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Executive Summary
ES-05 Executive Summary - 24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b)
1.

Introduction

As an Urban Entitlement County, Tarrant County must comply with the Consolidated Plan requirements
to receive funding for its formula-based HUD programs. Designated as the lead agency by the Tarrant
County Commissioners Court, the Community Development and Housing Department (CDHD) of the
County Administrator's Office is charged with the preparation and the submission of this Consolidated
Plan to HUD. The CDHD is also responsible for overseeing the public notification process, approval of
projects, and the administration of these grants.
In accordance with Section 91 of 24 CFR, Tarrant County is submitting its fifth multi-year Consolidated
Plan. The Consolidated Planning process began in FY 1995. Seeking to streamline and efficiently
coordinate its grant program procedures, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) combined the application, planning, and reporting requirements for Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME), and Emergency Solutions Grant
(ESG) into a single series of documents.
The purpose of the Consolidated Plan is to summarize the major community development and housing
needs of low- and moderate-income households in the urban county jurisdiction. The plan lays out the
strategic plan of priorities and objectives that will guide the Urban County Consortium in addressing its
most pressing needs with limited federal assistance dollars. The Consolidated Plan is a policy-based
document that can be adapted to address changing needs within the community.
The Consolidated Plan includes a needs analysis for housing, community development, the homeless,
and special needs populations followed by the annual Action Plan. The Consolidated Plan presents
policies and a course of action to address priorities anticipated over the next five years that will address
the overall goals as established by federal law to provide decent housing and a suitable living
environment and expand economic opportunities for low- and moderate-income persons residing in the
urban county. The five year period begins July 1, 2015 and ends June 30, 2019.
The Action Plan specifies how identified priority needs will be addressed during the upcoming program
year. The Action Plan lists community development and housing activities which will be funded during
the program year. The Program Year 2015 Community Development Block Grant Program will begin on
July 1, 2015 and ends June 30, 2016.
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Differing from previous Consolidated Plans, there are no additional resources within the Consolidated
Plan that includes detailed information on the members of the Tarrant County Community Development
and Housing Consortium. The Assessment of Fair Housing report will detail, review and address the
needs on a city level in regards to fair housing.

2.
Summary of the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan Needs Assessment
Overview
Demographics – Tarrant County population has increased over 20% since 2000, with greater diverse
populations moving southwest and northeast of the City of Fort Worth. The community is increasingly
minority, with Anglos making up the majority of the aging population and Hispanic youth the majority of
the younger population. Poverty has increased almost five percent since 2000 with 39% of those in
poverty in 2013 are under the age of 18. There are 1.8 percent more females than males and 55% of
those in poverty are females which continue to be the most vulnerable according to Census.
Housing Market – Tarrant County’s housing market is like most other cities and counties in the nation
with the markets re-bounding and building beginning to increase; however, Tarrant County still ranks as
one of the more affordable communities in the nation. Apartment vacancies have leveled off which
means effective rents have also leveled off from any increase or decreases. Foreclosures have decreased
since the last consolidated plan and evictions have dramatically risen over the past five years; however
the rates in Tarrant County are lower in comparison to other Counties in the nation and state. Home
values are steadily rising again in most areas of the county with greatest increases and prices in the
north east quadrant. Affordability indexes are good in comparison to other parts of the nation.
Housing Needs – 12,320 or 5.4% of all homeowners in the urban county consortium are severely cost
burdened spending 50 percent or more of their income on housing. This is a significant decrease from
2010 Consolidated Plan. In Tarrant County Consortium, only a small fraction (1.42%) of owner occupied
persons live in overcrowded conditions. Rehabilitation of aging housing is a priority to prevent
deterioration and blight in neighborhoods, especially those homes owned by the elderly.
Homeless Needs – HUD has goals to end homelessness by 2016 which means definitions have changed
and methods to eradicate homelessness are more earnest, especially when more families and children
are among the homeless. More supportive services are needed to handle issues of drug addiction and
mental illness with improved transportation availability as part of the self-sufficiency plan to get to from
employment and secure housing.
Community Development Needs – Needs are greatest among small consortium member cities facing an
aging housing stock of flat or depreciating value and failing infrastructure. Water and sewer line
improvements are the top priority needs as indicated by a survey of consortium Cities. The
improvements of streets and storm drainage in poor neighborhoods is a critical component of
combating deteriorating conditions and blight. Creating affordable housing and assisting economic
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development with transit oriented development will be equally important in the next five years as
means of transportation to services from homes will grow in importance with an aging population.
Special Needs Populations – Affordable housing accessible for the physically disabled are in short supply
and current homes with aging populations require modifications. The removal of architectural barriers
in owner-occupied homes of low-income elderly and disabled is a vital tool to maintain decent and safe
housing for these vulnerable populations.
SUMMARY OF THE STRATEGIC PLAN

3.

Evaluation of past performance

In the past 5 years, Tarrant County has been able to assist consortium cities with public infrastructure
improvements, adding to the affordable housing stock, maintaining current housing stock and helping
the homeless and persons with special needs. Cities will often leverage city funds to make greater
impact and use of CDBG funds in public infrastrucutre projects. In doing so, more neighborhoods are
able to be improved. As there is a lack of affordable housing, HOME CHDO funds will always be used to
help increase the stock. Although minimal annually, the combination continues to provide options for
home owners and renters. Over 70 percent of owner occupied housing are considered aged. As the age
of the homes and demographic increases the need to assist in maintaining current stock remains
important. Through public services we are able to assist special needs and the homeless population.
Although limited in funding, imaginative programs and supportive services using HUD funds help that
population in need.

Public Infrastucture Projects

2010
21

2011
27

2012
23

2013
19

Home Rehabilitation

37

41

41

31

SF homes added
Homeless Shelter Operations

7
13,350
(dup)
38

6
18,890
(dup)
71

8
5,118
(undup)
85

4
15,126
(dup)
98

57
0

0
0

54
17

2,310
54
15

Homeless Persons (tranistional
Housing)
Public Services
Prevent Homeless
ESG Rapid Rehousing

2014
8
(to
date)
35
(to
date)
TBD
TBD
TBD
2,100
TBD
TBD

Table 1 - Evaluation of Past Performance

Name of Complex

Completion Date
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Totral HOME units
4

Alsbury Villas
Villas on Calloway Creek
Emerald Run Apartments
Cornerstone Apartments
Plaza Apartments

04/10/2010
08/31/2009
12/31/2010
02/05/2013
11/25/2013

150
135
104
74
14

11
69
77
61
12

Table 2 - Multi-family Complexes Added to the Affordable Rental Stock

4.

Summary of citizen participation process and consultation process

Tarrant County encourages citizen participation in the development of its Consolidated Plan, particularly
in low/moderate income target areas. Public notices are prepared and public meetings held in
accordance with established County policy that calls for at least two public meetings a year. Notices
were also distributed through the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition list serve that is distributed to
hundreds of individuals within the social services community representing over seventy agencies,
government, faith based organizations and private businesses.
Inviting representative organizations to public hearings encourages participation of disabled, minority,
and other special populations. Other specific measures may be taken to ensure that residents of public
housing and low/moderate income target areas are informed of public meetings. The Tarrant County
Housing Assistance Office and Fort Worth Housing Authority personnel are also informed of notices and
meetings to ensure information is distributed to interested persons served by these agencies.
Public notification of all hearings takes place at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing date. Hearings
are held at central locations, which are convenient to residents and accessible to persons with
disabilities and on primary public transportation lines. For hearings where a significant number of nonEnglish-speaking residents are anticipated, interpreters will be generally provided. Additionally, Public
hearings are held in each of the urban county consortium member cities to discuss community
development activities. Notifications of the public meetings were posted by each of the cities submitting
Community Development Block Grant project proposals through their respective city secretary or city
administration offices. The public hearings must have at least ten (10) days’ notice and take place prior
to completion of the County’s yearly action plan. Verification of the hearing is sent to the Tarrant
County Community Development and Housing Department (CDHD) in the form of certified minutes or
resolution from the public hearing and a copy of the public notice published in the jurisdiction’s
commonly read newspaper.
The county citizen participation policy also calls for at least one technical assistance workshop a year
and also publishes all related materials such as the Consolidated Plan, making them available at county
sub courthouses and on the Internet. To make better use of technology, an on-line survey was
distributed by member cities to their citizens to gather pertinent planning information to better plan for
citizen needs in mind and to understand public needs and trends.
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A public notice and summary of the plan will be published in the Commercial Recorder annually to
inform the public of the public hearing and to open public comments. The full draft plan was made
available in each county commissioner’s office in each precinct, available online at
http://www.tarrantcounty.com/eCommunityDev/ and at the Community Development Division (CDHD)
office located at 1509-B South University Drive, Suite 276, Fort Worth, TX 76107. All comments were
directed to the director of CDHD via mail, email pward@TarrantCounty.com , phone (817) 850-7940, fax
(817) 850-7944 or in person. A Public Hearing on the Draft Consolidated Plan for Tarrant County was
held on April 21, 2015 during the Tarrant County Commissioners Court meeting at 100 Weatherford Dr,
5th floor, Fort Worth, TX 76107. The thirty-day comment period was from March 20 through April 21,
2015. No comments were submitted or presented within the given period. None were voiced during the
public hearing during the Tarrant County Commissioners Court meeting.

