labor Force
CivilianEmployed Unemployed Not in Labor
Force

Less than high school graduate 235 35 365
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Educational Attainment In Labor Force
CivilianEmployed Unemployed Not in Labor
Force
High school graduate (includes
equivalency) 1,300 120 745
Some college or Associate's degree 1,555 150 580
Bachelor's degree or higher 1,350 65 225

Table44 - Educational Attainment by Employment Status

Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS

Educational Attainment by Age

Age
18¢24 yrs | 25¢34 yrs 35(43 yrs | 45¢65 yrs 65+ yrs

Less than 9th grade 4 25 10 55 160
9th to 12th grade, no diploma 195 240 105 200 315
High school graduate, GED, or

alternative 660 400 410 1,355 1,270
Some college, no degree 915 510 285 610 375
Associate's degree 120 220 235 420 85
Bachelor's degree 160 335 225 535 355
Graduate or professional degree 0 95 180 265 185

Table45 - Educational Attainment by Age

Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS

Educational Attainmeng Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Educational Attainment Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
Less than high school graduate 10,333
High school graduate (includes equivalency) 20,205
Some college or Associate's degree 24,564
Bachelor's degree 39,067
Graduate or professional degree 53,208

Table46 ¢ Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Data Source: 2011-2015 ACS

Based on the Business Activity table above, what are the major employment sectors within

your jurisdiction?
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See introductory commentsThe topthree major employment sectors within the City of Marietta are
health care services and eduita (leading by a lot) followed by arts, entertainment and
accommodations and retail trade.

Describe the workforce and infrastructure needs of the business community:

The infrastructure needs of the Marietta business community seem to relate to hosgitdlsther
healthcare facilities, educational institutions (such as Marietta College, Washington State Community
College and Washington County Career Center), and facilities hosting food service, hotel/motel
accommodations, and retail/grocery trad@f couse, fundamental transportationelated infrastucture

is important to the business community and community residents alike.

While jobs are available and advertised in certain fields, many businesses seeking to hire report a
difficult time in finding emplogble workers who are able to pass standard drug testfgrthermore, as
LINBGA2dzat e y2G0SRX a2YS 2F al NASGOlIQa KSIFfOdKASadl
credentials or with specific educational attainment qualities.

Describe ag major changes that may have an economic impact, such as planned local or
regional public or private sector investments or initiatives that have affected or may affect
job and business growth opportunities during the planning period. Describe any needs fo
workforce development, business support or infrastructure these changes may create.

The decline of oil and gas industry development in the local area (which was expected to create an
economic boom which failed to seriously materialize) and the genedingein regional economic
opportunity are challenging enough when taken alofidtnese challenges were compounded in 2020
when the Coronavirus pandemic arrived in Ohio, leading to a statewide lockdown and an ongoing ban
on gatherings of more than 10 persariWhile many businesses were allowed to reopen after the initial
period of quarantine, reopenings proceeded cautiously far short of full capadawrly every economic
sector was affected by the shutdown, and further effects were felt in the workfascénesses

disrupted workplaces and caused sgghiutdowns when infections were identifiedEven businesses and
institutions that continued operations tended in general to operate subject to cutbacks and restricted
hours. The present pandemic trend apaes to be toward greater control and management of the virus
with the development of several effective vaccines, but the lack of universal vaccination at the present
time continues to prompt statewide social distancing polici€kere is hope that conddns will

continue to improve throughout 2021, but at the present time conditions remain challenging.

The major expected effect of the pandemic on Marietta has been to reduce jobs, limit or reverse
business growth, and arrest community developmeéeWwithen the pandemic ends and businesses are
able to return to full capacity, it is hoped that there will be a general trend toward economic

recovery. However, it is unclear how significantly the recent economic retraction will affect Marietta
OA G AT Sy & Garhirfy pidivér,Fudd hdwathis in turn will affect local market demand and the ability
of local businesses to truly operate at full capacity or in growth mdd®.this reason, it is unclear what
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workforce support needs will emerge in the aftermath of thésxdemic. However, workforce
development needs in the local economy have traditionally included skilled trade workers (CDL drivers,
welders, equipment operators) and office staff (including supportive staff for healthcare providers).

