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I certify that I am the City Clerk of the City of Farmington, a municipal
corporation and a political subdivision of the State of New Mexico, having custody of the
original of Resolution No. 2014-1525, as adopted by the City Council on August 12,
2014, and that the attached document is a true and correct copy of the original.

WITNESS my hand and the seal of the City of Farmington, New Mexico this 12th
day of August, 2014.

~.

U st Donadoe

Dianne Smylie, City Clerk [ )

SEAL
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RESOLUTION NO. 2014-1525

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING THE 2014-2018 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) CONSOLIDATED PLAN, PROGRAM YEAR ONE ACTION
PLAN, AND THE 2014 ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FATIR HOUSING
CHOICE

WHEREAS, the City of Farmington was designated in 2003 an
“Urbanized Area” and became a Metropolitan Statistical Area, thus
becoming eligible for the CDBG entitlement grants; and

WHEREAS, the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
requires that each entitlement city prepare and have approved by HUD a
consolidated plan which includes a five-year strategic plan, the program
year one action plan, and an analysis of impediments to fair housing
choice, in order to receive entitlement grants; and

WHEREAS, the City of Farmington adopted on April 23, 2013, a
Citizen Participation Plan to shape its Consolidated Plan public
participation process, and the 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan, the First
Year Action Plan, and the 2014 Rnalysis of Impediments to Fair Housing
Choice were made available for public review and comment and a public
hearing was held in accordance with the Citizen Participation Plan; and

WHEREAS, City staff has networked and collaborated with numerous
local agencies to develop a realistic five-year plan for addressing the
most urgent needs of our community; and

WHEREAS, the City of Farmington annually certifies that it will
affirmatively further fair housing goals, and the development of the 2014
Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice and implementing its
recommended actions does affirmatively further fair housing goals; and

WHEREAS, the City of Farmington has recognized its broadened
responsibilities as an entitlement city and did develop and carry out an
extensive public participation program and needs assessment to identify
critical needs within a wide variety of eligible program areas.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF
FARMINGTON:

That the City does hereby adopt the 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan,
the First Year Action Plan, and the 2014 Analysis of Impediments to Fair
Housing Choice, and directs staff to submit the documents to HUD in order
to secure the funding and to thereafter take any and all steps required
by the regulations to secure the release of funds and begin plan
implementation.

PASSED, APPROVED, SIGNED AND ADOPTED this 12" day of August, 2014.

F)’fn"‘-'-j }R‘_),t (;b: W

Tommy Robelrts, Mayor

SEAL

ATTEST:

Dianne Smylie, City Cle;z>
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Executive Summary

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

1. Introduction

The 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan serves both as a grant application and as an assessment of needs in
Farmington and San Juan County. The plan will be used to guide Community Block Grant projects and
budgets for the next five years, and should be looked at as a guide for all levels of government to
address the needs of the community.

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

The objectives of this Consolidated Plan are to provide decent housing, provide a suitable living
environment, and to expand economic opportunities. The City of Farmington's CDBG funded projects
will be aligned with these objectives.

e Providing decent housing means helping homeless persons obtain appropriate housing and
assisting those at risk of homelessness; preserving the affordable housing stock; increasing
availability of permanent housing that is affordable to low- and moderate-income persons
without discrimination; and increasing the supply of supportive housing.

e Providing a suitable living environment entails improving the safety and livability of
neighborhoods; increasing access to quality facilities and services; and reducing the isolation of
income groups within an area through integration of low-income housing opportunities.

e Expanding economic opportunities involves creating jobs that are accessible to low- and
moderate-income persons; making mortgage financing available for low- and moderate-income
persons at reasonable rates; providing access to credit for development activities that promote
long-term economic and social viability of the community; and empowering low-income persons
to achieve self-sufficiency to reduce generational poverty in federally-assisted and public
housing.

The goals of this Plan are identified and discussed in the Strategic Plan, including how these goals are
linked to the objectives of the Plan and how these funds help meet the needs of low-to-moderate

income households within Farmington.

3. Evaluation of past performance

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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The City of Farmington, as a recipient of CDBG funding, has completed Consolidated Annual
Performance and Evaluation Performance Reports (CAPER) at the end of each program year. These
reports summarize past accomplishments and evaluates performance in regards to meeting goals set
forth by the Consolidated Plan. CAPERs are published on the City website at:
http://www.fmtn.org/CDBG.

The City has engaged in a variety of project types that help to meet the objectives of the Plan, including
providing decent housing through rental assistance, suitable living environments through transitional
housing, and economic opportunities through community opportunities. The accomplishments in past
program years have allowed the City to continue to meets its goals set forth by this Plan.

4. Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires entitlement communities
under the federal Housing and Community Development Act of 1974, as amended, to develop a citizen
participation plan as the first step in developing a new Consolidated Plan. This Citizen Participation Plan
describes how the City of Farmington will involve residents in the planning, implementation and
assessment of how Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds are used. It includes the City’s
policies and procedures for public participation in the Consolidated Plan process. The Consolidated Plan
is a five-year plan required by HUD that assesses community needs and sets out a strategic plan with
proposed projects for a five-year period. The main components of the Consolidated Plan include:
housing affordability; housing needs; community needs; homeless needs; special needs; priority ranking;
a strategic plan; and, an Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice. Also included in the process is
the development of the first year Annual Action Plan.

This Citizen Participation Plan generally documents the processes and public involvement for the
development of the Consolidated Plan, the Annual Action Plans and the Consolidated Annual
Performance and Evaluation Reports (CAPER) over the next five years. All meetings and hearings are
publicized in accordance with applicable HUD, state and local regulations.

The Citizen Participation Plan is attached as an Appendix to this document.
5. Summary of public comments

Written comments received during the Community Needs Assessment, as follows: "The food bank
supports 23 other non-profits (soup kitchen, shelters, pantries) with food for their programs. We lack
adequate facilities to offer many type of food help to community. This helps all no to low-income folks.
Thanks." "There are empty buildings in the Downtown District. Would like to see more aesthetic
improvements, but additionally more friendly environment to attract people to use the Downtown as a
social gathering space friendlier parking, outdoor areas to gather and events." "This was a good
meeting. | work in transitional housing. Homelessness is a high priority regardless of the public
perception."
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Additional public comments are attached to this Plan.
6. Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them

The City of Farmington made every attempt to incorporate all comments into the formulation of this
plan. All public comments are attatched to this plan.

7. Summary

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.200(b)

The Process

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 Consolidated Plan and
those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.

Agency Role Name Department/Agency
Lead Agency FARMINGTON
CDBG Administrator FARMINGTON

Narrative

Table 1 — Responsible Agencies

The City of Farmington's Community Development Department is the lead agency in charge of

administering the Community Development Block Grant Program.

Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information

Mary L Holton, AICP, Community Development Director, City of Farmington, 800 Municipal Drive,
Farmington, NM 87401, Phone 505-599-1285, FAX 505-599-1299.

Consolidated Plan

OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)
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PR-10 Consultation - 91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(l)

1. Introduction

Provide a concise summary of the jurisdiction’s activities to enhance coordination between
public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health
and service agencies (91.215(1)).

The Priority Needs Assessment Survey was provided to public and private housing and public service
providers and all agencies were provided the opportunity to suggest potential projects. The Farmington
CDBG program participates with, provides notification, and invites comment from two community
organizations: Four Corners Comprehensive Homeless Assistance Providers (CHAP) and San Juan Safe
Communities Initiative. Both of these organizations are umbrella groups that have representation from a
large number of public and private organizations.

Describe coordination with the Continuum of Care and efforts to address the needs of
homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with
children, veterans, and unaccompanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness

The Farmington CDBG program participates with, provides notification, and invites comment from the
Behavioral Health Local Collaborative, which is also an umbrella organization made up of a variety of
public and private service organizations. The City of Farmington CDBG program also worked with the
New Mexico Coalition to End Homelessness to obtain homeless 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, policies and procedures for the administration of HMIS

The City of Farmington does not receive Emergency Solution Grant funding from HUD.

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

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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1 | Agency/Group/Organization

SAN JUAN COUNTY

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government -
County

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need
Assessment

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

2 | Agency/Group/Organization

SAN JUAN COUNTY
PARTNERSHIP

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Regional organization

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need

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

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need

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

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Other government - Local

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Housing Need
Assessment

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

5 | Agency/Group/Organization

San Juan Center for
Independence

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Persons with
Disabilities

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

Housing Need
Assessment

Public Housing Needs
Non-Homeless Special
Needs

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

Agency/Group/Organization

City of Farmington Police
Depatment

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Public safety

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Public Housing Needs
Homelessness Strategy
Homeless Needs -
Chronically homeless
Homeless Needs -
Families with children
Homelessness Needs -
Veterans
Homelessness Needs -
Unaccompanied youth

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

Agency/Group/Organization

NORTHWEST NEW
MEXICO SENIORS

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Elderly Persons

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Non-Homeless Special
Needs

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

Agency/Group/Organization

New Mexico VA Health
Care System

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Health Agency

Consolidated Plan

FARMINGTON

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




What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Homelessness Needs -
Veterans
Non-Homeless Special
Needs

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

9 | Agency/Group/Organization Native American
Disability Law Center
Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-Persons with
Disabilities
What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Housing Need
Assessment
Non-Homeless Special
Needs
How was the Agency/Group/Organization consulted and what are
the anticipated outcomes of the consultation or areas for improved
coordination?
10 | Agency/Group/Organization Four Winds Recovery

Center

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-Health

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation?

Non-Homeless Special
Needs

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

Table 2 — Agencies, groups, organizations who participated

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

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

Name of Plan Lead Organization

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

Continuum of Care

Consolidated Plan
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Name of Plan Lead Organization How do the goals of your Strategic Plan
overlap with the goals of each plan?

San Juan County San Juan County Partnership Top identified needs are included in the

Needs Assessment potential projects list and considered high
priority projects

2011 PRC San Juan Regional Medical Center & | Utilized information to identify needs in

Community Health San Juan Regional Rehabilitation the community

Report Hospital

Affordable Housing | City of Farmington, San Juan County
Plan

Table 3 — Other local / regional / federal planning efforts
Describe cooperation and coordination with other public entities, including the State and any

adjacent units of general local government, in the implementation of the Consolidated Plan
(91.215(1))

The City of Farmington worked with the Cities of Aztec and Bloomfield, as well as San Juan County to
develop the Needs Assessment and identify needs. In addition, Farmington consulted regional
partnerships, including the San Juan County Partnership. The City of Farmington utilized various plans
including the San Juan County Needs Assessment. These efforts helped the City of Farmington to
identify needs and maintain a coordinated effort in prioritizing and addressing needs in the community.

Narrative (optional):

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON 10
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PR-15 Citizen Participation

1. Summary of citizen participation process/Efforts made to broaden citizen participation
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impacted goal-setting

1. The Citizen Participation Plan encourages citizens to participate in the development of the Consolidated Plan, any amendments to the
Consolidated Plan, and the performance report.

2. The City of Farmington will encourage participation by low- and moderate-income persons, in areas where CDBG funds are proposed to
be used, and by residents of predominantly low- and moderate-income neighborhoods, as defined by the Consolidated Plan. The City of
Farmington will also take whatever actions are appropriate to encourage the participation of all its citizens, including minorities and non-
English speaking persons, as well as persons with disabilities. The City of Farmington shall encourage the participation of local and
regional institutions and other organizations (including businesses, developers, and community and faith- based organizations) in the
process of developing and implementing the Consolidated Plan.

The Plan will be made available to the Public through:

Draft Document Public Review and Comment

Public Hearing Notices for Final Approval and Adoption
Low-Income, Minority, Language and Special Needs Participation
Continuity of Participation

vk wNE

Final Documents Public Availability

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON 11
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Citizen Participation Outreach

Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
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Sort Order | Mode of Outreach | Target of Outreach Summary of Summary of Summary of comments URL (If
response/attendance | comments received not accepted applicable)
and reasons
1 Public Meeting Minorities The survey results The needs
were also presented identified during
Non-English in two (2) public the discussion at

OMB Control No: 2

Consolidated H

506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Speaking - Specify
other language:
Spanish

Non-
targeted/broad
community

Residents of Public

and Assisted
Housing

an

workshops held on
May 22, 2014. One
workshop was held
beginning at 3:00 pm
at the Civic Center
and the other was
held beginning at
5:30 pm at Sycamore
Park Community
Center. Both
workshops were
advertised using legal
notices and print ads
in English and in
Spanish in the
Farmington Daily
Times. Posters, both
in English and
Spanish, advertising
the workshops were
additionally posted at
the San Juan Center
for Independence,
the Farmington
Indian Center, the
SycamdARMNGTON
Community Center,
the Farmington Civic
Center, and other

the workshops
included: street
improvements;
downtown
revitalization;
homelessness;
public inebriation;
the cycle of
substance abuse;
improvements to
public facilities;
improvements to
public
transportation;
rental assistance;
disabled persons;
homeless with
children; persons
with mental health
issues; domestic
violence; veterans;
facilities for
children;
community centers;
and, the need for
agencies to
continue
coordination of
their efforts.

13
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Needs Assessment

NA-05 Overview

Needs Assessment Overview

The City of Farmington had a population of 44,650 in 2010, an 18 percent increase from 2000. 34
percent of households made 80 percent HUD's Median Family Income (HAMFI) or less. There are 2,175

renter households with housing problems within Farmington, and 1,604 owner households with housing

problems. The most common housing problems are cost burdens with 3,140 households experiencing
cost burdens exceeding at least 30 percent of their income.

This section will also look at disproportionately greater need for racial and ethnic groups with the City of

Farmington. As defined in the following section, Hispanic, American Indian/Native American, and Black
households face disproportionately greater need of housing problems.

San Juan County had 195 homeless persons counted in the 2013 point-in-time count. There are 213
tenant-based public housing vouchers in use in Farmington.