5.

Summary of public comments

A summary of citizen comments or views received on the plan and explanation of any comments not
accepted and reasons why these comments were not accepted can be found in the Appendix under
Public Comments in the final report. No comments were submitted or presented within the given
period.

6.

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

There are no comments or views presented that were not accepted.

7.

Summary

There were no formal comments submitted during the public comment period for this consolidated plan
and no comments were made during the public hearing in Commissioner’s Court April 21st. However,
comments were provided during an online survey between October 2014 and January 2015, some
comments were provided through cities during city council meetings, comments were made during the
homeless public forum and comments and concerns were conveyed through mayors during Mayors’
Council meetings throughout the year. CDHD listens to citizen’s comments year round and strive to
improve citizens’ standards of living through community development and housing.
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The Process
PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies 24 CFR 91.200(b)
1.
Describe agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those
responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source
The following are the agencies/entities responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and
those responsible for administration of each grant program and funding source.
Agency Role
Lead Agency
CDBG Administrator

Name
TARRANT COUNTY
TARRANT COUNTY

HOPWA Administrator
HOME Administrator

TARRANT COUNTY

ESG Administrator

TARRANT COUNTY

Department/Agency
Community Development and Housing
Department
Community Development and Housing
Department
Community Development and Housing
Department

HOPWA-C Administrator
Table 3 – Responsible Agencies

Narrative
As an Urban Entitlement County, Tarrant County Community Development Division is designated as the
lead agency by the Tarrant County Commissioners Court. The Community Development and Housing
Department (CDHD) of the County Administrator's Office is charged with the preparation, development
and the submission of this Consolidated Plan to HUD. The CDHD is also responsible for overseeing the
public notification process, approval of projects, and the administration of these grants.
Tarrant County – Community Development and Housing Department (CDHD) is annually responsible for
CDBG, HOME, ESG entitlement funds from HUD for Tarrant County, City of Euless, City of Grapevine, City
of Mansfield and City of North Richland Hills. HOWPA – C is a competitive grant in which Tarrant County
applies for every 3 years and has received since 2000.

Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information
Patricia Ward, Director
Tarrant County Community Development and Housing Division
1509 B South University Drive, # 276
Consolidated Plan
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Fort Worth, TX 76107
(817) 850-7940 (o) | (817) 850-7944 (f)
PWard@TarrantCounty.com
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PR-10 Consultation - 91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(l)
1.

Introduction

The Tarrant County Community Development and Housing Department (CDHD) collaborated with
multiple agencies, non-profits, municipal governments, elected officials, and social service providers in
developing the 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan.
As an Urban Entitlement County, Tarrant County Community Development Division is designated as the
lead agency by the Tarrant County Commissioners Court. The Community Development and Housing
Department (CDHD) of the County Administrator's Office is charged with the preparation, development
and the submission of this Consolidated Plan to HUD. The CDHD is also responsible for overseeing the
public notification process, approval of projects, and the administration of these grants.

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(I)).
Efforts to enhance coordination between public and assisted housing providers and governmental
health, mental health and service agencies are provided through the Continuum of Care, between
housing providers and with service agencies. CDHD director oversees Tarrant County Housing Assistance
Office (TCHAO) and is also a connector of providers and agencies. It is intuitive for Tarrant County to
coordinate and utilize limited resources in the most effective manner.
The Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office (TCHAO) was established in 1975 to administer the
Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) program (commonly referred to as Section 8). TCHAO administers
vouchers only, without any public housing units. TCHAO are members of the Tarrant County Homeless
Coalition and are further directed by the Commissioner’s Court. The Commissioners are elected officials
and generally serve in the same capacity as directors of a corporation, establishing policies under which
the TCHAO conducts business. The principal administrator of the TCHAO is the Director of Community
Development and Housing of Tarrant County who provides oversight, guidance and direction by
engaging other agencies through general capacities and adjacent governments. Grapevine Public
Housing and Haltom City Public Housing Agencies work independently of TCHAO, but communication
between the three to assist similar clientele are open and collaborative.

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 majority of homeless and special needs activities is funded through the Continuum of Care (CoC)
grant and is addressed through the Tarrant County Continuum of Care. The monthly Tarrant County
Homeless Coalition meeting is the forum for addressing Continuum of Care issues including agency
Consolidated Plan
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needs, client needs, service delivery effectiveness, gaps in service, conducting the homeless survey and
count, and the formulation of policies and planning to combat chronic homelessness. Continuum of Care
planning is a year-round process among homeless providers, government entities, business
representatives, and homeless constituents. Tarrant County is a member of the Advisory Council in
which there are five working groups to address specific needs. The groups are Chronically Homeless –
CoC Work Group, Veterans – CoC Workgroup, Rapid Re-Housing for families workgroup, ESG workgroup
for those at risk of becoming homeless and the outreach group to assist with unsheltered homeless.
Within each group greater collaboration occurs for each specific population. For example, the Veterans
– CoC Workgroup are represented by members of the advisory council, local Department of Veterans
Affairs, Fort Worth Homeless Veterans Program, Presbyterian Night Shelter Veterans Program, the local
Workforce Board, and the Veterans Affairs Medical Center. The local workforce development program
has a full time employment specialist working with shelter staff to serve homeless veterans.
Although the work groups are specific, often agencies will be involved in multiple groups’ despite
specific programs and focuses. Agencies such as MHMR and TCADA advocate for persons living with
disabilities including mental illness and chronic substance abuse. AIDS Outreach Center and Samaritan
House represent person living with HIV/AIDS. The YWCA, Presbyterian Night Shelter, Union Gospel and
Salvation Army – Fort Worth represent homeless women (general population). Families with children
are represented by the Community Enrichment Center’s Adopt a Family program and ACH for Children
Families Together program. SafeHaven advocate for victims of domestic violence. Youth are
represented by All Church Home for Children, Promise House, YWCA, Fort Worth ISD, and Arlington ISD.
The general homeless population is represented by the Day Resource Center, Salvation Army,
Presbyterian Night Shelter, Union Gospel Mission, Arlington Life Shelter and Cornerstone Assistance
Network.

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
ESG funds are planned and expended after meeting with the City of Fort Worth, City of Arlington and
the CoC. Coordination to assist the homeless and prevent homelessness is a combined effort with the
Tarrant County Continuum of Care (CoC). As the CoC manages the HMIS system, the CoC ensures
coordination of data input is standardized for all entitlements thereby providing uniform performance
standards in which the entitlements can evaluate outcomes and plan for programs with future funding.
Subrecipients must have active engagement and membership in the CoC to receive funding.
Subrecipients must use HMIS and attend trainings to accurately enter data. The CoC will provide the
necessary coordination to better assist clients with limited community resources.

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
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Table 4 – Agencies, groups, organizations who participated

1 Agency/Group/Organization

TARRANT COUNTYHOMELESS COALITION

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Services-homeless
Planning organization

What section of the Plan was addressed Homelessness
by Consultation?
Homeless
Needs
Chronically
Homeless
Needs
- Families
with
Homelessness
Needs
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?

2 Agency/Group/Organization

The Homeless Coalition Board functions as the yearround Continuum of Care planning committee and
meets on a monthly basis. Subcommittees, user
groups, and other planning bodies meet periodically
throughout the year to discuss issues such as HMIS,
performance, mainstream resources, discharge
planning, outreach to chronically homeless, permanent
housing, new legislation, the ten year plan, and other
issues surrounding homeless needs and services.
TARRANT COUNTY HOUSING PARTNERSHIP

Agency/Group/Organization Type

CHDO

What section of the Plan was addressed Housing
by Consultation?
Market Analysis
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

Assessment

Tarrant County Housing Partnership is often met with
to discuss community needs seen from their
perspective and the County perspective on behalf of all
the
consortium
cities.
Affordable
housing
developments often arise from this dialog.

CHDO

What section of the Plan was addressed Housing
by Consultation?
Market Analysis
How
was
the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for improved
coordination?

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

Need

DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION OF TARRANT COUNTY

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Consolidated Plan

Strategy
homeless
children
Veterans

Need

Assessment

Development Corporation of Tarrant County is often
met with to discuss community needs seen from their
perspective and the County perspective on behalf of all
the
consortium
cities.
Affordable
housing
developments often arise from this dialog.
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4 Agency/Group/Organization

Tarrant County

Agency/Group/Organization Type

Housing
PHA
Services
Services-Health
Services-Employment
Service-Fair
Other government - County

What section of the Plan was addressed Housing
by Consultation?
Public
Non-Homeless
Economic
Market Analysis
How
was
the
Agency/Group/Organization consulted
and what are the anticipated outcomes
of the consultation or areas for improved
coordination?