Infrastructure need$o support Marietta industry tend to be minimal due to the city's approach to
water, wastewater, and road use maintenance agreeme@€VIEL9 does not seem to have seriously
affected local infrastructure or facilities, except to the degree that busihasseen conducted in
facilities subject to reduced or limited hours.

How do the skills and education of the current workforce correspond to employment
opportunities in the jurisdiction?

Educational attainment in Marietta largely tracks employment oppooitiy according to the HUD

provided data.Of the approximately 9% of the workforce dataset that did not complete a high school
credential or equivalent, 63% were unemployed or not in the labor force; only 37% were empl0fed.

the approximately 32% of thdataset that did not pursue further education after graduating from high
school or earning a GED, 40% were unemployed or not in the labor force and 60% were emPloyed.

the approximately 33% of the dataset who had some college (without a degree)odiaéa 2 OA | (1 SQa
degree, 32% were unemployed or not in the labor force and 68% were emplQfdtie 24% of the
RFiGFrasSid K2 KFER | . FOKSf2NRAd RSINBS 2NJ KAIKSNE
and 82% were employedClearly, educational attament has a high correlation to employment in

Marietta.

However, it is unclear what percentage of the persons employed in every field are underemplidyaed.
data does not tell us, for example, how many employed persons with advanced degrees were working
fields that actually required the degrees they possesa&@ also cannot say how often those with
specialized training or skills end up working in fields unrelated to those skills or traivimgan say,
however, that the education and skills of therkforce match up with local employment opportunities

to some degree Careers in healthcare and education, for example, seem available to those who pursue
appropriate credentialsBut with accommodations and (declining) retail trade being the new stahda

in career opportunities and with these careers not typically requiring degree credentials, it is surprising
to find such a large percentage of persons without a high school degree or less who are not
employed. This data suggests a trend toward emplaybiring collegeeducated people for jobs that
traditionally would have required no formal degre€his may suggest the skills and education of the
workforce do not map especially well with the current opportunities in the job market, and it should
also & noted that many white collar jobs which require specialized credentials tend to go unfilled by
local residents in many cases.

The Washington County Career Center offers welder, machine operator and heaithieared

training programs which map well widemand both from the traditional regional manufacturing base
and healthcare providersThe Career Center also trains mechanics, cosmetologists, electricians,
carpenters, etc.These technical skills programs seem likely to map well with specific mea&ds.
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Describe any current workforce training initiatives, including those supported by Workforce
Investment Boards, community colleges and other organizations. Describe how these efforts
will support the jurisdiction's Consolidated Plan.

Pioneer Pipe's@NJ T2 NDOS GNIAYyAy3 AYAGAIFIGAGDBS FT2N) 6Stf RSNBR A
career centers.The initiative allows high school seniors to complete a welding program withesjob

training. This training results in a certification and & jopportunity within the company upon

graduation.

Washington State Community College in Marietta, as well as community colleges in surrounding
counties, have instituted or expanded programs to train chemical operafwshe degree that plant
jobs contirue to exist in the region, those jobs tend to be in the chemical industry.

Efforts like these help to support Marietta's Consolidated Plan by creating a stable workforce suitable

for the more specialized jobs that continue to exist within Marietta, Waghim@ounty and the

surrounding communitiest NI RAGA 2yl f G3I22R 2206aé¢ &dzOKrisk & (KSas$s
neighborhoods by creating meaningful opportunities for homeownership.

Does your jurisdiction participate in a Comprehensive Economicddgwment Strategy
(CEDS)?

No

If so, what economic development initiatives are you undertaking that may be coordinated
with the Consolidated Plan? If not, describe other local/regional plans or initiatives that
impact economic growth.

Other local and regia plans or initiatives that impact economic growth include plans developed by
WashingtoaMorgan Community Action, South Eastern Ohio Port Authority, Jobs Ohio, Buckeye Hills
Hocking Valley Regional Development District, Governor's Office of Appalactén&Eahio

Development Alliance, Appalachian Partnership for Economic Growth, Workforce Investment Board,
Ohio Conference of Community Development and the Small Business Development Chet&ity of
Parkersburg, W.V. also recently published a city thahwould be regionally relevant.