Non-homeless special needs populations include the elderly and frail elderly, persons with disabilities,
persons with alcohol or other drug addictions, victims of domestic violence and persons with HIV/AIDS.
Each group has its own unique housing and supportive services needs.

Non-housing community development needs include public facilities, public improvements, and public
services. These needs were rated through the CDBG Priority Needs Survey. Youth centers and facilities
for abused and neglected children were both rated highly for public facilities. Street improvements
were the highest rated need for public improvements. The highest rated needs for public services
included services for abused and neglected children, followed by mental health service, battered and
abused spouses, and youth services.

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON

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

15



NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment - 24 CFR 91.205 (a,b,c)

Summary of Housing Needs

The City of Farmington has 44,650 residents and 15,569 households as of 2010, which was an 18 percent
growth in population and an 11 percent growth in households since 2000. The median income for
Farmington also grew by 32 percent since 2000, reaching $49,705 in 2010. 34 percent of households
had an income less than 80 percent HAMFI. AlImost 20 percent of households had a cost burden over 30
percent of their income and over 11 percent of households had a cost burden greater than 50 percent
their income.

Demographics Base Year: 2000 Most Recent Year: 2010 % Change
Population 37,844 44,650 18%
Households 13,983 15,569 11%
Median Income $37,663.00 $49,705.00 32%
Table 5 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics
Data Source: 2000 Census (Base Year), 2006-2010 ACS (Most Recent Year)
Population, Households, and Families - City of Farmington
2007 ACS 2012 ACS Percent C;iange
Total Population 45 346 45,798 1.0%
Households 15,290 15,696 2.7%
Families 10,659 11,311 6.1%
Source: 2005-2007 and 2010-2012 American Community Suney 3-Year Estimate
Populations
Number of Households Table
0-30% >30-50% >50-80% | >80-100% | >100%
HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI HAMFI
Total Households * 1,860 1,170 2,315 1,460 8,760
Small Family Households * 630 310 900 690 4,800
Large Family Households * 215 190 390 125 995
Household contains at least one
person 62-74 years of age 265 260 345 185 1,115
Household contains at least one
person age 75 or older 184 225 400 155 799
Households with one or more
children 6 years old or younger * 675 270 595 305 1,095
* the highest income category for these family types is >80% HAMFI
Table 6 - Total Households Table
Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON 16
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Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS
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Housing Needs Summary Tables

1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)

Renter

Owner

0-30%
AMI

>30-
50%
AMI

>50-
80%
AMI

>80-
100%
AMI

Total

0-30%
AMI

>30-
50%
AMI

>50-
80%
AMI

>80-
100%
AMI

Total

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

Substandard
Housing -
Lacking
complete
plumbing or
kitchen facilities

20

15

15

50

30

34

Severely
Overcrowded -
With >1.51
people per
room (and
complete
kitchen and
plumbing)

55

15

25

95

20

20

Overcrowded -
With 1.01-1.5
people per
room (and none
of the above
problems)

155

60

20

115

350

10

65

15

90

Housing cost
burden greater
than 50% of
income (and
none of the
above
problems)

675

150

90

25

940

400

170

145

55

770

Housing cost
burden greater
than 30% of
income (and
none of the
above

problems)

125

190

375

50

740

65

120

260

245

690

Consolidated Plan
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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
Zero/negative
Income (and
none of the
above
problems) 120 0 0 0 120 105 0 0 0 105
Table 7 — Housing Problems Table
Data 2006-2010 CHAS
Source:
Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON 19
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Housing and Special Needs Summary Data
Percent Change from 2005-2007 to 2010-2012 ACS - City of Farmington

2005-2007 2010-2012 Percent
ACS ACS Change
Total Population, Total Households, and Families # # %
Total Population 45,346 45,798 1.0%
Households 15,290 15,696 2.7%
Families 10,659 11,311 6.1%
By Race/Ethnicity - Households
W hite alone, not Hispanic or Latino 9,606 9,795 2.0%
American Indian 2,002 2,444 22.1%
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 2,867 3,186 11.1%
By Age of Householder
15 to 24 years 1027 875 -14.8%
25 to 44 years 5,676 5,449 -4.0%
45 to 64 years 5,952 6,272 5.4%
65 years and over 2,635 3,100 17.6%
By Family Earnings
80% MFI 2,035 4,427 117.5%
50% MFI 990 2,659 168.5%
30% MFI 1,167 1,380 18.2%
Family Type
Married-couple families 8,100 8,331 2.9%
Families With own children under 18 years 3,918 5,151 31.5%
Families With no own children under 18 years 4,182 6,164 47.4%
Female householder, no husband present 1,706 2,049 20.1%
Male householder, no wife present 853 931 9.1%
Disability by Age
With any disability 5,239 5,022 -4.1%
Disabled Pop. 18 to 64 years 2,945 2,638 -10.4%
Disabled Pop. 65 years and over 1,840 1,900 3.3%
By Units in Structure
Total housing units 16,539 17,723 7.2%
1-unit, detached 9,892 11,290 14.1%
Multiple Family Residential 3071 3383 10.2%
Mobile home 3,506 3,028 -13.6%
Housing Tenure
Occupied housing units 15,290 15,696 2.7%
Owner-occupied 10,266 10,586 3.1%
Renter-occupied 5,024 5110 1.7%
Households Paying Unaffordable Housing Costs
30% or more on Selected Monthly Owner Costs 2,090 2,039 -2.4%
30% or more on Gross Rent 2095 2317 10.6%
Overcrowding
1.00 or less 14,720 14,927 1.4%
1.01 to 1.50 = Overcrowded 508 601 18.3%
1.51 or more = Extremely Overcrowded 62 168 171.0%

Source: 2005-2007 and 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Y ear Estimates

Housing and Special Needs Summary Table

Consolidated Plan
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City of Farmington

Housing that Lacks Complete Facilities

City of Farmington New Mexico
b= % # %
Occupied housing units 15,696 765,306
Lacking complete plumbing 131 0.8% 9,724 1.3%
Lacking complete kitchen facilities 186 1.2% 10,257 1.3%
No telephone service available 962 6.1% 33,488 4.4%

Source: 2010-2012 American Community Surwey 3-Year Estimates

Lacks Facilities

2. Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen

or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)

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

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 problems 855 | 280 | 140 165 | 1,440 | 415| 190 235 75 915
Having none of four
housing problems 220 | 290 | 850 430 | 1,790 | 150 | 415 1,090 795 | 2,450
Household has
negative income, but
none of the other
housing problems 120 0 0 0 120 | 105 0 0 0 105
Table 8 — Housing Problems 2

Data 2006-2010 CHAS
Source:

3. Cost Burden >30%

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 330 135 290 755 125 90 140 355
Large Related 190 94 15 299 14 50 74 138
Elderly 145 65 50 260 144 145 125 414
Other 300 145 140 585 175 20 70 265
Total need by 965 439 495 1,899 458 305 409 1,172
income
Table 9 — Cost Burden > 30%
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Data 2006-2010 CHAS
Source:

Monthly Owner Costs as a Percent of Household Income
Housing Units with a Mortgage
City of Farmington

35.0%

Affordable ! Unaffordable Summary of
i All 530%
30.0% H
‘ ! 2010-2012 - 2,039 Owner Occupied Units >30%
! 2005-2007 - 2,090 Owner Occupied Units >30%
25.0%

2010-2012 - 578 Owner Occupied Units >50%
2005-2007 - 771 Owner Occupied Units >50%

20.0%

15.0%

5.0% 1

Percent of Hous eholds by Percent of Income

n

0.0% +——== | L
Lessthan 144 515 14.915.0t0 19.9{20.0t0 24.9|25.0t0 29.9[30.0t0 34.9(35.0t0 39.9[40.0t0 49.9 _ 500 304
10.0 percentor | percentor
percent percent percent percent percent percent percent
percent more more
B2005-2007 94% 17.7% 17.0% 17.5% 7.4% 8.8% 4.4% 53% 10.8% 29 4%
W2010-2012 7.0% 12.9% 204% 14.9% 10.2% 8.6% 4.4% 50% 10.7% 28.6%

Source: 2005-2007 and 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates - B25091

Owner Cost Burden
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Monthly Rental Costs as a Percent of Household Income

City of Farmington Summary of
— All >30%
Affordable | Unaffordable ;
45.0% L L
& | 2010-2012 - 2,317 Renter Occupied Units >30%
8 s00% | 2005-2007 - 2,095 Renter Occupied Units >30% |
3 0% T
= )
=
1
£ 350% :
s 2010-2012 - 1,268 Renter Occupied Units >50% |
= 7 2 1
5 0% 2005-2007 - 883 Renter Occupied Unifs >50% |
> 1
o 1
& 250% '
(=]
=
[
8 200%
o
I
g 150%
o
4
S 10.0% 4
i~
@
o
5 50%-
T
OO T T ess 500 300
&‘1% . N 1100 t0 14.9[15.01019.9|20.0t0 24.9[25.0 10 20.9|20.0t0 34.9|35.010 30.9|40.0 t0 49.9 serieter | oeedntion
percent percent percent percent percent percent percent percent s i
[m20052007 |  4.0% 97% 126% 16.1% 10.2% 9.4% 7.4% 7.3% 17.6% 41.7%
[m20102012] 19% 14.2% 12.3% 9.2% 10.5% 7.5% 5.2% 7.8% 24.8% 45.3%

Source: 2005-2007 and 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates - B25070

Renter Cost Burden
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on Rent by U.S. Census Tract

Percent of Households Paying More than 30% of Their Income

Source: 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

B 12.72% - 18.93%

I 18.94% - 35.97%
35.98% - 42.78%

B +2.79% - 50.79%

L___l Farmington_City_Limits

e Principal Arterial

= Minor Arterial

0 05 1 1.5

% of Households Paying More Than 30% on Rent 2012 ACS

— — \liles

According to HUD, households that pay
more than 30% of their monthly gross
income on rent and utilities are considered
to be Unaffordable.

Map - Cost Burden

4. Cost Burden > 50%

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

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related 250 70 65 385 105 70 30 205
Large Related 170 4 0 174 10 0 0 10
Elderly 125 10 0 135 140 80 45 265
Other 270 70 25 365 145 20 70 235
Total need by 815 154 90 1,059 400 170 145 715
income

Table 10 — Cost Burden > 50%
Data 2006-2010 CHAS
Source:
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5. Crowding (More than one person per room)

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
Single family
households 155 100 35 140 430 0 20 65 0 85
Multiple, unrelated
family households 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 0 15 25
Other, non-family
households 0 20 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0
Total need by 155 120 35 140 450 10 20 65 15 110
income
Table 11 - Crowding Information — 1/2
Data 2006-2010 CHAS
Source:
Overcrowding - Occupants per Room City of Farmington
# %
Total Occupied Units — 15,676
& - - 1.00 or less 10,663] 68.0%
wner Occupie 5
Housing Units 1.01 to 1.50 o83 1.8%
1.51 or more 371 0.2%
1.00 or less 4.075] 26.0%
Renter Occupied ; >
Honsing Units 1.01 to 1.50 501 3.2%
1.51 or more 117] 0.7%
Source: American Community Survey 2011 3-Year Averages
Overcrowding
Renter Owner
0-30% | >30- >50- Total | 0-30% | >30- >50- Total
AMI 50% 80% AMI 50% 80%
AMI AMI AMI AMI
Households with
Children Present 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Data Source
Comments:

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

Table 12 — Crowding Information — 2/2

According to 2012 5-Year ACS data, the City of Farmington has 1,006 single persons households below
30 percent AMI. This income group is more likely to be in need of housing assistance due to their

Consolidated Plan
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limited income. Additionally, as demonstrated above, this income group faces housing problems at a
higher rate than other income groups.

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.

As seen in the Disability by Age table above, there are 5,022 persons with a disability in Farmington
according to 2012 ACS Estimates. This accounts for 11.2 percent of the population. The State of New
Mexico had a disability rate of 13.7 percent for the same time period, revealing a slightly lower disability
rate in Farmington than New Mexico as a whole.

According to the Incidence and Nature of Domestic Violence in New Mexico Report, in 2011 the City of
Farmington’s Police Department reported 457 incidents of domestic violence and 356 reports
documenting stalking.

What are the most common housing problems?

Looking at the table of Housing that Lacks Complete Facilities within the City of Farmington, located
before Table 8, only 1.3 percent of households lack complete plumbing and 1.3 percent lack complete
kitchen facilities. Cost burdens are a much more common problem, as demonstrated in the Cost Burden
Map above. According to the Housing Costs tables above, there are 4,845 households making less than
80 percent that have housing problems. This represents 31.1 percent of all households within the City
of Farmington.

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

Renter households are more likely to face housing problems than owner households, especially cost
burdens. Renter households account for 61.1 percent of households below 80 percent AMI with cost
burdens within Farmington. Households with extremely low incomes are more susceptible to housing
cost burdens, with those making less than 30 percent AMI account for 36.7 percent of these households
with housing problems.

Additionally, large households are more likely to experience cost burden and severe burden than other
households, especially those making less than 30 percent AMI. Elderly households below 30 percent AMI
are also more likely to face severe housing cost burdens.

Describe the characteristics and needs of Low-income individuals and families with children
(especially extremely low-income) who are currently housed but are at imminent risk of
either residing in shelters or becoming unsheltered 91.205(c)/91.305(c)). Also discuss the
needs of formerly homeless families and individuals who are receiving rapid re-housing
assistance and are nearing the termination of that assistance
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Households most likely to be at risk of becoming unsheltered are those that with extremely low incomes
that are cost-burdened. There are 1,423 households at or below 30 percent AMI that are cost
burdened. In addition, there are 1,215 households at or below 30 percent AMI that are severely cost
burdened. Of these households, there are 384 large related and 810 small related households.