Need
Housing
Special

Housing

Housing
Assessment
Needs
Needs
Development

There are many departments within Tarrant County. In
developing this plan, many departments were
consulted: Public Health, Housing Assistance Office,
Human
Services,
Workforce
Solutions
and
Commissioner's Court.

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
of Tarrant County
Homeless
Coalition

How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap with the goals
of each plan?
Continuum
The Homeless Coalition Board functions as the year-round
Care
Continuum of Care planning committee and meets on a monthly
basis. Subcommittees, user groups, and other planning bodies
meet periodically throughout the year to discuss issues such as
HMIS, performance, mainstream resources, discharge planning,
outreach to chronically homeless, permanent housing, new
legislation, the ten year plan, and other issues surrounding
homeless needs and services.
Planning
for North
Central A planning study for the area surrounding the Naval Air Station
Livable Military Texas Council of Fort Worth, Joint Reserve Base (NAS Fort Worth, JRB) and the
Communities
Governments
surrounding cities in which it effects.
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Name of Plan
Mobility 2035

Lead
Organization
North
Central
Texas Council of
Governments

How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap with the goals
of each plan?
A long-range transportation plan that defines a vision for the
regionÃ¢Â¿Â¿s multimodal transportation system. This plan is
known as the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) and its
aim is to identify policies, programs, and projects for
development that respond to adopted goals and to guide
expenditures for state and federal funds over the next 20 plus
years.

Table 5 – 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(l))
Coordination with other units of local government is constant in order to effectively serve all citizens
that cross city or county lines. Although priorities may be different, general needs are similar throughout
the region. CDHD participates and assists with regional transportation coalition meetings so that needs
are relayed and that opportunities are conveyed. State coordination occurs when funds are available
that suits the needs of the County and region. In building relationships with state departments,
environmental reviews are expedited quickly. Other agencies include the following.
Public Housing Authorities: Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office, Grapevine Housing Authority and
Haltom City Housing Authority are the three PHA’s in urban Tarrant County. All three were consulted in
this consolidated plan and communication is open year round to assist similar clientele.
Workforce Solutions for Tarrant County: A partner in community resources to ensure the economic
vitality of our community by building and maintaining a quality workforce development system that
strengthens and provides economic, educational and developmental opportunities for all people
including children and youth. Information is provided and shared with workforce and Tarrant County
through the Mayors’ Council and the CoC.
Chamber of Commerce: All chambers of commerce provide a connection for economic vitality
throughout the region. Meetings are attended at various chambers of commerce to better understand
the developments occurring county-wide and to inform chamber members of section 3 opportunities.
Cities: there are 29 consortium cities participating with urban Tarrant County. Each city participates
through the Mayors’ Council, surveys and disseminates information on behalf of Tarrant County to
better understand resident needs and holds public hearings for public infrastructure projects.
Tarrant Regional Transportation Coalition: TRTC is a broad based, non-profit group committed to finding
solutions to the mobility challenges facing the western half of the DFW Metroplex. CDHD staffs all
meetings and are integral in knowing and educating others in Tarrant County transportation issues.
Consolidated Plan
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Mayors’ Council of Tarrant County: A council of all Tarrant County mayors’ that meet every other month
to discuss and share vital local information to improve Tarrant County. CDHD staffs this council and it’s
meetings.

Narrative (optional):
Tarrant County Community Development staff regularly consults with the Tarrant County Health
Department on the lead based paint program. CCD Staff undergoes continuing education from GEBCO
training institute for state license renewal. All homeowners participating in First Time Home Buyer and
home rehabilitation programs are provided a copy of all lead-based paint documentation required by
HUD.
Priorities for non-housing and housing programs were established by the Mayors’ Council of Tarrant
County. Special needs populations and the homeless priorities were established through the Continuum
of Care process and the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition. All priorities are reviewed and discussed at
Tarrant County workshops, public forums, and public hearings held throughout the year.
The Mayors’ Council is briefed by the Director of the CDHD on housing and community development
issues at each of its seven meetings per year. The CDHD also staffs the Mayors’ Council and its subcommittees maintaining a constant dialogue among urban county consortium members.
The CDHD participates with the Tarrant Regional Transportation Coalition, a regional planning and
advisory body addressing transportation issues such as federal and state funding, air quality mandates,
proposed legislation, and other related economic development issues. The coalition meets on a
monthly basis. A primary issue addressed by the coalition directly related to the needs of low income
residents is the development of mass transit strategies including service development, funding, and
regional planning. The CDHD participates in all coalition meetings and committees.
Additionally, the Tarrant County Reentry Coalition was created in 2005 to identify strategies to address
the offender reintegration process and enhance reentry collaboration aimed at breaking the cycle of
recidivism. This group will bring together representatives from the community and criminal justice
system with the primary objective of assisting formerly incarcerated persons gain seamless transition to
resources and support back into society. The coalition meets the third Friday of each month from
9:30am – 11am at Cornerstone Assistance Network in Fort Worth.
The CDHD consults with the Texas Historical Commission, the North Central Texas Council of
Governments, the Environmental Protection Agency and the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department to
review and comment on the public works projects proposed for the each Community Development
Block Grant program year as required by 24 CFR 58.5 as part of the environmental assessment
requirements. Additionally, CDHD will further assist in transit oriented development planning for Tarrant
County communities. Collaboration with all cities, transportation councils, the North Central Texas
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Council of Governments, and federal government agencies will be made to further affordable housing in
transit oriented development areas.
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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

Tarrant County encourages citizen participation in the development of its Consolidated Plan, particularly in low/moderate income target areas.
Public notices are prepared and public meetings held in accordance with established County policy that calls for at least two public meetings a
year. Notices were also distributed through the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition list serve that is distributed to hundreds of individuals within
the social services community representing over seventy agencies, government, faith based organizations and private businesses.
Public notification of all hearings takes place at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing date. Hearings are held at central locations, which are
convenient to residents and accessible to persons with disabilities and on primary public transportation lines. For hearings where a significant
number of non-English-speaking residents are anticipated, interpreters will be generally provided. Additionally, Public hearings are held in each
of the urban county consortium member cities to discuss community development activities. Notifications of the public meetings were posted
by each of the cities submitting Community Development Block Grant project proposals through their respective city secretary or city
administration offices. The public hearings must have at least ten (10) days’ notice and take place prior to completion of the County’s yearly
action plan. Verification of the hearing is sent to the Tarrant County CDHD office in the form of certified minutes or resolution from the public
hearing and a copy of the public notice published in the jurisdiction’s commonly read newspaper.
The county citizen participation policy also calls for at least one technical assistance workshop a year and also publishes all related materials
such as the Consolidated Plan, making them available at county sub courthouses and on the Internet. To make better use of technology, an online survey was distributed by member cities to their citizens to gather pertinent planning information to better plan for citizen needs in mind
and to understand public needs and trends.
A public notice and summary of the plan was published in the Commercial Recorder annually to inform the public of the public hearing and to
open public comments. The full draft plan was made available in each county commissioner’s office in each precinct, available online at
http://www.tarrantcounty.com/eCommunityDev/ and at the Community Development and Housing Department (CDHD) office located at 1509B South University Drive, Suite 276, Fort Worth, TX 76107. All comments were directed to the director of CDHD via mail, email, phone, fax or in
person.

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

TARRANT COUNTY

16

Citizen Participation Outreach
Sort Order

Mode of Outreach

Target of Outreach

Summary of
response/attendance

Summary of
comments received

1

Internet Outreach

Nontargeted/broad
community

401 Surveys and
not
all
cities
participated.

2

Public Hearing

Residents of Public
and
Assisted
Housing

Survey to obtain
responses on housing
and
community
needs.
Survey
Monkey link was sent
to all consortium
cities and each city
chose to post on their
city website and
advertise the survey
to their citizens.
160
persons
attended,
mainly
providers from CoC
agencies. A listing of
attendees will be
available
in
the
Appendix of Public
Comments.

Homeless
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All
public
comments
made
will be included in
the Appendix of
Public Comments.

Summary of comments
not
accepted
and reasons
Only twelve surveys
were incomplete and
were not fully accepted
due to no response to
survey
questions.
Please see appendix for
comments.

All comments were
accepted
with
references provided to
those that required
assistance.
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URL (If
applicable)

Sort Order

Mode of Outreach

Target of Outreach

Summary of
response/attendance

Summary of
comments received

3

Public Meeting

Nontargeted/broad
community

No comments were
received during this
April
6,
2015
meeting; however,
a resolution to
approve
the
Consolidated Plan
will be available in
the Appendix.