Discussion

Marietta's employment numbers should be considered in a wider regional cordedording to the

t dzNRdzS | YAGSNBAGE / SYGSNI ¥F2NJ wS3IA2y It 5S@St2LISyi
(composed of Washgton, Morgan, Monroe, Noble, Perry, Hocking, Athens and Meigs counties),-pg. 22
HOS Modd: 2F Gz2dGFf NBIA2YyLE 22064 6SNB f2ad o0SGéS
establishments in the region disappearing (defined as companies with 500+ emplapdes9.3% of

jobs in such companies also disappeariAgghough there was an apparent uptick in small business

(s}
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& { G I 3 S498 émpleyeerjobs increasing by 9.6%), these increases were not enough to offset the

loss of large employesreated jobs.Moreover, sales levels were down in the same period across every
singlecategory of enterprise, except for Stage 2 employers (which only showed 1.8% sales

growth).t SNOSyYy i OKIy3aS Ay alfSteo®@&NT agii AFS nwme OQXYIIY K
I Hp®o: RSOfAYS Ay altSaT a{lklyRSaddilI@BYmEy x%dSaalR
58.8% (a number presumably reflecting the loss of a large percentage of such empldyersjorst

aspect of these regional statistics would seem to be the extreme mismatch between small business

numbers: as increasing numats of small businesses opened (possibly in reaction to the loss of the

traditional large institutional employers), small business sales were dda.source of the Center for
wSIA2yIlf 5S@St2LIySydQa RIGE g1 a -RelinSdesydinéed 2 NB 06
research tool used by academic researchers, policymakers and economic development analysts

following companies at unique locations across the U.S.).
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MA-50 Needs and Market Analysis Discussion

Are there areas where households witiultiple housing problems are concentrated?
(include a definition of "concentration")

Merriam? $6aG SN hyt AyS 5AO0GA2YINE RSFAYSa 402yOSydNt .
IAPSY | NB I Thig ilan@@fopizieSdefinition for presentrposes.

Parts of census tracts 205, 208 and 210 tend to have the highest concentrations of households with
multiple housing problems within the city.

Are there any areas in the jurisdiction where racial or ethnic minorities or laveome
families are corentrated? (include a definition of "concentration™)

Hn / Cw (pMOHMAOlI O LINRYLIia SIOK 2dz2NAARAOGAZ2Y G2 adtl
for the purpose of identifying and describing any areas within the jurisdiction with concentrations

racial/ethnic minorities.For this purpose, the City of Marietta (in line with the definition of

GO2yOSYUNI GA2YyEé IAQSY | 020S0 ¢2dzf R dzy RSwhield YR (KA
population of 51 percent or moreThere are no areas the city of Marietta were racial minorities are
concentrated (based on percentage).

9YLX 28Ay3 GKS &lIYS dzyRSNEGFYRAY3I 2F aO02yOSYGNI (GA2
income families within the City of Marietta tend to be concentrated basegercentage in areas of
census tracts 205, 208 and 210.

What are the characteristics of the market in these areas/neighborhoods?

¢KS ySAIKO 2 NK?2 2 Hdoma gbncentraitell 8dasiNav@ & hotisthggmarket consisting of
aging singldamily homes hilt prior to 1940 that are in a state of continuous deterioratidPersons
living in these areas of the city tend to lack the necessary means to keep up the conditions of their
properties.

Very few housing units in these neighborhoods tend to be bougttsmld on the open markefThe
general means of turnover in these areas include foreclosures and property owner dedties these
units become available, almost all properties suitable for rehabilitation are purchased by property
management entities fofuture rental use.Those units which are in an advanced state of deterioration
and unsuitable for rehabilitation are often left empty to fall further into blight.

Are there any community assets in these areas/neighborhoods?

Each of these neighborhoodsVe valuable community assets in the form of one or more city
parks. Each neighborhood also has its own unique assets and character.
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Are there other strategic opportunities in any of these areas?

The City of Marietta, through CDBG, has traditionally sbteggbonduct activities which benefit these

areas. The City has also tried over time to promote stabilization in these areas through programs such

as the Emergency Repair Program, Paint Marietta Program, Sidewalk Repair Program, ADA Curb Ramps
and neighbohood parks upgrades.