If a jurisdiction provides estimates of the at-risk population(s), it should also include a
description of the operational definition of the at-risk group and the methodology used to
generate the estimates:

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

According to the National Alliance to End Homelessness, there are various factors that contribute to an
increased risk of homelessness. These housing characteristics include households that are doubled up,
or living with friends or family, persons recently released from prison, and young adults out of foster
care. Economic factors include households with severe cost burden and households facing
unemployment.

Discussion

The City of Farmington’s population has grown between 2000 and 2010. Farmington has 2,175 renter
households and 1,604 owner households with housing problems. The most common housing problems
are cost burdens. Severe cost burdens are particularly pronounced for those making less than 30
percent AMI. Cost burdens over 30 percent of income impacted 3,071 households and cost burdens
over 50 percent of income impacted 1,774 in 2010.
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NA-15 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Problems — 91.205 (b)(2)

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

Introduction

A disproportionately greater need exists when the members of racial or ethnic group at a given income

level experience housing problems at a greater rate than the income level as a whole. That rate is

defined as 10 percentage points or more. The information below depicts housing problems by racial and

ethnic groups to determine disproportionately greater need.

0%-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 1,200 185 235
White 460 100 115
Black / African American 35 0 0
Asian 0 0 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 309 15 90
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 375 75 30

Table 13 - Disproportionally Greater Need 0 - 30% AMI

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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 765 350 0
White 365 260 0
Black / African American 25 0 0
Asian 0 0 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
American Indian, Alaska Native 160 24 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 190 70 0

Table 14 - Disproportionally Greater Need 30 - 50% AMI

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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 1,135 1,130 0
White 675 440 0
Black / African American 60 20 0
Asian 0 4 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 95 280 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 295 345 0

Table 15 - Disproportionally Greater Need 50 - 80% AMI

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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%

80%-100% 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 410 870 0
White 210 465 0
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Housing Problems Has one or more of Has none of the Household has

four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none

of the other
housing problems
Black / African American 0 10 0
Asian 15 10 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 75 255 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 110 115 0

Table 16 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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

Within the City of Farmington, there are several racial and ethnic groups with disproportionately greater
need of housing problems. Black residents have disproportionately greater need at income levels up to
80 percent AMI. Although the Black population is small, 100 percent of Black households with incomes
below 30 percent AMI, 100 percent with incomes 30 to 50 percent AMI, and 75 percent with incomes 50
to 80 percent MFI have housing problems. This is disproportionately greater than the general
population within these income groups. Additionally, American Indians with income between 30 and 50
percent AMI have disproportionately greater need of housing problems, with 87.0 percent having at
least one housing problem, compared to 68.6 for the jurisdiction as a whole within this income group.
While CDBG targets persons with incomes up to 80 percent AMI, two racial and ethnic groups with
income between 80 and 100 percent AMI also had disproportionately greater need. Asians and
Hispanics with incomes between 80 and 100 percent MFI had disproportionately greater need.
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NA-20 Disproportionately Greater Need: Severe Housing Problems — 91.205

(b)(2)

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

the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction

This section continues to look at disproportionately greater need for racial or ethnic groups within the

City of Farmington, looking at severe housing problems. Severe housing problems include overcrowding

with more than 1.5 persons per room and cost burdens of more than 50 percent of income.

0%-30% 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 1,020 370 235
White 400 160 115
Black / African American 35 0 0
Asian 0 0 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 269 55 90
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 305 145 30

Table 17 — Severe Housing Problems 0 - 30% AMI

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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 450 665 0
White 205 420 0
Black / African American 0 25 0
Asian 0 0 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
American Indian, Alaska Native 85 90 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 145 115 0

Table 18 — Severe Housing Problems 30 - 50% AMI

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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 350 1,920 0
White 130 985 0
Black / African American 0 80 0
Asian 0 4 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 15 360 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 205 440 0

Table 19 — Severe Housing Problems 50 - 80% AMI

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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%

80%-100% 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 180 1,100 0
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Severe Housing Problems* Has one or more of Has none of the Household has

four housing four housing no/negative
problems problems income, but none

of the other
housing problems
White 65 610 0
Black / African American 0 10 0
Asian 0 25 0
American Indian, Alaska Native 75 255 0
Pacific Islander 0 0 0
Hispanic 40 185 0

Table 20 - Severe Housing Problems 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

*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

Within the City of Farmington, disproportionately greater need of severe housing problems exists
among the Black and Hispanic populations. Black households between 0 and 30 percent AMI have
disproportionately greater need of severe housing problems, with 100 percent of the 35 households
having severe housing problems. Additionally, Hispanic households between 30 and 50 percent AMI
and Hispanic households between 50 and 80 percent AMI have disproportionately greater need of
severe housing problems. At 30 to 50 percent AMI, 55.8 percent of Hispanic households have severe
housing problems, compared to 40.4 percent of the jurisdiction as a whole within that income

level. Hispanic households with incomes between 50 and 80 percent AMI have a two times greater rate
of severe housing problems than the jurisdiction as a whole, with 31.8 percent of these Hispanic
households having severe housing problems, compared to 15.4 percent of the jurisdiction as a whole
within that income level.
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NA-25 Disproportionately Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens —91.205 (b)(2)

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

the needs of that category of need as a whole.

Introduction:

Racial and ethnic groups can also be disproportionately impacted by housing cost burdens. The
following sections explores the impact of housing cost burdens on various racial and ethnic groups in
order to determine if there are disproportionately greater needs.

Housing Cost Burden

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

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

Jurisdiction as a whole 10,275 2,230 1,610 245
White 6,810 1,340 710 125
Black / African American 100 185 35 0
Asian 40 15 10 0
American Indian, Alaska

Native 1,545 240 340 90
Pacific Islander 0 0 0 0
Hispanic 1,620 425 485 30

Table 21 — Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI
Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS
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Rental Housing Affordability

Rental Housing Affordability - Median Income of Socio-Economic Groups by Median Rental Cost as a Percentage of Monthly Income
2012 San Juan County Median Family Income and 2012 Farmington Rental Survey
#of Familiesor | 2012 8JC | 30% of Median Rentals by Number of Bedrooms Rentals By Type
Race, Age, Family Type Housg:glds n Mecf:]aQO;aemHy (’\I?A[;T%nlj:gglr)?; 1 Bed 2Bed 3 Bed 4Bed |Apartments TOCWS:;TQ Houses :‘AUO:LQS
Median Price by Type and Bed >>> S 5408 650 s 1.100]s 1300 s 600 (S 1.000{S 1200] S 750
Median Family Income ( all families) #of Families | $ 52.008 | § 1.300 12.46% 15.00% 25.38% 30.00% 13.84% 23.07% 27.69% 17.31%
<80% MFI 11.865| $ 41606| $ 1.040 15.57% 18.75%| 31.73% 37.49% 17.31% 28.84% 34.61% 21.63%
<50% MFI 7127($ 26,004| $ 650 24.92%| 30.00%| 50.76%|  59.99% 27.69% 46.15% 55.38% 3461%
<30% MFI 4007]% 15602 $ 390 41.53%| 49.00%| 84.60%|  99.98% 46.15% 76.91% 92.29% 57.68%
RACE of FAMILY # of Families
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 2081318 56,917 | $ 1423 11.38% 13.70% 23.19% 27.41% 12.65% 21.08% 25.30% 15.81%
American Indian and Alaska Native 12,008 | $ 32174 | $ 804 20.14% 24.24% 41.03% 48.49% 22.38% 37.30% 44.76% 27.97%
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 69249 36.226 | § 906 17.89% 21.53% 36.44% 43.06% 19.88% 33.13% 39.75% 24.84%
HOUSEHOLD INCOME BY AGE OF # of Households
15 t0 24 years 1761 % 35.052 | $ 876 18.49%| 22.25%| 37.66% 44.51% 20.54% 34.23% 41.08% 25.68%
25 to 44 years 1188718 46399 | $ 1.160 13.97% 16.81% 28.45% 33.62% 15.52% 25.86% 31.04% 19.40%
45 to 64 years 1733118 56.650 | $ 1416 11.44% 13.77%|  23.30% 27.54% 12.71% 21.18% 25.42% 15.89%
65 years and over 9.046 | $ 30906 |$ 773 20.97%| 2524%| 42.71% 50.48% 23.30% 38.83% 46.59% 29.12%
FAMILIES # of Families
With own children under 18 years 15,930 | § 50,000 | $ 1,250 12.96% 15.60% 26.40% 31.20% 14.40% 24.00% 28.80% 18.00%
With no own children under 18 years 24095| % 55022 | $ 1,376 11.78% 14.18% 23.99% 28.35% 13.09% 21.81% 26.17% 16.36%
Married-couple families 2801819 69,980 1,750 9.26% 11.15% 18.86% 22.29% 10.29% 17.15% 20.58% 12.86%
Female householder, no husband present 8,846 | $ 24719 618 26.21% 31.55% 53.40% 63.11% 29.13% 48.55% 58.25% 36.41%
Male householder, no wife present 32021 % 39,530 988 16.39% 19.73% 33.3%% 39.46% 18.21% 30.36% 36.43% 22.77%
HOUSEHOLD TENURE # of Occupied
Households
QOwner occupied (dollars) 29.805| % 55019 | $ 1,375 11.78% 14.18% 23.99% 28.35% 13.09% 21.81% 26.17% 16.36%
Renter occupied (dollars) 10.220] § 27780 | $ 695 23.33% 28.08% 47.52% 56.16% 25.92% 43.20% 51.84% 32.40%
Source: 2012 American Community Survey 1-Y ear Estimates - $1901. $1903. B25003. and B25119 and 2012 Farmington Rental Survey Data
>50% of Monthly Income = Families in the Greatest Need
>30% of Monthly Income = Unaffordable
< or = to 30% of Monthly Income = Affordable

Unaffordable (by how much)

Affordable

Housing Affordability

Discussion:

Consolidated Plan
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> R 5 = Median Family Income by Race, Age, and Family Type Compared with
Housmg Affordablllty Clty of Farmlngton Median Ho:sing Price:by Struczlre Type andyMeyt;’ian of:II Sales
IHiconie Groups Median Income | Recommended 2012 City _°f Farrnington Median zAl::i:I:-:::gntof
City of Farmington|Max Home Value Housing Price by Type Sales
Town
Ratio 27.07% Houses Home/Condo/ :lvwblle All Types
Duplex omes
$ 202,000 | $ 163,200 ([ $ 175,000 | $ 199,900
Median Family Income $ 63.261.00 | $ 233,694] $ 31,694 [ $ 70,494 | § 58,694 | $ 33,794
80% MFI 3 50,608.80 | $ 186,955|$  (15,045)[$§ 23755|% 11955 |9 (12,945)|
50% MFI $ 31,630.50 | § 116,847 $  (85,153)|$ (@6,353)[$ (58,153) § (83,053),
30% MFI $ 18,978.30 | $ 70,108 $ (131,892)| $§  (93,092)( $ (104,892)| $ (129,792)|
RACE of FAMILY
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 3 60,721.00 | $ 224 311| $ 22,311 | $ 61,111 | $ 49311 | $ 24,411
American Indian and Alaska Native 3 40,721.00| $ 150,429| $ (51,571) $ (12,771) $ (24,571)| $ (49,471))
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) $ 41,275.00 | $ 152,475| $  (49,525)[ $  (10,725)| $  (22,525)| $ (47,425)|
AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
15 to 24 years $ 19,449.00 | § 71,847| $ (130,153)| $ (91,353)[ $ (103,153)| $ (128,053)]
25 to 44 years $ 55,158.00 | $ 203,761| $ 1,761 | $ 40561 | $ 28,761 | $ 3,861
45 to 64 years $ 65,072.00 | $ 240,384| $ 38,384 [ $ 77,184 | $ 65,384 | $ 40,484
65 years and over $ 37,680.00 | $ 139,195/ $§ (62,805)|$ (24,005) $ (35,805) $ (60,705)|
FAMILIES
With own children under 18 years $ 52,632.00 | $ 194,429] $ (7,571)] $ 31,229 | $ 19,429 | $ (5,471),
With no own children under 18 years $ 71,950.00 | § 265,792| $ 63,792 | $ 102,592 | $ 90,792 | $ 65,892
M arried-couple families $ 72,037.00 | $ 266,114| $ 64,114 |$ 102914 | $ 91,114 | $ 66,214
Female householder, no husband present $ 23,773.00| § 87,8201 $ (114,180)| $ (75,380)| $ (87,180)] $ (112,080)
Male householder, no wife present S 54,797.00 | $ 202,427] $ 427 | $ 39,227 | $ 27,427 | $ 2,527
HOUSEHOLD TENURE
Owner occupied $ 67,573.00 | $ 249 623| $ 47,623 | $ 86,423 | § 74623 | $ 49,723
Renter occupied 3 31,691.00 | § 117,071 $  (84,929)| $ (46,129)| $  (57,929)| $ (82,829))
Source: 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates and 2012 San Juan County Assessor's Sales Data
Tables S1901, S1903, B25003, and B25119
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Also demonstrated in the tables above, the median three-bedroom rental price is affordable to those
making the median family income of $52,008, but three-bedroom rentals are not affordable to those
making 80% MFI or less, 65 years or older households, 24 years or under households, Native Americans,
or Hispanics. Two bedroom units are not affordable to female head of householders and those earning
50% MFI or less. One-bedroom units and apartments are affordable to the most socioeconomic groups
in the table, but are still not affordable to those earning 30% MFI or less.
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NA-30 Disproportionately Greater Need: Discussion —91.205(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?

Hispanic households between 30 and 80 percent AMI have disproportionately greater need of severe
housing problems. At 30 to 50 percent AMI, 55.8 percent of Hispanic households have severe housing
problems, compared to 40.4 percent of the jurisdiction as a whole within that income level. Hispanic
households with incomes between 50 and 80 percent AMI have a two times greater rate of severe
housing problems than the jurisdiction as a whole, with 31.8 percent of these Hispanic households
having severe housing problems, compared to 15.4 percent of the jurisdiction as a whole within that
income level.