4

Public Meeting

Nontargeted/broad
community

A targeted meeting
notice was made to
each
of
the
consortium member
city mayors. The
meeting
was
coordinated with the
regularly scheduled
bimonthly
Tarrant
County
Mayors
Council meeting to
assure the greatest
amount
of
participation
and
input by the member
cities. Almost all
consortium member
cities
were
in
attendance.
General
Commissioner's Court
audience

No
comments
received

Summary of comments
not
accepted
and reasons
none.

None

Table 6 – Citizen Participation Outreach
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OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

TARRANT COUNTY

18

URL (If
applicable)

Needs Assessment
NA-05 Overview
Needs Assessment Overview
The housing needs assessment attempts to identify needs of the community that are not being met by
the private market. These unmet needs include issues dealing with the cost of housing, housing
appropriate for meeting needs related to family size, and the condition of the housing stock. The impact
of housing cost on various populations is measured by cost burden – the percentage of a household’s
income needed to cover housing expenses, including rent or mortgage payments plus utilities. Cost
burden is present when a household is paying over 30 percent of their income on housing expenses and
a severe cost burden is present with more than 50 percent spent on housing expenses. Appropriate
housing refers to a household residing in a housing unit that provides sufficient space for the number of
occupants, without exceeding their capacity to maintain the unit. Overcrowding is the primary problem
in the consideration of appropriate housing. HUD defines overcrowding as more than one person per
room. Physical problems as they relate to housing described in this section refer to 2012 5-year ACS data
reporting lack of complete plumbing and/or kitchen facilities and the age of the housing stock.
Many people are cost burdened in Tarrant County, but even more so are renters than home owners.
Cost burden varies in each consortium city, but overall there are more single elderly persons and single
adults showing greater cost burdens than families with children and married elderly couples when
looking at housing only. Transportation and utility cost factors will show that families also have just as
much if not more housing cost burdens when these costs are included.
Overcrowding is not a serious problem in Tarrant County. Nor is the number of homes that lack
complete plumbing and/or kitchen facilities. Although approximately 70% of our housing stock is from
1989 and earlier, there is only a small fraction that lack plumbing and kitchen facilities due to building
standards and those older homes that lacked have been demolished or fallen into disrepair.

Consolidated Plan
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CPD Maps - Tarrant County - Urban Entitlement
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NA-10 Housing Needs Assessment - 24 CFR 91.205 (a,b,c)
Summary of Housing Needs
The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has received from the U.S. Census
Bureau a "special tabulation" of American Community Survey (ACS) data that are largely not available
through standard Census products. These special tabulation data provide counts of the numbers of
households that fit certain combinations of HUD-specified criteria such as housing needs, HUD-defined
income limits (primarily 30, 50, and 80 percent of median income) and household types of particular
interest to planners and policy-makers. This data, known as the Comprehensive Housing Affordability
Strategy (CHAS) data, are used by local governments for housing planning as part of the Consolidated
Planning process. Please see Assessment of Fair Housing report for most recent CHAS data. Data has
been downloaded from http://www.huduser.org/portal/datasets/cp.html and presented for various
sections for Tarrant County by City.
This section will describe the estimated housing needs projected for the next five year period for the
following categories of persons: extremely low-income, low-income, moderate-income, and middleincome families, renters and owners, elderly persons, persons with disabilities, including persons with
HIV/AIDS and their families, single persons, large families, public housing residents, victims of domestic
violence, families on the public housing and section 8 tenant-based waiting list. To better understand
the projected needs for the various categories of persons, a discussion of specific housing problems,
including: cost-burden, severe cost- burden, substandard housing, and overcrowding (especially large
families) and substandard conditions being experienced by extremely low-income, low-income,
moderate-income, and middle-income renters and owners will be examined. When discussing standard
condition of a home and substandard condition but suitable for rehabilitation, the following definitions
will be used.
Demographics
Population
Households
Median Income

Base Year: 2000
543,032
201,496
$46,179.00

Most Recent Year: 2011
652,172
240,118
$56,178.00

% Change
20%
19%
22%

Table 7 - Housing Needs Assessment Demographics
Data Source:

2000 Census (Base Year), 2007-2011 ACS (Most Recent Year)

Number of Households Table

Total Households *
Small Family Households *
Large Family Households *
Consolidated Plan
OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

0-30%
HAMFI
17,248
6,173
1,444

>30-50%
HAMFI
20,870
7,054
2,286

TARRANT COUNTY

>50-80%
HAMFI
35,825
14,190
3,779

>80-100%
HAMFI
24,235
10,684
2,655

>100%
HAMFI
141,929
84,044
13,080
21

0-30%
HAMFI

>30-50%
HAMFI

>50-80%
HAMFI

Household contains at least one
person 62-74 years of age
2,748
3,734
6,371
Household contains at least one
person age 75 or older
2,580
3,598
4,678
Households with one or more
children 6 years old or younger *
3,413
4,767
8,321
* the highest income category for these family types is >80% HAMFI

>80-100%
HAMFI

>100%
HAMFI

4,074

22,307

2,172

6,737

4,539

19,594

Table 8 - Total Households Table
Data Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

Consolidated Plan
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Housing Needs Summary Tables
1. Housing Problems (Households with one of the listed needs)
Renter
0-30%
AMI

>3050%
AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Substandard
Housing
Lacking
complete
plumbing
or
kitchen facilities 368
240
Severely
Overcrowded With
>1.51
people
per
room
(and
complete
kitchen
and
plumbing)
90
290
Overcrowded With 1.01-1.5
people
per
room (and none
of the above
problems)
635
759
Housing
cost
burden greater
than 50% of
income
(and
none of the
above
problems)
7,004 3,869
Housing
cost
burden greater
than 30% of
income
(and
none of the
above
problems)
620
4,987
Consolidated Plan
OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

Owner
0-30%
AMI

485

100

1,193

269

65

515

>3050%
AMI

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

44

114

189

30

377

714

25

80

164

148

417

140

2,049

110

244

414

334

1,102

810

60

11,74
3

4,330

3,443

2,871

1,115

11,75
9

7,318

1,749

14,67
4

1,143

2,584

6,415

3,682

13,82
4
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Renter
0-30%
AMI

Zero/negative
Income
(and
none of the
above
problems)
718

>3050%
AMI

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

Owner
0-30%
AMI

0

0

0

718

818

>3050%
AMI

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

0

0

0

818

Table 9 – Housing Problems Table
Data
Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

2. Housing Problems 2 (Households with one or more Severe Housing Problems: Lacks kitchen
or complete plumbing, severe overcrowding, severe cost burden)
Renter
0-30% >30AMI
50%
AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Having 1 or
more of four
housing
problems
8,094 5,170
Having none of
four housing
problems
1,382 6,418
Household has
negative
income,
but
none of the
other housing
problems
718
0

Owner
0-30% >30AMI
50%
AMI

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

15,704

4,531

3,864

3,635

1,621

13,651

9,551

32,019

1,684

5,438

15,435

12,695

35,252

0

718

818

0

0

0

818

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

2,075

365

14,668

0

Table 10 – Housing Problems 2
Data
Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

3. Cost Burden > 30%
Renter
0-30%
AMI

>30-50%
AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related
3,543
3,922
Consolidated Plan
OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

>50-80%
AMI

Total

Owner
0-30%
AMI

>30-50%
AMI

>50-80%
AMI

Total

4,032

11,497

1,713

2,078

4,406

8,197
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Large Related
Elderly
Other
Total need by
income

Renter
0-30%
AMI

>30-50%
AMI

>50-80%
AMI

Total

Owner
0-30%
AMI

>30-50%
AMI

>50-80%
AMI

Total

977
1,458
2,615
8,593

1,007
1,803
3,144
9,876

500
1,265
2,706
8,503

2,484
4,526
8,465
26,972

331
2,321
1,214
5,579

822
2,405
986
6,291

1,181
2,541
1,363
9,491

2,334
7,267
3,563
21,361

>30-50%
AMI

>50-80%
AMI

Total

1,358
417
1,053
768
3,596

1,334
224
818
477
2,853

4,176
923
3,473
2,336
10,908

Table 11 – Cost Burden > 30%
Data
Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

4. Cost Burden > 50%
Renter
0-30%
AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Small Related
3,268
Large Related
823
Elderly
1,238
Other
2,445
Total need by 7,774
income

>30-50%
AMI

>5080%
AMI

Total

Owner
0-30%
AMI

1,554
278
864
1,315
4,011

370
20
278
159
827

5,192
1,121
2,380
3,919
12,612

1,484
282
1,602
1,091
4,459

Table 12 – Cost Burden > 50%
Data
Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