One strategic opportunity in the future may be historic preservation work of appropriate properties, as
Historic Harmar and Central Business District in particular are neighborhoods with historic character
where many properties areonisidered to be contributing structures to the historic distrietowever,

the challenge associated with historic preservation work tends to be the restrictions on work methods
and materials and the need to coordinate all aspects of the work with the $tistoric Preservation
Office. Also, the substantial limitations on what qualifies for residential historic preservation make it
difficult to use this CDBG categomy sum, it requires significant expertise to conduct historic
preservation properly ttough CDBGWhile this may appear on the surface to be a strategic
opportunity in Marietta, in reality Marietta's residential historic districts may tend to work against its
CDBG program.
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MA-60 Broadband Needs of Housing occupied by Land Moderate-Income
Households 91.210(a)(4), 91.310(a)(2)

Describe the need for broadband wiring and connections for households, including &owl
moderate-income households and neighborhoods.

I O0O2NRAY3 G2 GKS C// Q& bl (A 2ngap.fcc.goviyBroadbard iftBrnea I LI 6 K
service is plentiful throughout the City of Mariett&ervice typically ranges from three to seven

providers, depending on locatiorAccording to https://broadbandnow.com/Ohio/Marietta, residential

service is availabledm the following providers: Suddenlink Digital Cable, AT&T, Frontier

Communications, ViaSat, HughesNet, CASCable and King Street WikB&sand Cable are the most

common forms of household internet in MariettaVith this level of coverage, therer® one in the City

of Marietta without physical access to broadband infrastructuf@e only barriers to LMI access would

seem to be cost or lack of desire (both market factors which are hard to address through CDBG).

Describe the need for increased comiiteon by having more than one broadband Internet
service provider serve the jurisdiction.

The City of Marietta has aboxaverage broadband competition within the regioBompetition exists in
the market, and Marietta consumers who pursue broadband adcags ample choices.
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MA-65 Hazard Mitigationr 91.210(a)(5), 91.310(a)(3)

5SA0NAO0S (GKS 2dz2NAARAOGA2Y Q& AYONBIaSR yI (dzNJT €

The most recent (Fourth) National Climate Assessment (NCA), available at
https://nca2018.globalchange.gov, is recommended in National Register Publication 81 FR 90997 for
analyzing increased natural hazard riskecording to the NCA, more frequent and intense extreme
weather and changes in average climate conditions may occur which ndigrbptive, impacting aging
and deteriorating infrastructure, stressed ecosystems and economic inequaligady vulnerable

people in lower income and marginalized communities are expected to suffer greater impact.

I O0O2NRAY3A (2 b/ !esand ddi@resgtardgperid onSh@@al r2seurces and favorable

Ot AYIGS O2yRAGAZ2Yyazr &adzOK la X (G2d2NRayY X | NB @dzZ yS
OK I y H&vevér, in the near term, a rise in global temperatures may not harm every community:

& { 2 asPects of our economy may see slight asam improvements in a modestiyarmer

g 2 NI TRedfdar is that longerm, climateRNA @Sy RA&ANHzLIGA 2y & Yl & KI @S &L
weather and climataelated impacts on one system can result in increassks or failures in other

ONRGAOFE aeaidsSvyaszr Ayl KHzZRMBALIFO U SINd NSARIMNIOISEIXKEE a3 ¢
water temperatures and changes in precipitation are intensifying droughts, increasing heavy

downpours, reducing snowpack, @eausing declines in surface water quality, with varying impacts

I ONRP&a NBIAZ2yadé

al NASGGFrQa 3INBIFGSad yFiddaNIt KFETFNR NAR&] When Ll2aSR
these rivers absorb the impact of extreme precipitation, water leireloth of these rivers, Goose Run

Creek (which flows through town) and Duck Creek (an86 long tributary of the Ohio River which

meets the Ohio River east of Norwood) riggepending on water levels, much of downtown Marietta

and many LMI neighborhais can flood.Historically, Marietta experienced floods in 1813, 1832, 1884,

1913, 1937 and 1964 when snow rapidly melted and the watershed caused the rivers to rise.

In 2004, Hurricane Ivan resulted in the declaration of a state of emergency in Mariddist. of

downtown, the Historic Harmar neighborhood, parts of Norwood and many Pike Street businesses
flooded. Areas adjacent to Duck Creek further north also flood&édcording to www.arcgis.com,

Marietta in general has a high level of social vulnditglto flooding. Flood mitigation measures in
Marietta since 2004 have included the installation of flood gauges and sensors to monitor flood stage
levels and alert residents and emergency management of impending danger.