American Indian households with incomes between 30 and 50 percent AMI have disproportionately
greater housing need, with 87.0 percent of American Indian households in this income group having a
housing problem, compared to 68.6 percent of the jurisdiction as a whole within this income group.

While Black households comprise less than one percent of the City of Farmington, this racial group faces
disproportionately need of housing problems, severe housing problems and cost burden, as shown by
the last several sections. Black household with incomes up to 80 percent AMI face housing problems at a
disproportionately greater rate, with 100 of households making up to 50 percent AMI facing housing
problems and 75 percent of households between 50 and 80 percent AMI facing housing problems. Black
households also face severe housing problems at a disproportionately greater rate, with 100 percent of
black households under 30 percent AMI facing severe housing problems. Additionally, Black households
face housing cost burdens at a disproportionately greater rate than the jurisdiction as a whole. While
the Black population comprises such a small percentage of the Farmington population, a significant
proportion of households are affected by disproportionate need.

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

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

Hispanic households, which face disproportionately greater need of severe housing problems at income
between 30 and 80 percent AMI, were most heavily concentrated in Tract 1 at the time of the 2010
census, with Hispanic households comprising 37.9 percent of the population. Black households comprise
less than one percent of the City of Farmington's population.
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NA-35 Public Housing — 91.205(b)

Introduction

Public housing exists in the form of vouchers in Farmington. There are 213 vouchers in use in the City of Farmington. This population includes
66 elderly participants, 67 disabled families, and an average annual income of $11,682. White households comprise 69 percent of voucher
holders, followed by Native Americans with 28 percent. Hispanic households comprise 22 percent of voucher holders.

Totals in Use

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 use 0 0 0 213 0 213 0 0

Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)

Characteristics of Residents

Table 22 - Public Housing by Program Type
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

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 11,682 0 11,682
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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

Average length of stay 0 0 0 0 0

Average Household size 0 0 0 0 0

# Homeless at admission 0 0 0 0 0

# of Elderly Program Participants

(>62) 0 0 0 66 0 66 0

# of Disabled Families 0 0 0 67 0 67 0

# of Families requesting accessibility

features 0 0 0 213 0 213 0

# of HIV/AIDS program participants 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

# of DV victims 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Data Source:

Race of Residents

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Table 23 — Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type

Program Type
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 0 147 0 147 0 0

Black/African American 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 0
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Program Type

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

Housing
Asian 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
American Indian/Alaska
Native 0 0 0 60 0 60 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 Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

Table 24 — Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source: PIC (PIH Information Center)
Ethnicity of Residents
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 47 0 a7 0 0 0
Not Hispanic 0 0 0 166 0 166 0 0 0
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

Table 25 - 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 housing tenants and applicants
on the waiting list for accessible units:

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

How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large

Discussion

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessment — 91.205(c)

Introduction:

The New Mexico Coalition to End Homelessness supports the two Continuums of Care within the State of New Mexico. The Farmington area, is
served by the Balance of State Continuum of Care (CoC). This CoC serves all areas in New Mexico outside of Albuquerque, which is served by its
own CoC. A Point-in-time count was taken in January 2013 to estimate the number of homeless persons in the State of New Mexico. The
Homeless Table below provides the count for the State and the four Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSA) in New Mexico. The Farmington MSA
was estimated to have 195 homeless persons at the time of the count.

2013 PointIn Time (PIT) Homeless Count
A Comparison of New Mexico MSA's
Percent of
2010 Census| Number of | Population
County Population | Homeless Homeless
Farmington MSA |San Juan 130,044 195 0.15%
Albg. MSA Bernalillo 662,564 1,276 0.19%
Las Cruces MSA|Dona Ana 209,233 466 0.22%
Santa Fe MSA |SantaFe 144,170 383 0.27%
New Mexico 2,059,179 2,819 0.14%
Source: New Mexico Coalition to End Homelessness
PIT Counted on 1/28/13 [
Homeless Table
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Farmington Police Department Homeless Survey

Time Frame of Survey |

First Week in January. 2013

Estimated Number of Homeless Street Inebriates 90-100

Total Number of Survey Responses 50

Estimated Racial Background 85% Native American

Number of Persons Not Homeless 19

Number of Persons Homeless 31

Gender of all Respondents Male 37 74%
Female 13 26%

Of the 19 people stating that they are not homeless, they have homes in:
Farmington 7 37%
San Juan County 3 16%
Reservation 6 32%
Colorado 1 5%
Utah 1 5%

and 8 persons have been homeless from 7
I

to 23 years

Of the 31 people that stated that they are homeless, 22 have been homeless for 3 years or less

for being homeless:

Of the 31 people that stated that they are homeless, the following reasons were given

(More than one response was allowed) Family Issue 11 35%
Lost Job 10 32%
Medical Issue/Injury 6 19%
Alcohol/Drug Addiction 2 6%

Of the 31 people that stated they are home

less, the following numb

er makes use of shelters in the:

Treatment Program:

Never [Sometimesq Always
Winter 3 1 17
Summer 21 7 1
Of the 31 people that stated that they are homeless, the following number have attended AA or a

AA 14 45%
Treatment Program 13 42%
Of the 31 people that stated they are homeless, the following number answered:
Are you an Alcoholic? Yes 12 39%
No 19 651%
Of the 31 people that stated they are homeless, the following number answered:
Are you a Veteran [ves 4] 13%]
Source: Farmington Police Homeless Survey January 2013
Not all of the questions were answered by all respondents. Therefore not all answers add up to 100%
Homeless Survey
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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 chronically
homeless individuals and families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth):

The Farmington MSA was estimated to have a homeless population of 195 during the 2013 Point-in-time count. The Farmington MSA homeless
population accounted for 6.9 percent of the total statewide homeless population. In addition to relying on the CoC Point-in-Time data, the City
of Farmington's Police Department also conducted a survey in January 2013. The survey found that 31 persons responded as being homeless. Of
these 31 homeless respondents, 4 stated that they were veterans, attributing for 13 percent.
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Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)

Race: Sheltered: Unsheltered (optional)

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 of families in need of housing assistance for families with
children and the families of veterans.

The City of Farmington's Police Department Homeless Survey indicated that 13 percent of the homeless
population surveyed were Veterans. The Balance of State CoC, that serves the Farmington area, counted
73 veterans in their 2013 Point-in-time count. This accounted for 4.4 percent of the homeless
population within their service area. No data regarding families with children is available.

Describe the Nature and Extent of Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.

The City of Farmington's Police Department Homeless Survey indicated that 85 percent of respondents
were Native American.

Describe the Nature and Extent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness.

The Farmington Police Department conducted a homeless survey in January 2013, and has provided the
data for this report. This is the first time this information has been available. Farmington Police Officers
sought out homeless persons and requested their participation in the survey, offering of a pair of free
socks was made to reward participation. The Homeless Survey table above, is a summary of the survey
results. Of the total of 50 respondents, 31 identified as being homeless. Of the 50 respondents found in
camps or on the street, 19 or 38 percent stated that they had a home they could go to. Of the 19
respondents that had a home to go to, 11 stated that their home was not in Farmington. Of the 31
respondents who said they were homeless, 32 percent said they were homeless because of losing their
job. Additionally, respondents indicated a higher rate of utilizing shelters during winter months, with
over 90 percent stating they utilize a shelter sometimes or always in winter. Conversely, respondents
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indicated lower levels of shelter use in summer, with only one respondent indicating they always use a
shelter in the summer.

Discussion:

The Farmington MSA's homeless estimation of 195 persons is similar to the State of New Mexico's rate
of homelessness at 0.15 percent and 0.14 percent respectively. Farmington's rate is lower than the
three other MSAs. Looking at the Point-in-time table presented earlier, the MSA that is closest in size to
Farmington, Santa Fe, has a homeless population almost double the size of Farmington's, with a total
population that is only slightly more than 10 percent larger.

The homeless point-in-time counts in 2005 and 2007 estimated 307 and 357 homeless persons,
respectively, in San Juan County. Assuming these point-in-time counts utilized the same methods, the
homeless population in County has decreased by over 45 percent since 2007.
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NA-45 Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment - 91.205 (b,d)

Introduction:

According to HUD, special needs populations are not homeless but require supportive housing, including
the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities (mental, physical, developmental), persons with
alcohol or other drug addiction, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families, public housing residents and
any other categories the jurisdiction may specify. Because individuals in these groups face unique
housing challenges and are vulnerable to becoming homeless, a variety of support services are needed
in order for them to achieve and maintain a suitable and stable living environment. Each of these special
needs populations will be discussed in terms of their size and characteristics, services and housing
currently provided, and services and housing still needed.

Describe the characteristics of special needs populations in your community:
Elderly and Frail Elderly Persons

According to the 2012 ACS Estimates, there are 5,312 elderly persons in the City of Farmington. The 65
to 69 year old age group has the second fastest growth rate since the 2005-2007 ACS 3-year Estimates,
growing 44 percent. The highest percent growth rate is 82 percent for the 60 to 64 years group,
indicating an ever growing elderly population in the coming years.

Persons with Disabilities

There are 5,022 people in the City of Farmington that have a disability. No racial/ethnic group has a
disproportionate impact from disability. The 65 years and over group shows a disproportionate impact
with 37 percent being disabled, which is 25.8 percent higher than the overall rate.

People with Alcohol or other Drug Addiction

According to the 2011 PRC Community Health Report, San Juan County had a rate of chronic alcohol use
that is comparable to the statewide proportion, at 4.4 percent of the population. Chronic drinking,
according to this Health report, was more prevalent among males and Whites. Additionally, the report
explored drug use. Between 2005 and 2007, there was an annual average age-adjusted drug-induced
mortality rate of 13.1 deaths per 100,000 population in San Juan County, which is a lower rate the State
of New Mexico as a whole.

Victims of Domestic Violence
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According to the Incidence and Nature of Domestic Violence in New Mexico Report, in 2011 the City of
Farmington's Police Department reported 457 incidents of domestic violence and 356 reports
documenting stalking. According to the 2011 PRC Community Health Report, San Juan County had a rat
of domestic violence offenses that exceeded the state average. San Juan County had a rate of 13.3
Domestic Violence Offenses per 100,000, compared to New Mexico's rate of 10.8.

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

The Priority Needs Assessment Survey asked respondents to rate the need for housing and supportive
services for various special needs groups. The 342 respondents were asked to rank each on a scale of 0
to 10. The average score was then calculated and is presented for each group below.

Elderly and Frail Elderly Persons

Elderly households have unique needs ranging from housing to various supportive services. The
greatest need for the elderly was determined to be supportive services for the frail elderly at 7.45,
followed by housing for the frail elderly at 7.28, and supportive services for the elderly at

7.19. Additionally, housing for the elderly was rated at 7.04, senior services were ranked at 6.10, and
senior centers were ranked at 5.66.

Persons with Disabilities

The Survey also asked respondents to rate the need for services and facilities for persons with
disabilities. The highest needs were prioritized as housing or the physically disabled at 7.30, supportive
services for the developmentally disabled at 7.25, and supportive services for the physically disabled at
7.12. Following this, housing for the developmentally disabled was rated at 7.06, handicapped services
were rated at 6.09, and handicapped centers were rated at 5.79

People with Alcohol or other Drug Addiction

Survey respondents indicated a higher need for supportive services for persons with alcohol or other
drug addictions at 5.95, followed by the need for housing at 5.74.

Victims of Domestic Violence
Survey respondents also rated the need for various services and housing for victims of domestic
violence. Victims of domestic violence that are homeless were prioritized at 7.57, followed by public

services for battered and abused spouses at 6.81.

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

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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HUD requires CDBG programs to include the issue of HIV/AIDS in their needs assessments and to report
in their annual Consolidated Annual Performance Evaluation Reports (CAPERs) on funding expended on
this issue. The previous 2009-2014 Consolidated Plan for the City of Farmington identified that HIV/AIDS
was an important issue but not a priority need. The latest data from the 2011 PRC Community Health
Report still shows a low number of cases in the community in comparison to the State and National
rates. HIV/AIDS is still an important but low priority issue in the community. The information below, is
from the 2011 PRC Community Health Report. HIV/AIDS Age-Adjusted Mortality: According to the 2011
PRC Community Health Report, San Juan County is at one death per 100,000 while the United States is
at 4.6 deaths per 100,000. HIV/AIDS Incidence: According to the 2011 PRC Community Health Report,
sponsored by the San Juan Regional Medical Center and the San Juan Regional Rehabilitation Hospital,
San Juan County HIV/AIDS incidence rate is 2.4 per 100,000, which is below the incidence rate for New
Mexico and the United States. HIV/AIDS Cases by Gender, Race/Ethnicity, and Age: According to the
2011 PRC Community Health Report, 85.7 percent of all incident cases affected Native Americans. While
the number of cases is relatively small, this does represent a disproportionate impact, according to the
HUD definition Disproportionate Impact of American Indian Incident of HIV Cases: Of all the cases of HIV
in San Juan County, from 2008 to 2010, 85.7 percent affected the Native American population. The
percent of American Indian population in the City of Farmington is at 20.9 percent. However, this data is
for the City of Farmington and is from the 2010-2012 ACS 3-Year Estimates. For the same 2008-2010
timeframe, the ACS 3-Year Estimate shows that, in San Juan County, 36.6 percent of the population was
Native American. Persons Living with HIV/AIDS: In 2010 there were 85 cases of HIV/AIDS in San Juan
County.

Discussion:

The needs for special populations, as determined by the 2013 Priority Needs Survey rated each need.
When compared to each other, supportive services for the frail elderly was rated the highest at 7.45,
followed by supportive services for persons with severe mental illness, housing for the physically
disabled and frail elderly, and supportive services for the developmentally disabled.