5. Crowding (More than one person per room)
Renter
0>3030%
50%
AMI
AMI

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS
Single
family
households
645
Multiple,
unrelated family
households
80
Other, non-family
households
25

Owner
0>3030%
50%
AMI
AMI

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

2,268

135

199

482

278

1,094

60

479

0

120

88

198

406

0

40

0

0

0

0

0

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

809

674

140

230

109

15

0
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Renter
0>3030%
50%
AMI
AMI

Total need
income

by 750

1,054

Owner
0>3030%
50%
AMI
AMI

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

135

319

570

476

1,500

Owner
0-30% >30AMI
50%
AMI

>5080%
AMI

Total

0

0

0

>5080%
AMI

>80100%
AMI

Total

783

200

2,787

>5080%
AMI

Total

0

0

Table 13 – Crowding Information – 1/2
Data
Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

Renter
0-30% >30AMI
50%
AMI

Households with
Children Present
0

0

0

Table 14 – Crowding Information – 2/2
Data
Comments:

Source

Describe the number and type of single person households in need of housing assistance.
The greatest cost burden for housing is seen amongst single elderly persons 62 years and older who are
not living with a family unit, followed by single adults (62 years or younger) living alone (such as
students) and large families of five or more people. According to the 2007-2011 CHAS data in previous
tables, 8,465 renters that are single adults before 62 years are cost burdened by at least 30% of their
income. 4,526 renting elderly persons 62 years and up are also cost burdened, but even more so if they
are owners where 7,267 elderly owners are cost burdened at least 30%. Although there are fewer
persons cost burdened with over 50 % of their income, the same patterns exists where 3,760 single nonelderly renters with 0-50% Area Median Income (AMI) and 3,473 elderly owners are significantly cost
burdened. Rental assistance and affordable rental units more than owner occupied units are needed for
younger single persons and elderly without ownership of a home. For those older single persons that
own their own home, assistance to help rehabilitate their home to ensure they can age in place at home
is more important. We see overcrowding for single family households of all income levels, but mostly
from households that have 30-50% area median income (AMI) and 50-80% AMI. More affordable units
could help alleviate the overcrowding.

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.
According to the U.S. Census Bureau Tarrant County consortium cities has an 11.7% or 74,884 civilian
non-institutionalized person with a disability. This number does not include military personal or veterans
and not all in this population need housing assistance. Cities of Azle, Lake Worth, and Pelican Bay
showed almost double the county average rate overall and for working age population. City of Sansom
Consolidated Plan
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Park showed twice the average rate of persons with a disability overall, working age group and three
times the rate for persons 18 years and younger. Repeated studies have indicated that the likelihood of
having a disability increases with age. Although fewer in number, there is a greater percentage of
persons 65+ with a disability in each city with half of the cities citing above average rates of disabilities
for this older age bracket. As our baby boomer population ages, we will have to better prepare ourselves
to house and assist persons with disabilities. Each of CDHD’s homeowner rehabilitation inspects homes
with client needs in mind. When building new or acquiring and rehabilitating multi-family rental units,
CDHD inspects with ADA needs as a priority.
According to the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition, there are 328 victims of domestic violence in 2015
that are homeless. Persons of dating violence, sexual assault and stalking have not been accounted for.
Safe and affordable housing for victims are important and should be accounted for when adding to the
affordable housing stock.

What are the most common housing problems?
In a survey CDHD executed between October 2014 and January 2015 of the 401 respondents, the
majority of respondents were satisfied with their housing situation. For those dissatisfied, the most
common housing problem for owners was unaffordable repairs to their home followed by rude or loud
neighbors and lack of alternative transportation options. For Renters, unaffordable repairs to their unit,
crime in the neighborhood, not liking their neighborhood and lack of alternative transportation were the
most common housing problems.

Are any populations/household types more affected than others by these problems?
All low to moderate income populations would be mostly affected by affordability to make repairs to
their home to maintain a safe environment. Loud or rude neighbors are not a factor we can control, but
building affordable rental units with amenities that curb crime and enhance community attachment
would provide safer neighborhoods around the rental complex.

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
ESG homelessness prevention funds assist families with children who are at imminent risk of becoming
homeless. General characteristics of this low income at risk group are that they are employed, but at a
minimum wage or less to maintain an average household of 5 persons. Often these are single parent
households with a female household lead. The average ages of adults are 30-50 years and the majority
has certifications or an associate degree. The main reason for the risk of becoming homeless is due to a
crisis occurring in which effects their financial stability and inability to pay rent.
Consolidated Plan
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ESG Rapid Re-housing will assist families and individuals who are homeless with housing. Characteristics
of homeless families and individuals who have received rapid re-housing are mainly single parents with
average household size of six persons. The highest level of education the majority has attained is GED
education and at exit adults obtains minimum wage jobs. To assist in maintaining self-sufficiency, this
group needs affordable childcare, transportation, health insurance and job opportunities that offer
higher pay.

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:
The operational definition of the at-risk group follows HUD’s definition for ESG Homelessness
Prevention eligibility. A family or individual must have income 30% AMI or less and must have a notice
to vacate or an eviction notice.

Specify particular housing characteristics that have been linked with instability and an
increased risk of homelessness
CDHD has observed the following characteristics of a family or individual which can lead to housing
instability and increased risk of homelessness. All are renters usually living in older apartments that
often have at least one issue (bugs, cleanliness, security of place, etc) and with no amenities for children
and general safety concerns.







CPS involvement
Poor budgeting/money management
Large household (more than five children)
Lack of child support
Poor rental history which creates bad credit
Instable employment

Discussion
The general population needs more affordable housing or assistance to maintain current housing;
however, for homeless persons and persons with special needs, public services are also needed to
further assist this population beyond affordable housing.
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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
“Worst Case Housing Needs” are defined by the U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development as
families who are housing cost burdened (paying more than one-third of their income on housing) or live
in severely inadequate housing. Inadequate housing can mean overcrowding and/or living in a home
lacking complete plumbing or a kitchen. According to the Texas Low Income Housing Information
Service, worst case housing needs have incomes less than 30 percent of the area median family income.
This includes working poor renters, elderly, households with persons with disabilities and increasingly
persons of Hispanic ethnicity.

0%-30% of Area Median Income
Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four
housing
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

14,368
9,033
1,393
335
45
40
3,287

1,327
1,102
40
70
0
0
58

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
1,547
1,091
125
70
10
0
215

Table 15 - Disproportionally Greater Need 0 - 30% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole

16,559

4,293
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Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
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Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four
housing
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

9,759
1,895
515
65
0
4,094

3,213
215
65
35
0
713

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0
0
0
0

Table 16 - Disproportionally Greater Need 30 - 50% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

19,450
12,984
1,688
719
30
195
3,625

16,363
11,488
689
439
87
20
3,345

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Table 17 - Disproportionally Greater Need 50 - 80% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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%
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80%-100% of Area Median Income
Housing Problems

Has one or more of
four
housing
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

7,420
5,199
554
285
0
20
1,234

16,804
12,074
1,094
605
80
0
2,589

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Table 18 - Disproportionally Greater Need 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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
From the above data tables in this section we are provided housing problem data based on income
groups and race. Housing issues consist of 1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete
plumbing facilities, and 3. Overcrowding where there is more than one person per room, and 4. Cost
Burden greater than 30%. CDHD has further given perspective on the race data by providing relevant
population by race to further calculate the CHAS data provided. Based on only the CHAS data, it appears
that of all races, whites/Caucasians have the majority of persons with one or more of four housing
problems as well as none of the hour housing problems. However, when we calculate for each race
within each race, we see that black/African American persons increasingly have more persons that have
one or more of the four housing problems as income decreases within their race. For persons with
Hispanic ethnicity, the case is almost similar; however, there are more persons with one or more of the
four housing problems in the 30-50% area medium income bracket oppose to incomes lower and higher.
Across all incomes for whites/Caucasians housing problems exist for 4% -5% of the population within
each income bracket. For all races, persons with 50-80% area median income level have the highest
numbers of persons with no housing problems. Otherwise, as income increases, the fewer housing
problems exist.
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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
Similar to the previous section, we assess housing problems, but on a more severe level whereby there
are more dire circumstances and a greater disproportionate need. Specifically we observe this data by
race and can calculate further to asses rates within each race to provide a wider picture.