Climate change, marked regiondtly increasing average temperatures and/or more extreme weather,
may produce similar effects.

Extreme heat and cold seems to be a more remote danger, as Marietta has traditionally been neither
extremely warm nor extremely coldSmall increases or decreasi@ average temperature when
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considered apart from water levels would not seem to present significant risk to community life or

health, where current weather averages tend to be moderate: January averaging 22 (L) and 39 (H);
February averaging 24 (L) a#8 (H); March averaging 32 (L) and 54 (H); April averaging 41 (L) to 66 (H);
May averaging 51 (L) to 75 (H); June averaging 59 (L) to 82 (H); July averaging 64 (L) and 85 (H); August
averaging 63 (L) and 85 (H); September averaging 56 (L) and 79 (Hgr@etraging 43 (L) and 67 (H);
November averaging 34 (L) and 55 (H); and December averaging 27 (L) and(Bat@i3ource:

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).)

Describe the vulnerability to these risks of housing occupied by dewd moderateincome
households based on an analysis of data, findings, and methods.

LF OfAYFGS OKFy3dS LINPOSSRA lFa LINSRAOGSRT al NARSGGLl
rapidly-rising water levels and the corresponding hazard to real proppdssonal property and

infrastructure. a I NA& S { dokm@deraté gopulation would be expected to experience the greatest

impact from extreme weatheRNRA @Sy Ff 22RAy3 Rdz2S (2 GKS f20F0A2Yy 3
concentrated residential neighborhoods ireti00year floodplain.A review of floodplain maps and

LI ad FE22RAYy3 RFEGF aAK26a Iy dzy T2 Ndddeondedtfated f F NHS 2
communities and areas of floodplain risk.

LF OfAYFGS OKFy3aS 6SNB (2 Aaverhade @riperatiragdo s iitisQa 6 S| (K
unlikely that most residents would feel serious impadbwever, LMI persons, due to their lack of

resources to upgrade existing heating and cooling systems, could be disproportionately impacted by

weather changesFaNJ Ay aidt yO0Ss Rdz2S (2 GKS 3S 2F YdzOK 2F al |
originally built without air conditioning units or central heating and cooliAihough many homes have

been retrofit with central heating, central cooling is less preval&ummer cooling can therefore be a

challenge for lommod residents without access to air conditionefsaverage temperatures increase in

the future, this is likely to be more of an annoyance than a serious health risk to mesidow

households.

Heating tends to be less of a concern, as most housing units are outfitted with appropriate furnaces and
most have central heat, even in lemvod neighborhoodsFurnaces tend to be a regional necessity in
the winter months. It is not anticipated that any chaegn climate would fundamentally change what is

YySSRSR (2 adre 61NV Ay G(G(KS 6AYGSNE 2NJ aSNRA2dzate
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Strategic Plan

SRO5 Overview

Strategic Plan Overview

5FaGF Fylrftearas O2yadzZ GFradA2ys NBaSHNOK FyR @I NR2dz
identification of highpriority Lowto-Moderate Income needs for FY 202@23. Once needs were

identified, strategies were developed to address thehine following higfpriority needs were

identified:

Decent affordable housing

Public infrastructure improvements
Neighborhood revitalization
Transportation

Homeless Assistance

=A =4 =4 =4 =4

Economic development could have been identified as a need, but was not adtesllist of priority

needs due to the more immediate demand for programming in other areas, the rich variety of sources
of public funding for economic development which are presently available through ARPA and other
resources, the high level of difficulagsociated with administering an economic development program,
and the limited capacity of the City of Marietta to successfully administer such a programAgipe.
unfortunate reality of CDBG is that there will always be more needs than funds to addosssieds,

and that prioritization necessarily requires tough choices to be made.

Because CDBG is designed to be a flexible, latiedigted Federal program, and because the City of

Marietta receives limited CDBG funding, the 2@2P3 Marietta CDBG pragm might have been

structured many differentways. 2 4 SOSNE GKS 5S@St2LIYSyd 5SLI NLIYSyYycC
and public input provided a blueprint for what kind of activities would be most likely to produce LMI

targeted benefit. This strategic lan allocates resources to categories of need in basic proportion to

their relative identified importance and the expected capacity of the City of Marietta to implement

programming, subject to the caveat that activities in the category of public servieestéicially

limited regardless of need due to the applicable cap.