Additionally, during the two public meetings held on May 22, 2014, housing and supportive services for
persons with severe mental illness was ranked high and substance abuse services were also ranked
relatively high.
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NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs —91.215 (f)

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Facilities:

Results from the City of Farmington's CDBG Priority Needs Ranking Survey indicated the highest

perceived need for youth centers, followed by abused and neglected children facilities. This is shown in

the Public Facilities and Improvements table below.

How were these needs determined?

As part of the City of Farmington's Community Needs Assessment, the City conducted a CDBG Priority
Needs Ranking Survey. This survey asked respondents to rank needs for public facilities.

Public Facilities and Improvements

Group Average 5.64
03D Youth Centers 570.201(c) 7.05
03Q Abused and Neglected Children Facilities
570.201(c) 6.95
03K Street Improvements 570.201(c) 6.78
03C Homeless Facilities (not operating costs)
570.201(c) 6.33
03P Health Facilities 570.201(c) 6.08
03J Water/Sewer Improvements 570.201(c) 599
03F Parks, Recreational Facilities 570.201(c) 587
03 Public Facilities and Improvements

(General) 570.201(c) 5.87
03L Sidewalks 570.201(c) 5.82
03M Child Care Centers 570.201(c) 5.80
03B Handicapped Centers 570.201(c) 579
03A Senior Centers 570.201(c) 5.66
03E Neighborhood Facilities 570.201(c) 5.65
030 Fire Stations/Equipment 570.201(c) 5.60
03! Flood Drain Improvements 570.201(c) 555
03H Solid Waste Disposal Improvements

570.201(c) 5.40
03T Operating Costs of Homeless/AIDS

Patients Programs 4.96
03N Tree Planting 570.201(c) 472
03S Facilities for AIDS Patients (not operating

costs) 570.201(c) 428
03R Asbestos Removal 570.201(c) 421
03G Parking Facilities 570.201© 413
01 Acquisition of Real Property 570.201(a) 4.09

Public Facilities and Improvements

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Improvements:
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As seen in the Public Facilities and Improvements Needs rankings, street improvements were the highest
ranked need for public improvements. This received an average need ranking of 6.78 out of 10.

How were these needs determined?

The City of Farmington's CDBG Priority Needs Ranking Survey asked respondents about the need for
various public improvements. These needs were then ranked by priority level and given an average

rating.

Public Facilities and Improvements Group Average 5.64
03D Youth Centers 570.201(c) 7.05
03Q Abused and Neglected Children Facilities
570.201(c) 6.95
03K Street Improvements 570.201(c) 6.78
03C Homeless Facilities (not operating costs)
570.201(c) 6.33
03P Health Facilities 570.201(c) 6.08
03J Water/Sewer Improvements 570.201(c) 599
03F Parks, Recreational Facilities 570.201(c) 5.87
03 Public Facilities and Improvements
(General) 570.201(c) 5.87
03L Sidewalks 570.201(c) 5.82
03M Child Care Centers 570.201(c) 5.80
03B Handicapped Centers 570.201(c) 579
03A Senior Centers 570.201(c) 5.66
03E Neighborhood Facilities 570.201(c) 565
030 Fire Stations/Equipment 570.201(c) 5.60
031 Flood Drain Improvements 570.201(c) 5.55
03H Solid Waste Disposal Improvements
570.201(c) 5.40
03T Operating Costs of Homeless/AIDS
Patients Programs 4.96
03N Tree Planting 570.201(c) 472
03S Facilities for AIDS Patients (not operating
costs) 570.201(c) 428
03R Asbestos Removal 570.201(c) 421
03G Parking Facilities 570.201© 413
01 Acquisition of Real Property 570.201(a) 4.09

Public Facilities and Improvements (1)

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Services:

Results from the Needs Ranking Survey indicated the highest need for services for abused and neglected
children, followed by mental health service, battered and abused spouses and youth

services. Additional needs that were ranked as the highest need were food banks, health services,
employment training, and substance abuse services.
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Additionally, San Juan County Partnership conducted a 2012 Needs Assessment. In this assessment,
Community Needs were ranked. Drunk driving, alcoholism, and drug abuse were the top three needs
identified by respondents. These three needs have been the top needs identified in the past as well,
including surveys conducted in 1996, 2004, and 2008. In 2012, unemployment was ranked as number 4
much higher than previous years.

How were these needs determined?

These needs were determined using the 2014 Priority needs rankings for the City of Farmington.

Public Services

Group Average 5.84
05N Abused and Neglected Childran
570.201(e) 7.18
050 Mental Health Services 570.201(=} 8.88
05G Bsttered and Abused Spouses
570.201(=) 8.81
05D Youth Services 570.201(e) 8.78
05W Food Banks 8.59
—
05M Health Services 570.201(e) 8.55
——
05H Employment Training 570.201(e) 8.48

05F Substance Abuse Services 570.201(e) | 6.42

O5E Transportation Services 570.201(e) 8.23
05V Neighborhood Cleanups 8.15
05A Senior Services 570.201(g) 8.10
058 Handicapped Services 570.201(e) 8.09
05| Crime Awareness 570.201(g) 5.98
05 PublicServices {General) 570.201(e) 5.94
05L Child Care Services 570.201(e) 5.92
05J FairHousing Activities (if CDBG, then
subject to 570.201(g) 5.67
05K Tenant/Landlord Counseling
570.201(e) 5.09
05C L:s_ al Services 570.201(E) 5.08
055 Rental Housing Subsidies (if HOME,
not part of 5% 570.204 491
05R Homeownership Assistance (notdirect)
570.204 487
05T Security Depasits (if HOME, not part of
5% Adminc 4.48
05P Sceening for Lead-Based Paint/Lesd
Hazards Poison §70.201(e) 4.08
05Q Subsistence Payments 570.204 3.96
Public Services
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Housing Market Analysis

MA-05 Overview

Housing Market Analysis Overview:

The City of Farmington has seen growth in its population and housing prices between 2000 and

2010. As of 2010, the City of Farmington had 16,553 units. Single unit, detached structures accounted
for 60 percent of units, followed by mobile homes, RVs, boats, vans, etc. at 21 percent. The median
home value had increased 86 percent from 2000, ending at $171,700 in 2010. The median contract rent
had also grown from 2000, increasing 44 percent to $603 in 2010.

In 2010, the City of Farmington had 16,285 workers and 24,706 jobs. The unemployment rate was 3.98,
which was considerably lower than state or national unemployment rates.
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MA-10 Number of Housing Units — 91.210(a)&(b)(2)

Introduction

The number and type of housing units in Farmington is outlined below. According to 2006-2010 ACS
data, there were 16,553 housing units in Farmington at that time. Some 65 percent of units are owner-

occupied. Of the owner-occupied units, 81 percent are three or more bedrooms, compared to 44

percent of renter units. Single unit, detached structures accounted for 60 percent of housing units and
mobile homes, boats, RVs, vans, etc. accounted for 21 percent.

All residential properties by number of units

Property Type Number %
1-unit detached structure 9,955 60%
1-unit, attached structure 529 3%
2-4 units 1,539 9%
5-19 units 855 5%
20 or more units 252 2%
Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc 3,423 21%
Total 16,553 100%
Table 26 — Residential Properties by Unit Number

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS

Unit Size by Tenure

Owners Renters
Number % Number %
No bedroom 27 0% 117 2%
1 bedroom 180 2% 775 14%
2 bedrooms 1,733 17% 2,138 40%
3 or more bedrooms 8,245 81% 2,354 44%
Total 10,185 100% 5,384 100%
Table 27 — Unit Size by Tenure

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS
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Low Income Housing Tax Credit Rental Project In San Juan County
Total
. . . " Project Total Low-
HUD ID Number: Project Name: Project Address: | Project City: Number
State: ... | Income
of Units: .
Units:
EATON VILLAGE
NMA1995015 APARTMENTS 2550E 16TH ST [FARMINGTON NM 60 60
EATON VILLAGE
NMA1996015 APARTMENTS 2550E 16TH ST |FARMINGTON NM 36 36
NMA1999040 MESA VILLAGE 555 DEKALB RD |FARMINGTON NM 60 60
APPLE RIDGE
NMA2002005 APARTMENTS 1600 CLIFFSIDE DR [FARMINGTON NM 81 80
NMA2004035 LADERA VILLAGE 3500 N BUTLER AVE |FARMINGTON NM 60 45
PINOS BLANCOS Il 600 W BLANCO
NMA1995025 APARTMENTS BLVD BLOOMFIELD NM 40 40
DEER HOLLOW SENIOR
NMA2000020 APARTMENTS 501 BERGIN LN |BLOOMFIELD NM 20 20
NMA2005040 HIDDEN VALLEY VILLAGE 717 RUTH LN BLOOMFIELD NM 60 60
NMA1993005 AZTEC PROPERTIES 401 S PARK AVE AZTEC NM 30 30
Source: HUD
USER Low-Income
Housing Tax Credit
Database -
http://lihtc.huduser.
org/
LIHTC Table
Expiring Section 8 Contracts
HUD Section 8 Contract Database
: Number of
Contract Number | Property ID Year to Expire Accicted Unis Address
NM020001008 800014537 2031 80 1600 CLIFFSIDE DR
NM160004011 800014601 2024 56 2R WEST ARACHE
STREET
NM16L000107 800014615 2014 40 2614 E 20TH ST
NM16MO000118 800014615 2014 10 2614 E 20TH ST
NM16Q061001 800223969 2015 10 4701 Hilltop Court
Expiring Section 8 Contracts
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Subsidized Rental Properties
Farmington and Bloomfield, New Mexico

Source: 2008 NM Housing Services Directory
Mortgage Finance Authority, pgs 9, 10, 15

Property Location Address Types of Units Subsidies Avg Wait Time
Name Available
Ladera Village | 3500 N. Butler 60 Total units For40%, 50% & 5to 6 months
Farmington 2and 3 Bdrm 60% of AMI 1
505-326-1687 LIHTC
Mesa Village 1750 Elm St 60 Total units For40%, 50% & 5to 6 months
Farmington 2and 3 Bdrm 60% of AMI* +
505-564-2570 HOME funded units;
LIHTC
Eaton Village 2550 E. 16 St. 96 Total units 60% of AMI* 4 to 5 months
Farmington 2and 3 Bdrm LIHTC (avg of 2 to 3 unit
505-327-5720 openings every 3
months)
Hidden Valley | 717 Ruth Lane 60 Total units For40%, 50% & 6 months
Village Bloomfield 2 and 3 Bdrm 60% of AMI*
505-632-0004 LIHTC
Pino Blanco | 600 W. Blanco 29 units Contact property
Bloomfield manager
505-632-3206
Pino Blanco Il | 600 W_ Blanco 40 units For40%, 50% & 6to 9 months
Bloomfield 1,2, 3bdrm 60% of AMI*
505-632-3206 LIHTC
Cedar Ridge 300 East 20° St. 2 Public Housing &
Apartments Farmington Section 8 units
505-325-2180
San Juan 2614 East 20th 2 Section 8 units
Apartments Street
Farmington, 87401
505-325-8590
Northgate 2500 West Apache |2 Section 8 units
Apartments Street
Farmington, 87401
505-327-4197
Village 2800 North Dustin__| 2
Apartments Ave.
Farmington 87401
505-325-2180

Subsidized Rental Properties

Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted with

federal, state, and local programs.
In San Juan County, there are nine projects that utilize Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LITHC). Five of
these projects are located in Farmington. There are a total of 297 units, with 281 targeted to low

income households. The LIHTC table above demonstrates the units utilizing LIHTC.

As of 2009, there were various Section 8 units as well. The Subsidized Rental Properties Table above

demonstrates the properties utilizing subsidies, including Section 8.

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

Consolidated Plan
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There are four Section 8 properties that are subject to expire within the timeframe of this Plan. These
properties are shown in the Expiring Section 8 Contracts table above. One additional property is
expected in expire in 2031.

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

According to housing cost burden data provided earlier in this Plan, over 70 percent of households
within the City of Farmington are not faced with cost burden. However, 15.5 percent of households pay
between 30 and percent of income on housing and 11.2 percent pay more than 50 percent of income on
housing, making the total percentage of households that are cost burdened over a quarter of the
population. This would indicate that there is a need for more affordable housing options for
households, especially those with lower income levels.

Describe the need for specific types of housing:

The 2014 Priority Needs Assessment survey asked respondents about the need for CDBG Low Income
housing. According to respondents, the greatest need for this type of housing is rehabilitation of
existing rental units, followed by the production of new low income rental housing. These results, in
addition to the amount of residents that are cost burdened, signify a need for more rental properties
that are affordable to low-income households.

Discussion

The City of Farmington's housing stock is largely single family detached housing, with mobile homes,
RVs, boats, vans, etc. accounting for one fifth of the remaining. It has been demonstrated, however, that
a large portion of the population is in need of more affordable housing options, as seen in the portion of
residents that are cost burdened. This may indicate that the City of Farmington's housing stock is not
meeting the needs of all income levels.
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MA-15 Housing Market Analysis: Cost of Housing - 91.210(a)

Introduction

The cost of housing in Farmington has grown considerably between 2000 and 2010, especially the
median home value. According to 2000 Census and 2006-2010 ACS data, median home values have
increased by 86 percent from 2000 to 2010. Median contract rents have increased by 44 percent during
the same time period. Households paying $500 to $999 account for 59 percent of all rents, followed by
those paying less than S500 at 31 percent.