0%-30% of Area Median Income
Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four
housing
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

12,632
7,802
1,278
245
35
40
3,012

3,084
2,349
155
165
10
0
329

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
1,547
1,091
125
70
10
0
215

Table 19 – Severe Housing Problems 0 - 30% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian

9,025
5,148
1,015
295

11,850
7,825
1,105
285
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Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0
0
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Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four
housing
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

50
0
2,343

50
0
2,468

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0

Table 20 – Severe Housing Problems 30 - 50% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

5,706
3,577
424
254
15
85
1,235

30,125
20,889
1,943
899
102
130
5,750

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Table 21 – Severe Housing Problems 50 - 80% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

Jurisdiction as a whole

1,992

22,225
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Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
33

Severe Housing Problems*

Has one or more of
four
housing
problems

Has none of the
four
housing
problems

White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

1,182
115
85
0
0
573

16,095
1,543
800
80
20
3,244

Household
has
no/negative
income, but none
of
the
other
housing problems
0
0
0
0
0
0

Table 22 – Severe Housing Problems 80 - 100% AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 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%
*Total
population
by race

Has one
or more
of four
housing
problems

% with
housing
problems
within
race

Has none
of
the
four
housing
problems

% with
NO
housing
problems

%
no
income,
but
no
housing
problems

2.50%

Household
has
no/negative
income, but
none of the
other
housing
problems
4,685

Jurisdiction
as a whole
White
Black/AA
Asian
AI/AN
PI
Other

630,821

49,500

7.85%

15,775

497,957
42,811
22,159
2,735
2,126
63,033

20,985
12,440
1,720
180
30
-

4.21%
29.06%
7.76%
6.58%
1.41%
0

7,155
3,920
490
70
0
-

1.44%
9.16%
2.21%
2.56%
0
0

2,195
1,115
630
45
0
-

0.44%
2.6%
2.84%
1.65%
0
0

Hispanic

113,528

13,340

11.75%

3,935

3.47%

670

0.59%

0.74%

Table 23 - Severe Housing Problems 0%-30% of Area Median Income (Rates within Race)

Discussion
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%. There are fewer cases of “severe
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housing problems” in comparison to “housing problems”; however the trend is similar when looking at
income levels where the less income a person/family has the greater the severe housing problems and
the higher the income the fewer the problems for all races. However, in each income level there are still
more white/Caucasians that have and don’t have problems compared to the other races within the
jurisdiction as a whole. However, when calculating percentage within each race, we see the same
pattern where black/African American persons and persons with Hispanic ethnicity have more severe
housing problems within each race/ethnicity than other races compared.
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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:
Housing cost burden measures the extent a family pays as an excess proportion of its household income
on housing costs. According to HUD, a family is cost burdened if their housing costs are in excess of 30
percent of their household income. Housing is classified as affordable if the cost is less than 30 percent
of a family’s income. The U.S. Census Bureau compares income and housing cost data for each
community to determine the percentage of households in each city that were paying more than 30
percent of family income on housing.

Housing Cost Burden
Housing Cost Burden

<=30%

30-50%

>50%

Jurisdiction as a whole
White
Black / African American
Asian
American Indian, Alaska
Native
Pacific Islander
Hispanic

41,318
136,574
9,144
4,231

30,377
28,775
3,728
1,375

24,814
17,102
2,413
777

No / negative
income
(not
computed)
1,712
1,140
140
70

605
275
18,234

54
145
6,607

100
40
5,057

10
10
310

Table 24 – Greater Need: Housing Cost Burdens AMI
Data Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

Discussion:
More people are not cost burdened than are burdened by housing costs in Tarrant County consortium
cities. For those that are burdened, 60% of whites and persons of Hispanic ethnicity spend between 30%
to 50% of their income on housing costs alone. Black/African American persons and families have almost
an equal number of persons spending 30-50 and over 50% of their income on housing. In keeping
aligned with population by race trends, the majority of households that are cost burdened are
white/Caucasian where on average 20 percent of the white/Caucasian race are cost burdened in each
city within Tarrant County. Only in the Cities of Everman, Pantego and Westworth Village do we see
about 12 percent of the white race cost burdened. A growing number of households with Hispanic
ethnicities are showing increasing numbers of households with cost burdens. Particularly in the Cities of
Forest Hill, Haltom City and North Richland Hills we see more than ten percent of the persons of
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Hispanic ethnicities cost burdened. There are relatively fewer cost burdens by other races in comparison
overall.
When measuring rate of cost burden within each race, we see that black/African American persons,
pacific islanders and ethnic Hispanics spend 30% to 50% of their income on housing alone. A significant
percentage of Black/African Americans spend over half of their income on housing alone.
In terms of overall numbers, the majority of renters that are cost burdened are white/Caucasian in each
city within Tarrant County. When compared to all other consortium cities, the Cities of Bedford, Euless,
Grapevine, Haltom City, Hurst and North Richland Hills have greater numbers of white/Caucasian
household renters that are mostly 30%-50% cost burdened. For Hispanic ethnicities, The Cities of
Grapevine, Haltom City, Hurst and North Richland Hills see the majority of rental households cost
burdened. For the Black/African American race, the cities that have more than 400 households that are
rental cost burdens are from Cities of Bedford, Euless and Hurst. Transportation costs are not included.
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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?
As income decreases, so does the greater need for assistance for all races. Although there are more
people that are not cost burdened than are burdened by housing costs in Tarrant County consortium
cities. When looking at all CHAS data presented for those that are burdened, 60% of whites and persons
of Hispanic ethnicity spend between 30% to 50% of their income on housing costs alone. Black/African
American persons and families have almost an equal number of persons spending 30-50 and over 50%
of their income on housing. However, when looking amongst races individually, black/ African
Americans and persons of Hispanic ethnicity have disproportionately greater need in all income levels
than the needs of other races presented.

If they have needs not identified above, what are those needs?
In the DFW region, transportation is a big factor to maintain housing and to get to work, school and
appointments. The additional cost for transportation and utilities is a factor not identified and is a need
to factor in costs of living. As the population seems to moving north-northeast with a significant number
of persons requiring mass transit along SH-183 between North Fort Worth to Grapevine, transit service
is required to service this population and connect them to other economic and educational
opportunities in Dallas and Collin Counties.

Are any of those racial or ethnic groups located in specific areas or neighborhoods in your
community?
Tarrant County consortium cities comprise of cities surrounding City Fort Worth and City of Arlington.
Almost all Tarrant County consortium cities are predominately white with the exception of the City of
Everman and City of Forest Hill with less than 40% of white, non-Hispanic populations. When
considering what other races are predominant other than White, non-Hispanic; we see that at least
40% of persons in almost all of Cities of Blue Mound, Everman, River Oaks, Sansom Park and parts of
Forest Hill and Haltom City are persons of Hispanic origin. Parts of the City of Forest Hill and Fort Worth
have tracts with more than 60% of persons that are classified as black/African American. When looking
at historical maps of race and ethnicity trends through the decades, from 1980 we see the same
patterns of where black/African Americans and persons of Hispanic decent live and continue to live and
grow. It is evident that there are more persons of Hispanic origins living in Tarrant County now as
population increases. White race has moved more towards the north or south of the two major cities,
Asian race has increased and blacks/African Americans have increased west and east of the southern
part of the county.
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NA-35 Public Housing – 91.205(b)
Introduction
There are currently three providers of HUD-Assisted Housing in the Tarrant County urban county jurisdiction: Tarrant County Housing Assistance
Office, the Grapevine Housing Authority, and the Haltom City Housing Authority. Tarrant County does not own or manage any conventional
public housing; however, Grapevine Housing and Haltom City Housing Authorities manage 248 units of conventional public housing.

Totals in Use
Program Type
Certificate

# of units vouchers in use

0

ModRehab

Public
Housing

0

Vouchers
Total

240

2,702

Project
based

-

0

Tenant
based

-

2,547

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive Program
Housing

0

144

Disabled
*

0

Table 25 - Public Housing by Program Type
*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Characteristics of Residents
Program Type
Certificate

# Homeless at admission
Consolidated Plan
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0

ModRehab

Public
Housing

Vouchers
Total

0

0

15

TARRANT COUNTY

Project
based

0

-

Tenant
based

1

-

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive
Program
Housing

0

14
39

Program Type
Certificate

# of Elderly Program Participants
(>62)
# of Disabled Families
# of Families requesting accessibility
features
# of HIV/AIDS program participants
# of DV victims

ModRehab

Public
Housing

Vouchers
Total

0
0

0
0

153
27

417
561

0
0

414
553

0
0

3
5

0
0
0

0
0
0

240
0
0

2,702
0
0

0
0
0

2,547
0
0

0
0
0

144
0
0

Project
based

-

Tenant
based

-

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive
Program
Housing

Table 26 – Characteristics of Public Housing Residents by Program Type

Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Race of Residents
Program Type
Race

Certificate

White
Black/African American
Asian

0
0
0
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ModRehab

0
0
0

Public
Housing

172
10
57

Vouchers
Total

966
1,702
16

TARRANT COUNTY

Project
based

0
0
0

-

Tenant
based

889
1,627
15

-

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive Program
Housing

0
0
0

72
70
0

40

Disabled
*

0
0
0

Program Type
Race

Certificate

American
Indian/Alaska
Native
Pacific Islander
Other

ModRehab

0
0
0

0
0
0

Public
Housing

0
1
0

Vouchers
Total

14
4
0

Project
based

-

0
0
0

Tenant
based

-

13
3
0

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive Program
Housing

0
0
0

1
1
0

Disabled
*

0
0
0

*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 27 – Race of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Ethnicity of Residents
Program Type
Ethnicity

Hispanic
Not Hispanic

Certificate

0
0

ModRehab

0
0

Public
Housing

23
217

Vouchers
Total

277
2,425

Project
based

0
0

-

Tenant
based

248
2,299

-

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive Program
Housing

0
0

28
116

*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 28 – Ethnicity of Public Housing Residents by Program Type
Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)
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Disabled
*

0
0

Section 504 Needs Assessment: Describe the needs of public housing tenants and applicants
on the waiting list for accessible units:
The most immediate needs of public housing tenants in Grapevine and Haltom City are public
transportation and more landlords to accept Housing Choice Vouchers. Particularly in the City of
Grapevine, rents are very high with limited units to choose from that is affordable. There are no
immediate needs for accessible units by persons on any wait list.