The City recognizes that there is no perfectly predictive crystal ball for program demand or

participation. If conditions prevent the City from spending down planned funds within amgngi

funding year, the City is prepared where necessary to shift focus away from the present strategic plan to
promote CDBG timeliness$n that case, the city will submit any amendments which may be necessary,
following the requirements of its citizen pasipation plan.
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SR10 Geographic Prioritieg 91.215 (a)(1)
Geographic Area

Table47 - Geographic Priority Areas

1 AreaName: City of
Marietta
AreaType: Citywide
Other TargetAreaDescription: Citywide

HUDApproval Date:

%of Low/ Mod:

Revital Type:

Other RevitalDescription:

Identify the neighborhood boundaries for this target area.

Include specific housing and commercial characteristics of this target area.

How did your consultation and citizeparticipation process help you to identify
this neighborhood as a target area?

Identify the needs in this target area.

What are the opportunities for improvement in this target area?

Are there barriers to improvement in this target area?

General Allocation Priorities

Describe the basis for allocating investments geographically within the jurisdiction (or within the EMSA
for HOPWA)

The City anticipates allocating a substantial proportion of its CDBG resources toward citywide goals
acrosscategories of needTo the extent that resources will be directed at specific areas of town,
neighborhood revitalization and improvement activities will be targeted at definedNowd service

areas unless the activities are of a nature that would be presdito benefit an LMI limited

clientele. Neighborhood revitalization resources in particular must be strategically targeted at LMI
gualified areas where environmental clearance analysis will allow such activities to proceed within the
limited capacity othe Development Department.

Because the City of Marietta is small both in terms of population and geography, it makes little sense to
formally designate geographic target aredather, a better approach is to identify concrete examples

of more generallyecognized need, and then to target resources through established programs or
project allocations where those particularly identified challenges exist without regard to geographic
location (provided a national objective can be reasonably documentedhe definition of service
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areas to meet the LMA national objective, since so many census tract block groups in Marietta are more
than 51% LMI and the city as a whole exceeds 52% LMI concentration many eligible activities may have
service areas which combimeaultiple census tract block groups to meet the LMA threshdlreover,

the high number of LMI concentrations citywide means that measgd assistance to households or
individuals (LMH or LMC) may often be a better measure of LMI benefit than deésignhtMI service

areas, depending on the nature of the activity.

HUD's mapping tool provides the following information about the characteristics of Marietta's various
census tracts and block groups:

The citywide (GEOID 3947628) LMI percentage is 52.55%.

Historic Harmar (Census Tract 205, Block Group 1) has an LMI percentage of 69.37%.

Norwood North (Census Tract 210, Block Group 3) has an LMI percentage of 68.84%.

Indian Acres neighborhood (Census tract 208, Block Group 1) has an LMI percentage of 55.36%.

East Muskingum Park to Mound Cemetery / Core Historic Marietta (Census Tract 208, Block Group 3)
has an LMI percentage of 58.22%.

The Central Business District / Historic Downtown Marietta (Census Tract 205, Block Group 2) has an LMI
percentage of 62.81%.

Norwood South / retail district (Census Tract 210, Block group 2) has an LMI percentage of 61.48%.
North Central Marietta (Census Tract 209, Block Group 2) has an LMI percentage of 54.4%.

The main norLMI concentrated areas of Marietta are Harmar Hilln&es Tract 204, Block Group 1

39.71% LMI) (which significantly exceeds the bounds of the city limits), the area in east Marietta
designated as Census Tract 210, Block Group 1 (39.37% LMI) (which block group significantly exceeds the
boundaries of the cit limits), westcentral Marietta (Census Tract 208, Block Group 2) with 25.66% LMI,

and northwest Marietta (Census Tract 209, Block Group 1) with 12.61% LMI (which tract significantly
exceeds the bounds of the city limitsyee the attached map for notatis of specific LMI

concentrations by block group.