Cost of Housing

Base Year: 2000 Most Recent Year: 2010 % Change
Median Home Value 92,200 171,700 86%
Median Contract Rent 418 603 44%
Table 28 — Cost of Housing
Data Source: 2000 Census (Base Year), 2006-2010 ACS (Most Recent Year)
Rent Paid Number %

Less than $500 1,656 30.8%
$500-999 3,171 58.9%
$1,000-1,499 503 9.3%
$1,500-1,999 16 0.3%
$2,000 or more 38 0.7%
Total 5,384 100.0%

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS
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$1.100

$1.000

$900

$800

$700

$600

Medlan and Average Rental Price

$500

$400

$300

Median and Average Rental Price
All Rentals All Types

Average Rent Change +95.1%
) — i

e

Median Rent Change +85.8%

—

2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013

—a—Total Median Rent

$458 | $463 | 5461 | $525 | 5438 | $650 | $650 | $750 | $850 | $850 | $775 | $750 | $900 | $850

—&— Total Average Rent

$482 | $519 | $476 | $534 | $506 | $671 | $711 | $800 | $914 | $915 | $856 | $851 | 970 | $941

Source: Farmington Daily Times, Eagle Real Estate, and Sun West Properties

Median and Average Rental Price

Median Advertised Rent by Number of Bedrooms

2000 to 2013
$1.700
_Four+ Bedroom Change +118%
$1.500
$1.300 — = ———
@ 5 : e
S o ©
T y Three-Bedroom Change +83%
= §$1.100 — . A &
E = N
[ B g
3 4
& 3900 — - - " r
E —y 5 /./A/- Two-Bedroom Change +64%
$700 ¥ .= =
N ‘/I\./'/\‘\‘ J/_/
$500 +
W One-Bedroom Change +83%
$300
2000 [ 2001 2002 | 2003 | 2004 2005 | 2006 2007 | 2008 2009 2010 | 2011 2012 | 2013
—¢—0One Bed $352 | $377 $331 5438 5400 $389 | $450 $475 | $613 $555 | $500 | $513 5540 | $645
—®—Two Beds $425 | $450 $450 | $450 5513 5563 | $550 5608 | $750 5700 | $650 | $650 5650 | $700
—a—Three Beds | $600 | $617 $550 | $759 $820 $875 | $875 $900 |$1.000 |$1.050 [ $900 | $955 [$1.100 | $1.100
—&—Four + Beds | $550 | $800 5775 | 51,088 | 51,050 [ $925 |$1.200 [$1.275 | $1.275 [ $1.700 | $1.300 [ $1.250 | $1.300 [ $1.200

Source: Farmington Daily Times, Sun West Properties, and Eagle Real Estate

Median Advertised Rent
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Housing Affordability

% Units affordable to Households Renter Owner

earning
30% HAMFI 214 No Data
50% HAMFI 884 570
80% HAMFI 2,664 1,405
100% HAMFI No Data 2,510
Total 3,762 4,485

Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS

Table 30 — Housing Affordability

Rental Housing Affordability

Consolidated Plan

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

FARMINGTON

Rental Housing Affordability - Median Income of Socio-Economic Groups by Median Rental Cost as a Percentage of Monthly Income
2012 San Juan County Median Family Income and 2012 Farmington Rental Survey
#of Families or | 2012 8JC | 30% of Median Rentals by Number of Bedrooms Rentals By Type
Race, Age, Family Type Houssejglds n Medl:]acnofnaemliy (’\:\‘A{;T%(I)?SQET; 1 Bed 2Bed 3 Bed 4Bed |Apartments Togg:ggwe Houses Aﬁoorgli
Median Price by Type and Bed >>> S 540 650 s 1100]s 1300 s 600 S 1.000{s 1200] S 750
Median Family Income ( all families) #of Families | § 52.008 | § 1.300 12.46% 15.00% 25.38% 30.00% 13.84% 23.07% 27.69% 17.31%
<80% MFI 11.865| § 41606| $ 1.040 15.57% 18.75% 31.73% 37.49% 17.31% 28.84% 34.61% 21.63%
<50% MFI 712719 26,004 $ 650 24.92%| 30.00%| 50.76%| 59.99% 27.69% 46.15% 55.38% 3461%
<30% MFI 4007]% 15,602 $ 390 41.53% 49.99%|  84.60% 99.08% 46.15% 76.91% 92.29% 57.68%
RACE of FAMILY # of Families
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 20,8138 56,917 | $ 1,423 11.38% 13.70% 23.1%% 27.41% 12.65% 21.08% 25.30% 15.81%
American Indian and Alaska Native 12,008 | $ 32174 | $ 804 20.14% 24.24% 41.03% 48.49% 22.38% 37.30% 44.76% 27.97%
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 6924 |8 36,226 | $ 906 17.89% 21.53% 36.44% 43.06% 19.88% 33.13% 39.75% 24.84%
HOUSEHOLD INCOME BY AGE OF # of Households
15t0 24 years 1,761 % 35.052 | $ 876 18.49%| 22.25% 37.66% 44.51% 20.54% 34.23% 41.08% 25.68%
25 to 44 years 11,887 $ 46399 | $ 1,160 13.97% 16.81% 28.45% 33.62% 15.52% 25.86% 31.04% 19.40%
45 to 64 years 1733118 56.650 | $ 1416 11.44% 13.77% 23.30% 27.54% 12.71% 21.18% 25.42% 15.89%
65 years and over 9.046 | $ 30906 | $ 773 20.97%| 2524% 42.71% 50.48% 23.30% 38.83% 46.59% 29.12%
FAMILIES # of Families
With own children under 18 years 15,930 | § 50,000 | $ 1,250 12.96% 15.60% 26.40% 31.20% 14.40% 24.00% 28.80% 18.00%
With no own children under 18 years 24095| % 55022 | % 1,376 11.78% 14.18% 23.9% 28.35% 13.09% 21.81% 26.17% 16.36%
Married-couple families 28.01819% 69,980 1,750 9.26% 11.15% 18.86% 22.29% 10.29% 17.15% 20.58% 12.86%
Female householder, no husband present 8.846 | % 24.719 618 26.21% 31.55%|  53.40% 63.11% 29.18% 48.55% 58.25% 36.41%
Male householder, no wife present 320218 39,530 988 16.39% 19.73% 33.3%% 39.46% 18.21% 30.36% 36.43% 22.77%
HOUSEHOLD TENURE # of Occupied
Households
Owner occupied (dollars) 29.805[9% 55019 | $ 1,375 11.78% 14.18% 23.99% 28.35% 13.09% 21.81% 26.17% 16.36%
Renter occupied (dollars) 10.220] § 27780 | $ 695 23.33% 28.08% 47.52% 56.16% 25.92% 43.20% 51.84% 32.40%
Source: 2012 American Community Survey 1-Y ear Estimates - $1901. $1903. B25003. and B25119 and 2012 Farmington Rental Survey Data
>50% of Monthly Income = Families in the Greatest Need
>30% of Monthly Income = Unaffordable
< or = to 30% of Monthly Income = Affordable
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2 s 5 z Median Family Income by Race, Age, and Family Type Compared with
Housing Affordability City of Farmington Median Housing Prices by Structure Type and Median of All Sales
N p— Median Income | Recommended 2012 City of Farmington Median i?:i:l::ndiinarloonf
P City of Farmington|Max Home Value Housing Price by Type Salesg
Jown Mobile
Ratio 27.07% Houses Home/Condo/ H All Types
omes
Duplex
$ 202,000 | $ 163,200 | $ 175,000 | $ 199,900
Median Family Income $ 63.261.00 | $ 233,694] $ 31694 [ $ 70,494 | $ 58,694 | $ 33,794
80% MFI $ 50,608.80 | $ 186,955| $ (15,045)( $ 23755 | % 11,955 $ (12,945))
50% MFI $ 3163050 | $ 116,847| $ (85,153)[ $ (46,353)( $ (58,153)] $ (83,053)
30% MFI $ 18,978.30 | § 70,108 $ (131,892)| $ (93,092)| $ (104,892)| $ (129,792)|
RACE of FAMILY
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 3 60,721.00 | $ 224 311| $ 22,311 | $ 61,111 | $ 49311 | $ 24,411
American Indian and Alaska Native $ 40,721.00 | $ 150,429]$  (51,571)[$  (12,771)|$  (24,571)| $ (49,471),
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 3 4127500 | $ 152,475 $  (49,525)[ §  (10,725)| $  (22,525)| $ (47,425),
AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER
15 to 24 years $ 19,449.00 | § 71,8471 $ (130,153)| $ (91,353)[ $ (103,153)| $ (128,053)
25 to 44 years $ 55,158.00 | $ 203,761| $ 1,761 | $ 40,561 | $ 28,761 | $ 3,861
45 to 64 years $ 6507200 | $ 240,384 $ 38,384 [ $ 77,184 | $ 65,384 | $ 40,484
65 years and over $ 37,680.00 | $ 139.195] $ (62,805) $ (24,005)( $ (35,805)| $ (60,705)
FAMILIES
With own children under 18 years $ 5263200 | $ 194 429| $ (7,571)| $ 31,229 | $ 19,429 | $ (5,471)
With no own children under 18 years $ 71,950.00 | § 265,792| $ 63,792 |$ 102592 | $ 90,792 | $ 65,892
M arried-couple families $ 72,037.00 | $ 266,114 $ 64,114 |$ 102914 | § 91,114 | § 66,214
Female householder, no husband present $ 23,773.00 $ 87,8201 $ (114,180)| $ (75,380)| $ (87,180)] $ (112,080)
Male householder, no wife present 3 54,797.00 | $ 202,427| $ 427 | $ 39,227 | $ 27,427 | $ 2,527
HOUSEHOLD TENURE
Owner occupied $ 67573.00| $ 249 623| $ 47623 | $ 86,423 | $ 74623 | $ 49,723
Renter occupied $ 31,691.00 | $ 117,071| $ (84,929)( $ 46,129)( $ (57,929)| $ (82,829)
Source: 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates and 2012 San Juan County Assessor's Sales Data
Tables S1901, S1903, B25003, and B25119
Unaffordable (by how much) |
Affordable |
Housing Affordability
Monthly Rent
Monthly Rent ($) Efficiency (no 1 Bedroom | 2 Bedroom | 3 Bedroom | 4 Bedroom
bedroom)
Fair Market Rent 0 0 0 0 0
High HOME Rent 0 0 0 0 0
Low HOME Rent 0 0 0 0 0
Table 31 — Monthly Rent
Data Source Comments:
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Comparison of HUD Fair Market Rents and
Farmington Rental Study's Median Price by
Bedrooms
One Bed | Two Bed |Three Bed| Four Bed

2013 HUD FMR $580 $785 $978 $1,049
Famington Rental Survey $645 $700 $1,100 $1,200
2012 HUD FMR $542 $653 $863 $974
Farmington Rental Survey $540 $650 $1,100 $1,300
2011 HUD FMR $528 $636 $841 $948
Famington Rental Survey $500 $600 $863 $1,200
2010 HUD FMR $525 $632 $836 $942
Famington Rental Survey $500 $600 $875 $1,100
2009 HUD FMR $504 $607 $802 $905
Famington Rental Survey|  $555 $700 $1,050 $1,700
2008 HUD FMR $481 $579 $765 $863
Famington Rental Survey $613 $750 $1,000 $1,275
2007 HUD FMR $474 $571 $755 $851
Famington Rental Survey $475 $608 $900 $1,275
2006 HUD FMR $458 $552 $730 $823
Famington Rental Survey $450 $550 $875 $1,200
Source: HUD User Data Sets, Farmington Rental Suney

HUD FMR is Higher
Rental Studyis Higher
Rental Studyis More Than 10% Higher

Fair Market Rent

Wage Gains Compared with Home Price and Rental Increases

County, SJC Assessor's Office

Average

Percent | Annual

Type and Source of Data 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 Change | Change
Median Wage San Juan County o=, = S = = o ¥
U.S Bureau of Labor Statistics $ 1217|% 1280|$ 1346|S 1450(S$ 1472|S 1516 |% 1572|$ 16.20| 331% 4.1%
Total Median Rent - - - - - - - - ,
5 5 5 5 5 775 75 38.59 . 8%
Famington Rental Survey $ 650 (S 650 | § 750 | § 850 | S 850 |8 51% oS 900 | 38.5% 4.8%

Average Sales Price for Single

Family Home in San Juan $165,000 | $174.300 | $190.000 | $199,250 [ $195.550 | $197.000 | $208.500 | $202.000 | 22.4% 2.8%

Wage Gains Compared with Home Price and Rental Increase

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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Number of Families and Households and Median
Income by Socioeconomic Groups

City of Farmington
2010-2012
Race, Age, Family Type # of Families Median
’ ’ Income

Median Family Income
(all City of Farmington) 120696 $ 62,201
80% MFI 4,427 $ 50,609
50% MFI 2,659 $ 31,631
30% MFI 1,380 $ 18,978
Race of Household # of Households
Total Households in the City of Farmington 15,696
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 9,795 $ 60,721
American Indian and Alaska Native 2,444 $ 40,721
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 3,186 $ 41,275
Household by Age # of Households

15 to 24 years 875 $ 19,449

25 to 44 years 5,449 $ 55,158

45 to 64 years 6,272 $ 65,072

65 years and over 3,100 $ 37,680
Families by Type # of Families

With own children under 18 years 5,151 $ 52,632
With no own children under 18 years 6,164 $ 71,950

Married-couple families 8,331 $ 72,037

Female householder, no husband present 2,049 $ 23,773

Male householder, no wife present 931 $ 54 797
Household Tenure # of Occupied

Households

Owner occupied 10,586 $ 67,573
Renter occupied 5,110 $ 31,691

Source: 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Y ear Estimates

Number of Families and Households and Median Income by Socioeconomic Group

Is there sufficient housing for households at all income levels?

According to 2006-2010 CHAS data, as demonstrated in the Housing Affordability table above, 2.6
percent of units are affordable to households that make less than 30 percent HAMFI. According to the
Number of Families and Households and Median Income by Socioeconomic Groups for the City of
Farmington, there are 1,380 households that make up to 30 percent MFI, accounting for 8.8 percent of
households. This leaves a gap of need for housing units affordable to this income level.

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

rents?

Consolidated Plan
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The Table of Wage Gains Compared with Home Price and Rental Increase compares median wages with
rental and housing costs from 2005 to 2012. The wage data shows a 33.1 percent increase, with an

average annual change of 4.1 percent. However, the median rental costs have increased 38.5 percent,
during the same timeframe, with an average annual change of 4.8 percent. This shows that rental cost

increases are outpacing wage increases, and may help explain the increase in the number of households

who are living in unaffordable housing.