Most immediate needs of residents of Public Housing and Housing Choice voucher holders
Current wait list for public housing and section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers are reflective of their current
population being served. The most immediate needs for Housing Choice Voucher holders are
employment, transportation, child care, health care and safe quality affordable housing. This plan
discusses all needs and attempts to help meet those needs for some within the next 5 years.

How do these needs compare to the housing needs of the population at large
The needs are generally the same for most communities. In general, there are similarities in needs for
persons receiving governmental housing assistance and those who are low to moderate income with the
difference being the amount of income and resources one gets over the other. With greater income for
the population at large, there is still demand to maintain employment, improve transportation options
and having safe affordable housing in which owners and renters can affordably maintain. As income
varies, so does the intensity of need.

Discussion
For public housing and Housing Choice Voucher residents, both groups have populations that are long
term users of either system. There is little turn over and little increase in funds to administer respective
programs without assisting residents in other supportive services. Dependence on other programs and
creative cooporation with other agencies are important to help current residents become self sufficient
in supporting their own housing and daily needs. In doing so, more persons may be stablized and greater
number of persons are provided housing stability. Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office will open up
their waiting list in 2017.
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NA-40 Homeless Needs Assessment – 91.205(c)
Introduction:
1. 1. On the night of January 22, 2015, the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition (TCHC), volunteers and police conducted a census of the
unsheltered homeless. TCHC has conducted a count of the homeless in 2006, 2007,2009, 2011, 2013-2015. The next census will occur
January 2016. The 2015 survey and census is a report of data recorded from homeless persons surveyed on January 22, 2015 and data
recorded within the Homeless Management Information System (HMIS). The following data reported by TCHC is not based on estimates.








1,914 homeless persons were identified on the streets, in emergency shelters, and in transitional housing programs.



Emergency Shelters were at 100% capacity of beds available and have opened up an overflow during special circumstances.

There was a 12.2% decrease in the number of homeless from 2009 to 2015.
217 persons were unsheltered, 44 were women, up from 32 women identified on the streets in 2009.
It is estimated from this “point in time” count that 6,338 persons will experience homelessness in Tarrant County in 2015.
19.8% of the homeless were children. It should be noted that no children were found unsheltered.
136 were chronically homeless, defined as having a disability, being unaccompanied, and having been homeless a year or more or 4 or
more episodes of homelessness in the last 3 years; down from 209 (15.7%) in 2009. 27 out of 217 of the unsheltered were chronically
homeless.

Homeless Needs Assessment
Population

Estimate the # of persons
experiencing homelessness
on a given night

Persons in Households with Adult(s)
and Child(ren)
Persons in Households with Only
Children
Consolidated Plan
OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Estimate the #
experiencing
homelessness
each year

Estimate the #
becoming
homeless
each year

Estimate the #
exiting
homelessness
each year

Estimate the #
of days persons
experience
homelessness

Sheltered

Unsheltered

1

563

0

0

0

0

0

12

0

0

0

0
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Population

Estimate the # of persons
experiencing homelessness
on a given night

Persons in Households with Only
Adults
Chronically Homeless Individuals
Chronically Homeless Families
Veterans
Unaccompanied Child
Persons with HIV

Sheltered

Unsheltered

215
22
5
19
0
3

1,102
86
3
171
12
17

Estimate the #
experiencing
homelessness
each year

Estimate the #
becoming
homeless
each year

Estimate the #
exiting
homelessness
each year

Estimate the #
of days persons
experience
homelessness

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
0

Table 29 - Homeless Needs Assessment

Data Source Comments:

Data provided by Tarrant County Homeless Coalition via HMIS and PIT count.

Indicate if the homeless population is:

Has No Rural Homeless

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):
Unless specified, data for this question is based on the Point in Time count for 2014 as calculations are not yet available for 2015. There are
many more chronically homeless individuals than families in emergency shelters. There are fortunately no chronically homeless families in
SafeHavens and none unsheltered. The majority of homeless veterans are non-Hispanic white (55) and black/ African American (45) male
veterans in emergency and transitional housing with approximately 14 percent unsheltered. For children 18 and under, there are 219 in
emergency shelters and 161 in transitional housing with none accounted for unsheltered in the 2015 point in time count.
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Nature and Extent of Homelessness: (Optional)
Race:

Sheltered:

Unsheltered (optional)

White
Black or African American
Asian
American Indian or Alaska
Native
Pacific Islander

705
811
19

117
58
6

10
8

2
0

Ethnicity:

Sheltered:

Unsheltered (optional)

Hispanic
Not Hispanic

224
1,406

25
123

Data
Comments:

Source

Estimate the number and type of families in need of housing assistance for families with
children and the families of veterans.
The estimated number of homeless persons living in Tarrant County has slightly increased in every
category since 2009 except for the number of women and children. One of the more disturbing trends is
the increase in the number of children who accompany their homeless parents. In 2000 29% of those
with children had them with them. In 2002 that number jumped to 45% and in 2004 the number jumped
again to 62%. In 2009 that number again jumped due to the increased number of persons in transitional
and permanent housing and also due to the slowed economy. The slowed economy of the past few
years has showed an increase of mothers becoming homeless as well as single mothers that were
struggling before continue to struggle even more with the downed economy and fewer job
opportunities.

Describe the Nature and Extent of Homelessness by Racial and Ethnic Group.
From the 2014 Point in Time Count, total sheltered and unsheltered racial demographic consists of 47.5
percent white, 46.8% black/ African American, with 24.5 percent ethnic Hispanic. Unsheltered homeless
are considered an at-risk group whereby 72.8 percent of the adult unsheltered homeless are
white/Caucasian and 26.6% are black/African American as provided in the 2014 Point in Time count of
all homeless within Tarrant County. In comparison to 2009, homeless persons with Hispanic ethnicities
have increased from 10% to 24.5% thereby showing a need for more providers with staff that speak
Spanish.

Describe the Nature and Extent of Unsheltered and Sheltered Homelessness.
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In any given year, there is consistently more sheltered homeless than unsheltered. Tarrant County
Continuum of Care agencies makes great effort to ensure that our homeless populations are at the very
least sheltered. Even greater efforts to secure permanent housing and provide services to lead to a path
of self-sufficiency are made. For those that remain unsheltered, outreach teams make great efforts to
outreach to them to assist them in securing safe housing and be provided medical attention as required.
Those who are classified as unsheltered are often chronically homeless with a substance abuse issue
and/or mental health matter that need to be addressed.

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

TARRANT COUNTY

46

NA-45 Non-Homeless Special Needs Assessment - 91.205 (b,d)
Introduction:
Tarrant County does not receive entitlement HOPWA funds automatically from HUD annually. Tarrant
County applies for competitive HOPWA funds every 3 years to administer a program with Samaritan
House as a provider. We have received funding since 2000 at an average of $330,000 annually for the
HOPWA-C program.