Observing the map and taking note of city limits relative to block group positions, one general common
characteristic of Marietta neighborhoods (with the exception of Census Tract 208, Block GroumaR) is t
the more whollycontained a census tract block group is within the city limits, the more likely the census
tract block group in question is to be 51+% LBimilarly, the more a block group includes areas outside
of city limits, the more likely thatlbck group is to be less than 51% LMI (and in many cases,
substantially so).
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SR25 Priority Needs 91.215(a)(2)
Priority Needs

Table48 ¢ Priority Needs Summary

1

Priority Need
Name

Decent Affordable Housing

Priority Level | High

Population Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Large Families
Families with Children
Elderly
Elderly
Frail Elderly
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Persons with Alcohol or Other Addictions
Persons with HIV/AIDS and their Families
Victims of Domestic Violence

Geographic | Citywide

Areas

Affected

Associated Preservation of LMI Housing

Goals

Description Marietta's existing housing stoekacing thecombined negative headwinds of

advanced age, deferred maintenance, and4m®ans ownershipis in general
need of repairoriented support. As creation of new LMI housing units has
plateaued within city limits, it is imperative to retain in decent comfitthe
housing that presently exist®2rogramming to retain LMdwned or occupied
homes will enable struggling households to avoid homelessness, and will
contribute to the general suitability of the citywide living environmemhis type
of programmingnherently counteracts slum and blight and promotes econom
wellbeing, as access to housing assistance will mean that limited LMI house
dollars can be used to address needs other than home repaitome repair
program also tends to support the presedkLMI category of elderly persons
over the age of 62, as homeownership is more likely to be realized at that st:
of life (even as fixed incomes often put home repair out of budgetary reach).
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Basis for
Relative
Priority

The retention of LMbwned and-occupied housing stock is the City's top
priority. With approximately 45% of citywide housing stock having been
constructed before 1940 and with most of the newer housing being built prio
2000, keeping LMI homes citywide in suitable living condisandhallengeThis
YSSR Aa Ffaz2z OfSINIeé NBFfSOGSR AY
Community Needs Assessment SurvAyfocused home retenticoriented
housing program specifically tailored to Marietta's geographical environment
necesary to meet this priority needRanking this need highly also tends to
address the need for neighborhood stabilization, as houses which are kept if
livable condition are less likely to fall into abandonment and irreversible decg

Priority Need
Name

Public Infrastructure Improvements

Priority Level | High
Population Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Elderly
Elderly
Frail Elderly
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Non-housing Community Development
Geographic | Citywide
Areas
Affected
Associated Infrastructure and Facilities
Goals
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Description

Many Marietta streets, alleys, sidewalks, curb ramps, and other infrastructur
and facilities need rehabilitation or reconstruction, particularly along resident
streets inlow-to-moderate neighborhoods which are off the beaten patinlike
the routes prioritized for state infrastructure funding (which tend to be higle),
CDBG infrastructure improvements that relate to more than the removal of
barriers to ADA accessibilghould be LMAimited: in some sense, the less wel
traveled such streets are the more appropriate they will be for CDBG investn
(for the purpose of improving the suitability of living environments).

Moreover, Marietta, as a historic city, was rariginally designed or constructed
with the needs of the severely disabled or elderly in miAdchitectural barriers
were constructed which now pose challenges to universal acddss City of
Marietta must prioritize elimination of these barriers citide as it otherwise
improves or maintains its infrastructurédloreover, as norarchitectural
materials are identified which impede ADA access, the City of Marietta shou
work to remove these existing materials and reconstruct infrastructure and
facilities in a manner calculated to promote universal access.
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Basis for
Relative
Priority

As far as general neighborhood infrastructure goes, the City of Marietta has
noted an issue with "orphan streets" which, although less-tvalleled than the
main thoroudnfares, are an important part of the lives of local

residents. Marietta's most failing and poeconditioned streets, alleys, sidewalk
and related infrastructure tend to be located in places which serve a smaller
subset of personsOften, those personsra LMI. Addressing these challenges
would be a very good use of CDBG resources, and is nearly as important to
residents as making resources available to keep up the conditions of their hg

Similarly, the City has been working on an ADA transition plaoh,
implementation of the plan is a high city prioritilthough the 2021 Community
Needs Assessment survey generally ranked neighborhood revitalization as t
CDB&eligible category of least overall importance, improvements to
infrastructure such as stets and sidewalks were recognized as a meaningful
need. The most achievable goal with the widest community impact within this
category of need would appear to be the removal of architectural barriers an
materials which impede ADA acce$aurthermore, ativities of this limited
nature have the benefit of being favored by federal public policy, such that
al NASGGLF Qa -yéaEldd8plai AréaS and istoric districts may prese
less of an obstacle to activity delivery.