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

The Fair Market Rent Table is a comparison of the Farmington Rental Survey and HUD's Fair Market
Rents (FMR). From 2006 to 2009, the Farmington Rental Survey showed a higher rental rate for all
numbers of bedrooms. Since 2010, the Farmington Rental Survey has indicated higher rents for three
and four-bedroom units but indicated lower rents for one and two-bedroom units.

Discussion

The City of Farmington's housing costs have increased between 2000 and 2010. This has been true for
both rental costs and medium home values. This may increase the rates of housing cost burdens,
especially for renters and low-income households.

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON
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MA-20 Housing Market Analysis: Condition of Housing — 91.210(a)

Introduction

In 2010, the City of Farmington had 10,185 owner-occupied units and 5,384 renter-occupied units. This
section describes the condition of these units, vacancy rates, and lead-based paint hazards. All these
factors impact the quality of available units and helps determine the condition of the housing stock.

Definitions

Substandard housing is defined as housing without complete kitchen or plumbing facilities or families
who live in overcrowded conditions. Overcrowding is defined as more than one person per roomin a

household.

Condition of Units

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

Condition of Units Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
With one selected Condition 2,198 22% 2,093 39%
With two selected Conditions 52 1% 319 6%
With three selected Conditions 18 0% 15 0%
With four selected Conditions 0 0% 0 0%
No selected Conditions 7,917 78% 2,957 55%
Total 10,185 101% 5,384 100%
Table 32 - Condition of Units
Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS
Year Unit Built
Year Unit Built Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
2000 or later 1,208 12% 472 9%
1980-1999 3,758 37% 1,857 34%
1950-1979 4,895 48% 2,860 53%
Before 1950 324 3% 195 4%
Total 10,185 100% 5,384 100%
Table 33 — Year Unit Built
Data Source:  2006-2010 CHAS
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Age of Housing Units in the City of Farmington
35.00%
o : )
7,960 homes or 44.9% of Farmington S fotie- o8 s cukmgon jionsi
Housing were built after 1080 were built prior to 1980 and are at risk of
: Lead poisoning, if occupied by children.
30.00%
26.50%
£ 2500%
=
m
-
E
S 20.00%
) » 18.30%
2
® 16.30%
é 15.00%
15.00%
mln s 1320%
b=
-3
2
& 10.00% 5-66%
5.00%
1.10%
0.40% : 0.40%
0.00% = . . ; . . —] ——
Built 2010 or Built2000to Built 1990 to  Buik 1980to Built 1970to Built 1960 to  Built 1950to  Built 1940to  Buitt 1939 or
later 2009 1999 1989 1979 1969 1950 1949 earlier
Source: 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates

Age of Housing Units

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
Number % Number %
Total Number of Units Built Before 1980 5,219 51% 3,055 57%
Housing Units build before 1980 with children present 6,035 59% 2,700 50%

Table 34 — Risk of Lead-Based Paint
Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS (Total Units) 2006-2010 CHAS (Units with Children present)

Vacant Units

Suitable for Not Suitable for Total
Rehabilitation Rehabilitation
Vacant Units 0 0 0
Abandoned Vacant Units 0 0 0
REO Properties 0 0 0
Abandoned REO Properties 0 0 0

Table 35 - Vacant Units
Data Source:  2005-2009 CHAS
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Occupied and Vacant Housing Units, Homeowner and Rental
A Comparison of New Mexico Cities

HOUSING OCCUPANCY Farmington Albuquerque Las Cruces Santa Fe
Number |Percent |Number |Percent [Number |Percent |Number [|Percent
Total housing units 17,723 241,565 41,976 37,134
Occupied housing units 15,696| 88.60% 224,766| 93.0% 37,828| 90.1% 31,570| 85.0%
Vacant housing units 2,027| 11.40% 16,799 7.0% 4,148 9.9% 5,564 15.0%
Homeowner vacancy rate 2.2% 1.4% 2.0% 3.0%
Rental vacancy rate 14.0% 6.2% 7.7% 6.8%

Source: 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates - DP-4
Vacant Housing Units

Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation

The 2014 Community Needs survey covered the need for rehabilitation. Rehab for Multi-Unit
Residential was rated 5.4 and Single-Units Residential was rated at 5.23. The Rehabilitation table below
shows the rating for all rehabilitation activities. The two that rated highest were Clean-Up of
Contaminated Sites and Energy Efficiency Improvements.

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

The Age of Housing Units chart, above, shows the age of housing units in the City of Farmington. While
this chart does show a historical view of development trends, it also is useful for looking at rehabilitation
needs in the community and lead based paint hazards. Lead based paint ended production in 1978, but
any housing units built prior to 1980 are considered to be at risk for lead exposure if occupied by
children. Any CDBG project that rehabilitates a residential structure, built prior to 1980, must comply
with HUD Lead Based Paint Exposure requirements.

There are estimated to be 6035 owner-occupied units built before 1980 with children present and 2750
renter-occupied units.

Discussion

Over half of the City of Farmington's housing stock was built before 1980. 51 percent of owner-occupied
units and 57 percent of renter-occupied units were built before 1980. Most of the housing stock does
not have more than one selected condition, but 22 percent of owner-occupied units and 39 percent of
renter-occupied units have one selected condition. Additionally, Farmington's vacancy rate is 11.4
percent, with a 14 percent rental vacancy rate. These rates, especially the rental vacancy rate, are
higher than other jurisdictions in New Mexico.
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MA-25 Public and Assisted Housing — 91.210(b)

Introduction

There is no public housing in Farmington or San Juan County. The limited amount of the typical annual CDBG grant and the wide variety of needs
identified does not allow the CDBG grant to create a public housing project.

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 320 0

# of accessible units

*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition

Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Table 36 — Total Number of Units by Program Type

Describe the supply of public housing developments:

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

Consolidated Plan
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Public Housing Condition

Public Housing Development

Average Inspection Score

Table 37 - Public Housing Condition

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

Describe the public housing agency's strategy for improving the living environment of low-

and moderate-income families residing in public housing:

Discussion:

Consolidated Plan
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MA-30 Homeless Facilities and Services — 91.210(c)

Introduction

This summary refers to some specific service providers who help the Homeless/Street Inebriate (for the purposes of the survey, the target
population of this survey will be called HSI) on a daily basis. Most of these main services for the HSI are found in the downtown area in a three

block radius. It is convenient for the HSI to have such close proximity to all of these services. However, it is often seen as a nuisance by business

owners and patrons of the downtown area. There are many other service providers who do a great deal to help the HSI, but generally do it on an

as needed basis or on a grander scale.

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) 0 0 0 0 0
Households with Only Adults 0 0 0 0 0
Chronically Homeless Households 0 0 0 0 0
Veterans 0 0 0 0 0
Unaccompanied Youth 0 0 0 0 0
Table 38 - Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households
Data Source Comments:
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Estimated Total | Total # of
Need for Emergency
2010Census | Poverty # of Supportive Shelter | Total # of TH| Total# of | Total#of | TH+PSH+
County Population Rate |Homeless Housing Beds Beds PSH Beds | RRH Beds RRH
San Juan 130,044 20.6 195 325 260 32 46 78
Homeless Housing Inventory
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Describe mainstream services, such as health, mental health, and employment services to the
extent those services are use to complement services targeted to homeless persons

The City of Farmington, together with San Juan County, has a variety of facilities that meet the health,
mental health and employment needs of the community. These services each target various
populations and many reach out directly to homeless persons through their services and referring
individuals to other service providers. The services and facilities targeted to homeless persons are listed
below and cover a wide range of services.

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 facilities are listed on screen SP-40
Institutional Delivery Structure or screen MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services,
describe how these facilities and services specifically address the needs of these populations.

CATHOLIC CHARITIES, with the help of other religious organizations, offers breakfast and dinner
throughout the week. They also offer other helpful services, but most of their contact and benefit for
the HSl is the daily food and coffee. They also offer a family-based shelter called the Drexel House which
supports a small number of families.

A PATH HOME facility is a 13,600 square-foot emergency shelter that houses up to 90 homeless
individuals and families and an apartment complex with 12 units that will provide qualified residents
with supportive services. The construction of the $3.5M project was partially funded by the City’s
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program. The facility is currently operated by PEOPLE
ASSISTING THE HOMELSS (P.A.T.H.), who formerly operated a shelter on Pinon Street.

DAILY-BREAD is a free lunch-only meal provider operated by P.A.T.H. The noontime meal is offered
seven days a week.

EXODUS is a unique service provider offering help in self-dependence for the HSI population. In a short
amount of time, they have many success stories of helping people including enrolling several in college,
offering substance abuse counseling, and fundraising.

SALVATION ARMY provides many donated services including free clothing and jackets. In addition, it
operates a shelter called the Roof during the winter months for the HSI. It is unique, because it is one of
the only Wet Shelters (one may stay the night even if he is extremely intoxicated) in America. The Roof
is open generally from November through March, 7pm to 7am only. During December 2012, the Roof
housed 36 persons per night on average, 5 of whom were female. On the night of January 17, it was
reported 62 people stayed the night at the Roof.

FOUR WINDS RECOVERY CENTER is a treatment facility with a Detox. New Mexico Statute allows officers
to place a medical protective custody hold on those people unable to care for themselves for up to
seventy two (72) hours. This is commonly applied to the HSI and the typical stay is about twenty four
(24) hours. They also offer voluntary and involuntary counseling and alcohol abuse treatment programs.
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FRONTLINE MISSION is a food and women's shelter service. Dinner is served Friday through Sunday. The
women's shelter is for single women or women with their children.

TOTAH BEHAVIORAL HEALTH AUTHORITY is a private non-profit agency which provides services to the
homeless population of San Juan county, predominately Navajo. Services are provided in English, Navajo
and Spanish. Totah provides access to medical care, laundry facilities and showers to anyone who is
homeless. Lunch is provided every Wednesday and breakfast is provided the first Friday of every month.
There is a men's sweat lodge every Friday and a women's sweat lodge once a month.

MASADA HOUSE provides transitional housing with the mission to provide a safe, supportive and
structured sober living residential program for those who wish to maintain sobriety and successfully
transition to productive independent living.

NATIVE AMERICAN DISABILITY LAW CENTER advocates for the rights of Native Americans with
disabilities through offering a variety of services to Native American residents in Farmington and
surrounding areas.

NEW BEGINNINGS provides direct services and transitional living shelter for women and their children
who are survivors of domestic violence and/or homelessness throughout the Four Corners area and the
Navajo Nation.

THE NEW MEXICO VA Health Care System’s Farmington Outpatient Clinic is designed to give primary
care to eligible Veterans. Services include healthcare evaluations and social services, including housing
assistance for homeless veterans.

SAN JUAN COUNTY PARTNERSHIP Housing Assistance Programs: (1) provides supportive services for the
homeless population of San Juan County. This includes performing outreach services to identify,
coordinate, and refer homeless persons and families to appropriate service providers while addressing
their housing issues. (2) Financial assistance to the homeless population and those at risk of becoming
homeless. Assistance may include: Utility deposits, Security deposits, rental assistance, and eviction
prevention.

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON 73

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



MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services — 91.210(d)

Introduction

Within the City of Farmington and throughout San Juan County, there are various services and housing
options for special needs populations. The San Juan Medical Center is the only acute care hospital in the
area, including an inpatient psychiatric unit and outpatient behavioral health services. Other public and
non-profit entities offer services to various populations. The 2011 Affordable Housing Plan for
Northeastern San Juan County outlines much of the strategies for accommodating the needs of various
special population groups.

Including the elderly, 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, and describe
their supportive housing needs

Elderly and Frail Elderly Persons

According to the 2011 Affordable Housing Plan for Northeastern San Juan County, there are various
options available for the elderly within Farmington and San Juan County. There are dedicated elderly
affordable housing complexes located in Farmington and in other surrounding areas, and have access to
housing vouchers through the San Juan County Housing Authority. In addition, there is an effort to
make single family housing affordable and accessible to the elderly so they can age in place.

Persons with Disabilities

According to the 2011 Affordable Housing Plan for Northeastern San Juan County, the San Juan Center
for Independence works to address multiple types of disabilities in the county, providing a variety of
services including referrals, advocacy, and finding suitable housing. Housing for the physically disabled
and supportive services for the physically and developmentally disabled rated highly on the 2014 CDBG
Priority Needs Survey, indicating that there is a need for additional services and housing options for the
disabled.

People with Alcohol or other Drug Addiction

The San Juan County Needs Assessment rated alcoholism and drug use in the top three priorities in the
2012 assessment. In fact, alcoholism and drug use has been rated in the top three community needs in
assessments done since 1996. Throughout the county, it is clearly a persistent problem. According to
the 2011 Affordable Housing Plan for Northeastern San Juan County, NM, there are various treatment
programs and counseling services available, in addition to scattered site program for temporary rental
housing, and a halfway house for women coming out of treatment. The 2014 CDBG Priority Needs
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Survey rated the need for substance abuse services at 6.42, indicating that there is a need within the
community for more services and housing options for people with alcohol or other drug addictions.

Victims of Domestic Violence

According to the 2011 Affordable Housing Plan for Northeastern San Juan County, there are two service
providers in San Juan County for victims of domestic violence. The Family Crisis Center (FCC) addresses
domestic violence through counseling, community outreach and housing services. Through two
protective shelters, the Family Crisis Center has room for up to 63 individuals. New Beginnings is a
program of the Navajo United Methodist Center. It provides transitional housing for women and
children who are survivors of domestic violence, and links them with supportive services. Residents can
stay for up to 18 months. Total capacity at New Beginnings is 9 women and 18 children.

Describe programs for ensuring that persons returning from mental and physical health
institutions receive appropriate supportive housing

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 needs. Link to one-year
goals. 91.315(e)

For entitlement/consortia grantees: 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 needs. Link to one-year goals. (91.220(2))
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MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing — 91.210(e)

Negative Effects of Public Policies on Affordable Housing and Residential Investment

On May 24, 2011 the City of Farmington adopted its first Affordable Housing Plan, with a section that
identifies barriers to affordable housing which is a component of this report. The following were
identified as barriers to affordable housing:

e High land and construction costs

e Limited land availability, especially land that is appropriately zoned

e Current zoning and subdivision regulations that prohibit three story buildings, require large lot
size, and otherwise limit affordable housing development

e Limited availability of construction financing for developers

e Credit issues and lack of financial stability of consumers

e Neighborhood resistance to multifamily development, especially for low-income projects

Consolidated Plan FARMINGTON

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

76



MA-45 Non-Housing Community Development Assets — 91.215 (f)

Introduction

As of 2010, Farmington had 16,285 workers and 24,706 jobs. The unemployment rate for the City was 3.98, with an unemployment rate for

persons aged 25 to 65 at 1.91. The largest businesses by sector by number of workers include retail trade with 2,859 workers, education and

health care services with 2,585 workers, and agriculture, mining, oil & gas extraction with 2,507 workers. The largest occupations by sector

include Management, business and financial with 4,077 persons, sales and office with 3,238 persons, and construction, extraction, maintenance

and repair with 3,191 persons. Construction has shown the largest decline in number of jobs, while manufacturing has seen the greatest

increase in the number of jobs.

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 2,507 2,790 15 11 -4
Arts, Entertainment, Accommodations 2,102 3,280 13 13 0
Construction 1,703 2,472 10 10 0
Education and Health Care Services 2,585 4,248 16 17 1
Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 754 1,035 5 4 -1
Information 240 261 1 1 0
Manufacturing 518 655 3 3 0
Other Services 740 1,362 5 6 1
Professional, Scientific, Management Services 783 1,135 5 5 0
Public Administration 82 116 1 0 -1
Retail Trade 2,859 5,401 18 22 4
Transportation and Warehousing 538 569 3 2 -1
Wholesale Trade 874 1,382 5 6 1
Total 16,285 24,706 -- -- --
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Data Source:

Table 39 - Business Activity

2006-2010 ACS (Workers), 2010 Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (Jobs)

Change In Occupations In The City of Farmington
2005-2007 20010-2012
Percent Change
N BeF Percent of N bar Percent of| Number i Nutabar of
All Jobs All Jobs | Change

Jobs
Civilian employed population 16 yearsand over | 54 591 20 093 1,498 7%
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and
mining 2,211 10.2% 2,432 12.1% 221 10%
Construction 1,772 8.2% 835 4.2% 937 -53%
Manufacturing 598 2.8% 1132 5.6% 534 89%
Wholesale trade 759 3.5% 852 4.2% 93 12%
Retail trade 3,243 15.0% 3,270 16.3% 27 1%
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities 1512 7.0% 1.390 5.9% 422 8%
Information 512 2.4% 326 1.7% 176 -34%
Finance and insurance, and real estate and
rental and leasing 898 4. 2% 551 2.7% 347 -39%
Professional, scientific, and management, and
administrative and waste managem ent services 1.232 5 7% 1.073 5.3% 159 13%
Educational services, and health care and social
assistance 4,287 19.9% 4,205 20.9% -82 -2%
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and
accommodation, and food services 2.022 9.4% 1.577 7.8% 445 -22%
Other services, except public administration 1.400 5.5% 1170 5.8% 230 A16%
Public administration 1,145 5.3% 1,270 6.3% 125 11%
Source: 2005-2007 and 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year E stimates - S2405
Occupations
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Labor Force

Total Population in the Civilian Labor Force 21,149
Civilian Employed Population 16 years and over 20,308
Unemployment Rate 3.98
Unemployment Rate for Ages 16-24 16.16
Unemployment Rate for Ages 25-65 1.91
Table 40 - Labor Force
Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS
Occupations by Sector Number of People
Management, business and financial 4,077
Farming, fisheries and forestry occupations 786
Service 2,189
Sales and office 3,238
Construction, extraction, maintenance and
repair 3,191
Production, transportation and material moving 1,633
Table 41 — Occupations by Sector
Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS
Travel Time
Travel Time Number Percentage
< 30 Minutes 16,013 82%
30-59 Minutes 2,639 14%
60 or More Minutes 866 4%
Total 19,518 100%
Table 42 - Travel Time

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS

Education:

Educational Attainment by Employment Status (Population 16 and Older)

Educational Attainment In Labor Force
Civilian Employed Unemployed Not in Labor Force
Less than high school graduate 1,761 92 1,113
High school graduate (includes
equivalency) 4,637 93 1,472
Some college or Associate's degree 6,609 208 1,775
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Educational Attainment

In Labor Force

Civilian Employed

Unemployed

Not in Labor Force

Bachelor's degree or higher

3,846

31 517

Table 43 - Educational Attainment by Employment Status

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS

Educational Attainment by Age

Age
18-24 yrs 25-34 yrs 35-44 yrs 45-65 yrs 65+ yrs

Less than 9th grade 25 420 333 354 712
9th to 12th grade, no diploma 670 739 308 812 518
High school graduate, GED, or

alternative 1,820 1,913 1,526 2,763 1,582
Some college, no degree 1,547 2,077 1,211 2,909 899
Associate's degree 198 667 767 985 290
Bachelor's degree 25 868 608 1,381 543
Graduate or professional degree 0 260 372 905 419

Table 44 - Educational Attainment by Age

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS

Educational Attainment — Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Educational Attainment

Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Less than high school graduate 22,188
High school graduate (includes equivalency) 30,055
Some college or Associate's degree 35,106
Bachelor's degree 45,276
Graduate or professional degree 57,417
Table 45 — Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months

Data Source:  2006-2010 ACS
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Economic Group Average 4.96
Development: o cpBG Assistaiice to listitiites of Highsr Ediication 5.36
17B Commercial/Industrial: Infrastructure Development 5.35

19C CDBG Non-profit Organization Capacity Building 5.29

18B Economic Development: Technical Assistance 5.14

17C Commercial/Industrial: Building Acquisition, Construction, Rehabilitation 4.88

18C Micro-Enterprise Assistance 4.82

17A Commercial Industrial: Acquisition/Disposition 4.80

17D Commercial/Industrial: Other Improvements 4.77

19E CDBG Operation and Repair of Foreclosed Property 4.62

18A Economic Development: Direct Financial Assistance to For-Profits 4.53

Survey - Economic Development

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

The largest sector of employment is within educational services, and health care and social assistance,
containing 20.9 percent of the workforce, even after a 2 percent decline from 2005-2007 levels. The
second largest sector of occupations is retail trade, accounting for 16.3 percent. The next highest is
agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining at 12.1 percent, which has seen a 10 percent
growth since 2005-2007.

According to the Change in Occupation in The City of Farmington table, above, the occupation sector
that has seen the most growth between 2005-2007 ACS data and 2010-2012 ACCS data, is
manufacturing with a growth of 89 percent. By contrast, the sector with the greatest decrease was
Construction with a 53 percent decline.

Describe the workforce and infrastructure needs of the business community:

The City of Farmington has experienced lower unemployment rates than that of New Mexico and the
country as a whole. 82 percent of workers travel less than 30 minutes to work, indicating the availability
of jobs and housing within reasonable distance of each other. The largest occupational group is
management, business and financial, accounting for 30 percent of occupations. The second largest
group, sales and office, accounts for 21 percent of occupations. Additionally, while there has been a
decline in the number of construction jobs, there has been an increase in the number of manufacturing
jobs.

The 2014 Community Needs Assessment Survey asked respondents about the need for various
economic development activities. The highest rated activities included CDBG assistance to Institutes of
Higher Education rated at 5.36, Commercial/Industrial: Infrastructure Development rated at 5.35, CDBG
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Non-Profit Capacity Building rate at 5.29, and Economic Development: Technical Assistance rated at
5.14. The rating can be seen in the Survey table above.

Describe any 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 for
workforce development, business support or infrastructure these changes may create.

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

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.

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

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.

Discussion

With a total civilian labor force of 21,149 in 2010, the City of Farmington had a low unemployment rate
of 3.98. The City saw a decrease in the number of construction jobs and an increase in manufacturing.
The other areas that saw growth included wholesale trade and agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting,
and mining. With 82 percent of all workers traveling less than 30 minutes to work, most households
have access to housing close to employment.
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MA-50 Needs and Market Analysis Discussion

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

Are there any areas in the jurisdiction where racial or ethnic minorities or low-income
families are concentrated? (include a definition of "concentration")

The map of Median Income by Census Tract, shows the median income throughout the City of
Farmington. It depicts the median incomes in area that also have concentrations of racial or ethnic
minorities. The areas with the lower incomes, as shown by darker red, also tend to have higher
concentrations of minority populations.

There are some areas within the City limits that are not shaded. These areas represent U.S. Census
Tracts that overlap with San Juan County areas. The data for these areas is not included because either
all or a majority of the homes in these U.S. Census Tracts are in San Juan County. This makes the data
unrepresentative of the population in the City of Farmington.

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

The map of Median Income by Census Tract, shows the median income throughout the City of
Farmington. It depicts the median incomes in area that also have concentrations of racial or ethnic
minorities. The areas with the lower incomes, as shown by darker red, also tend to have higher
concentrations of minority populations.

There are some areas within the City limits that are not shaded. These areas represent U.S. Census
Tracts that overlap with San Juan County areas. The data for these areas is not included because either
all or a majority of the homes in these U.S. Census Tracts are in San Juan County. This makes the data
unrepresentative of the population in the City of Farmington.

The data for this map is from the 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. This data
was released on December 17, 2013. The 5-Year estimate is the only source of data available that

provides the U.S. Census Tract level geography.

The three tracts in red have the lowest median family incomes (MFI). Tract 2.05 has the lowest MFI at
$40,953, followed by Tract 1 with $48,293.

Are there any community assets in these areas/neighborhoods?

Are there other strategic opportunities in any of these areas?
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American Indian Percent of Population by U.S. Census Tract
Source: 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

American Indian Percent of Pop. by Tract 2012 ACS
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Hispanic and Latino Percent of Population by U.S. Census Tract
Source: 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
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Priority Needs Ranking Survey

The results of the CDBG Priority Needs Ranking Survey provides preliminary information which will guide

the development of the 2014-2018 Consolidated Plan’s strategic plan and project selection for the next

five Annual Action Plans. The survey asked respondents to identify needs in the community and to rank
projects allowed by CDBG Regulations from 0-to-10, with zero equaling no need and ten equaling the

highest need.

The results of the top rated activities are provided below.
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Needs Ranking by HUD-Eligible Project Type Average Rank
Homeless Population: Veterans 8.09
Homeless Population: Homeless Families with Children Tl
Homeless Population: Victims of Domestic Violence 7.57
Supportive Services Needed: Frail Elderly 7.45
Homeless Population: Youth (under 18 years of age) 7.41
Supportive Services Needed: Persons with Severe Mental lliness 7.31
Housing Needed, Special Needs Groups: Physically Disable 7.30
Housing Needed, Special Needs Groups: Frail Elderly 7.28
Supportive Services Needed: Developmentally Disabled 7.24
Housing Needed, Special Needs Groups: Persons with Severe Mental lliness 7.20
Supportive Services Needed: Elderly 7.19
05N Public Services: Abused and Neglected Children 7.16
Homeless Population: Severely Mentally |l 7.13
Supportive Services Needed: Physically Disabled 7.12
Housing Needed, Special Needs Groups: Developmentally Disabled 7.06
03D Public Facilities and Improvements: Youth Centers 570.201(c) 7.05
Housing Needed, Special Needs Groups: Elderly 7.04
03Q Public Facilities and Improvements: Abused & Neglected Children 6.95
Facilities 570.201(c)

Public Services: 050 Mental Health Services 570.201(e) 6.88
Public Services: 05G Battered & Abused Spouses 570.201(e) 6.81
Public Facilities and Improvements: 03K Street Improvements 570.201(c) 6.78
Public Services: 05D Youth Services 570.201(e) 6.78
Public Services: 05W Food Banks 6.59
Public Services: 05M Health Services 570.201(e) 6.55
Public Services: 05H Employment Training 570.201(e) 6.48
Public Services: 05F Substance Abuse Services 270.201(e) 6.42

Needs Rankings
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Strategic Plan

SP-05 Overview

Strategic Plan Overview

To address all of the needs assessments from the variety of sources, all of the potential projects, all of
the ranked needs, City staff can only wish for more money to avoid the difficult choice of who and what
will be recommended for funding. However, City staff must recommend how the next five years of
funding will be spent. A key factor in determining what to include in this list, was the potential to create
and complete a successful project. A number of public service agencies provided detailed project
description letters during the agency and public consultation.

The following Section outlines Goals for this planning period for CDBG funding through meeting Priority
Needs. Needs were determined through the use of the Needs Assessment, Market Analysis, Priority
Needs Survey, and public input. These needs will be addressed through the City’s Goals throughout the
implementation of this Plan.
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SP-10 Geographic Priorities — 91.215 (a)(1)
Geographic Area

1 Area Name:

Low Mod Targeted
Neighborhood

Area Type:

Local Target area

Other Target Area Description:

HUD Approval Date:

% of Low/ Mod:

Revital Type:

Other

Other Revital Description:

Low Mod Targeted
Neighborhood

Identify the neighborhood boundaries for this target area.

Include specific housing and commercial characteristics of this
target area.

How did your consultation and citizen participation 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?

Area Name:

City of Farmington's
Metropolitan Redevelopment
Area

Area Type:

Local Target area

Other Target Area Description:

HUD Approval Date:

% of Low/ Mod:

Revital Type:

Other Revital Description:

Identify the neighborhood boundaries for this target area.

Include specific housing and commercial characteristics of this
target area.
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