ADAoriented improvements witih remove existing barriers to accessibility no
only serve a presumebMI limited clientele (which is their primary purpose), b
also tend to have the positive side effect of generally improving neighborhoo
and contributing to a suitable living envinmrent wherever such improvements
occur.¢ KS dzZf GAYIF OGS 321t 2F GKS /AGeQa
infrastructure to eventually be ADA accessiliRelative to promoting decent
housing (which also serves the purpose of stabilizing neigitoai$) and
addressing pandemiaccelerated economic trends and the needs of the
homeless and neanomeless, this need is somewhat less important in relative
terms, and is therefore funded at a proportionately lower level in this
consolidated planNeverthdess, this remains an important lostgrm goal which
should receive CDBG funding.

Priority Need
Name

Neighborhood Revitalization

Priority Level

High
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Population

Extremely Low

Low

Large Families

Families with Children

Elderly

Chronic Homelessness

Individuals

Families with Children

Mentally I

Chronic Substance Abuse

veterans

Persons with HIV/AIDS

Victims of Domestic Violence
Unaccompanied Youth

Elderly

Frail Elderly

Persons with Mental Disabilities
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Persons with Bvelopmental Disabilities
Persons with Alcohol or Other Addictions
Persons with HIV/AIDS and their Families
Victims of Domestic Violence
Non-housing Community Development

Geographic | Citywide

Areas

Affected

Associated Preservation of LMI Housing

Goals Neighborhood Revitalization

Description | Various issues of neighborhood revitalization were brought to the attention g

the Marietta Development Department during community discussions in 202
with citizens. Given the apparent importance of neighborhoavitalization
efforts to average Mariettans, it should be a goal of the City to use CDBG
resources to target efforts at improving neighborhoods.
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Basis for
Relative
Priority

One of the core purposes of CDBG is to create suitable living
environments. Along with preserving and promoting decent housing citywide,
neighborhood improvements to facilities and infrastructure would advance th
goal of making Marietta a better place to live for the average

person. Furthermore, such efforts indirectly benefit tdam efforts, as Marietta
is a historic city and is a more attractive destination when it is a clean city wil
attractive improvements Because residents of various neighborhoods place
substantial importance on the conditions in which their homes are wtlja
neighborhood revitalization should be a highority need that could encompas
a wide variety of potential improvement activitietn general, the activities
associated with this goal may be similar to those associated with the related
infrastructure goal.

Priority Need | Transportation

Name

Priority Level | High

Population Extremely Low
Low
Moderate
Families with Children
Elderly
Victims of Domestic Violence
Elderly
Frail Elderly
Persons with Mental Disabilities
Persons with Physical Disabilities
Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Persons with Alcohol or Other Addictions
Persons with HIV/AIDS and their Families
Victims of Domestic Violence
Non-housing Community Development

Geographic | Citywide

Areas

Affected

Associated Public Service

Goals
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Description Public transportation in the City of Marietta is extremely limitdthe City of
Marietta itself does not operate or directly sponsor a system of public
transportation. There is a need which would be appropriately served through
CDBG to assist affordalpeblic transportation activities sponsored by other
entities.

Basis for Public transportation is a public servideunding is limited within the category @

Relative public servicesHowever, there was substantial community feedback in favor

Priority and support of public transportation, and the needs assessment documents

produced by various community organizations tended to identify public
transportation as a regicwide weaknessPublic transportation is also crucial i
support of economic developmeefforts, since not all of the available LMI
workforce has the ability to drive or access to means of private transportatiot

Priority Need
Name

Homeless Assistance

Priority Level

High

Population Extremely Low
Chronic Homelessness
Individuals
Families with Children
Mentally Il
Chronic Substance Abuse
veterans
Persons with HIV/AIDS
Victims of Domestic Violence
Unaccompanied Youth

Geographic | Citywide

Areas

Affected

Associated Public Services

Goals

Description Provide resources in supparf homeless public service initiatives
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