Describe the characteristics of special needs populations in your community:
Special needs populations include the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities and persons with
HIV/AIDS. According to 2013 5-year ACS data, Tarrant County Entitlement cities make up approximately
11% of 65+ populations with half of the cities above average and the other half below. Cities and towns
such as Benbrook, Edgecliff Village, Lakeside, Lake Worth, Pantego, Richland Hills and Westover Hills
have at least 18% of their populations made up of 65+. Cities of Azle, Bedford, Dalworthington Gardens,
Hurst, Kennedale, North Richland Hills, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Westworth Village and White
Settlement have 12-16% population made up of 65+. There is a clear need to provide assistance to those
aging and qualified who want to age in place in owner occupied homes.
Using the same data, on average Tarrant County consortium cities had 11.7% civilian noninstitutionalized persons with a disability. Cities of Azle, Lake Worth, and Pelican Bay showed almost
double the county average rate overall and for working age population. While City of Sansom Park
showed twice the average rate of persons with a disability overall, working age group and three times
the rate for persons 18 years and younger. Repeated studies have indicated that the likelihood of having
a disability increases with age. This is also the case in Tarrant County consortium cities. Although fewer
in number, there is a greater percentage of persons 65+ with a disability in each city with half of the
cities citing above average rates of disabilities for this older age bracket. As our baby boomer population
ages, we will have to better prepare ourselves to house and assist persons with disabilities.
According to Tarrant County Public Health there are approximately 4,400 people in Tarrant County
(including Fort Worth and Arlington) living with HIV, with more than 7,400 residents diagnosed with the
disease since the beginning of the epidemic. Approximately 81% are males and 19% females with an
increased rate of 36% from 2008 to 2012 among residents aged 15 to 24 years and increased 12 percent
among non-Hispanic black/African American men. Greater education for this low 15- 24 aged group is
being made by public health and continued efforts to seek HOPWA-C grant funds to serve the increased
clientele will remain by CDHD.
A majority of clients served by the owner-occupied housing rehabilitation program, Housing Choice
Voucher, and public housing units are occupied by the elderly, frail elderly, and persons with disabilities.
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These individuals, being the most vulnerable because of their inability to secure meaningful
employment are a priority housing needs population.

What are the housing and supportive service needs of these populations and how are these
needs determined?
From 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, there was 65,970 or 10.3 percent of
civilian noninstitutionalized senior citizens (65+) that indicated they had a disability; the greatest
number suffered some form of ambulatory disability. Approximately 9 percent of Elderly residents have
a self-care disability where they are in need of some type of regular care or home visitation assistance to
maintain a level of independent living. It is estimated that 79 percent of elderly citizens live in their own
home. This presents the need for assistance with the upkeep of these homes to protect the health and
well-being of the homeowner, but to also prevent the deterioration of older neighborhoods.
A significant number of persons with special needs reside in the urban county. Housing resources and
transportation options are limited for these populations as determined by surveys, reports and
statistical analysis. There is a greater number of extremely low, very low and low–income persons with
disabilities or have self-care limitations with housing problems in comparison to those persons with
disabilities and self-care limitations that do not have housing problems for homeowners and renters.
Supportive services ranging from housing rehabilitation to transportation assistance are a necessary
component to housing in order to establish stable, independent living.
Providing more tenant-based rental assistance coupled with supportive services such as case
management, health care, counseling and employments services would allow for more independent
living. Non-profit providers that provide such services, lack the financial resources to fund housing
programs.

Discuss the size and characteristics of the population with HIV/AIDS and their families within
the Eligible Metropolitan Statistical Area:
Tarrant County Urban Entitlement does not receive HOPWA entitlement funds, but we receive
competitive HOPWA grant funds. The Texas State Department of State Health Services (DSHS) AIDS
surveillance report for 2013 reported a total of 252 persons with HIV infection and 141 persons with
AIDS were added in 2013. 4,031 people in Tarrant County (including Fort Worth and Arlington) are living
with HIV. There is 4106 Persons reported Living with HIV (PLWHIV) in Tarrant County in the 2011 report
showing a decreased number of cases in the 2013 report. Demographics of Tarrant County population
are similar to those of the state as a whole whereby HIV infection diagnoses trends are 80% male, 20%
female. 76 percent of all new HIV infections were male and 54 percent of those were non-Hispanic
Black/African American.
Interestingly 30 percent of all new HIV infections in 2013 were among young people aged 15-24; of
those youth, 25 percent were among young men; of those young men, 16 percent were non-Hispanic
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black/African American men. With such a young age bracket to assist, their family’s parents are also
affected and require social services to assist with living with the disease. 30 percent of those new cases
are in the 25 to 34 year age bracket where single persons and/or young families will require not only
social service assistance, but housing assistance as well.

Discussion:
Special needs populations include the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities and persons with
HIV/AIDS. As such, Tarrant County will continue to assist the elderly age in place by providing home
rehabilitation for low-moderate income home owners making ADA modications where necessary.
Tarrant County will continue to work with cities and agencies to assist persons with disabilitites by
providing public infrastructure and facility modifications as well as services to help that population. To
assist persons and families with HIV/AIDS, Tarrant County will help provide housing and supportive
services through the HOPWA-C grant.
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NA-50 Non-Housing Community Development Needs – 91.215 (f)
Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Facilities:
1. 49. The community development non-housing priorities of consortium members involve
preservation of viable neighborhoods and the prevention of deterioration and blight. Basic
infrastructure repair and replacement has the greatest impact on sustaining the quality of these
low and moderate income communities. Priorities are set by the Tarrant County Commissioners
Court based on the recommendation of the Tarrant County Mayors’ Council. Priorities are
based on the age and condition of infrastructure, financial strength of the city, citizen input, and
objective evaluation of the community development needs of the low/moderate income target
areas. Priorities identified in the community development needs analysis of the Consolidated
Plan include:






Basic infrastructure improvements (water, sewer, streets, drainage and new sidewalks)
Handicapped accessibility improvements for public facilities
Senior Centers improvements and services
Transit Oriented Development

B. HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBILITY IMPROVEMENT FOR PUBLIC FACILITIES
Safe sidewalks with appropriate ramps are an important component in communities with increasing
numbers of young families with children at play, and aging residences in need of safe pathways. All
public parks, senior centers, sidewalks leading to public facilities are prioritized for accessible
accommodations including ramps, handicapped parking and safe, level sidewalks.
C. SENIOR CENTERS REPAIR, IMPROVEMENT, AND SERVICES
The Community Development Block Grant has been critical for providing Tarrant County communities
with public facilities that serve its eldest residence. Repair, improvement and expansion of these
facilities in order to expand services to the growing elderly population are a priority. All but two of the
consortium member cities have facilities and programs for senior citizens.
D. Transit Oriented Development
As more federal funding arises in conjunction with need for transportation and Transit oriented
development, Tarrant County will collaborate with other cities, non-profits and economic developers to
create affordable housing near transit. Research has consistently shown that developing affordable
housing and commercial real estate in close proximity to public transit can improve quality of life for
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many low- and moderate-income families by decreasing the two largest household expenses — housing
and transportation. Known as transit-oriented development or TOD, this integrated approach to expand
housing opportunities near transit is gaining popularity in response to changing demographics and
lifestyle preferences in communities across the nation. Expedite the planning process for TOD projects.
Localities can adopt station area plans or transit overlay zones that allow by-right development of mixed
uses.

How were these needs determined?
The basis for assigning the priority given to each category of priority needs stems from a survey of need
from citizen’s, the need voiced through the Mayor’s Council and the need established by Tarrant County
Commissioner’s Court. A thirty question on-line survey was distributed by each city that wished to
participate in receiving feedback on community and housing needs. Participating cities e-mailed the link,
posted the link on their city website, provided information in city newsletters or within water bills and
made the survey available at libraries. Approximately 400 respondents answered the survey which will
be available in the Appendix of the final plan.
CDHD administers Mayor’s Council’s meetings every other month. It is at these meeting that mayors are
provided information, needs in their communities are shared by mayors voicing their concerns and
needs on behalf of their citizens. All priorities were emphasized in each meeting, especially the need to
collaborate efforts in transit oriented development and affordable housing. The general consensus
amongst cities in the Mayors’ Council was to serve the greatest number of citizens by providing city
infrastructure, economic development and provide safe neighborhoods.
Tarrant County Commissioner’s Court is the governing body for Tarrant County government. The Court is
made up of the County Judge who is elected countywide and presides over the full Court, and the four
County Commissioners -- each elected from one of the County's four precincts. The four County
Commissioners have both countywide and precinct responsibilities. Each commissioner is responsible
for construction and maintenance of County roads within his or her precinct. Commissioners maintain
offices both at the Administration Building and within their precincts. They are responsive to the
particular needs of people living within their areas of the County. In Tarrant County, each member of
Commissioners Court serves as a liaison to a particular board or agency of the County such as the
Hospital District. This liaison between the general public and various agencies and governments allows
for appropriate feedback of the needs of citizens within Tarrant County.

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Improvements:
Basic infrastructure repair and replacement has the greatest impact on sustaining the quality of these
low and moderate income communities. Priorities are based on the age and condition of infrastructure,
financial strength of the city, citizen input, and objective evaluation of the community development
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needs of the low/moderate income target areas. The building blocks of a neighborhood, the streets,
water and sewer utilities, are essential for viable, healthier and decent housing. These are the
responsibility of local government and are very costly to replace. The Community Development Block
Grant programs allow extensive leveraging of local funds providing direct impact on the lives of low- and
moderate-income neighborhoods throughout the urban county. Basic infrastructure repairs and
improvements are a priority for Tarrant County consortium cities.
With many communities throughout the urban county exceeding 50 years of age, there are more
infrastructure needs than resources to address them. Each city has effectively prioritized their individual
community needs and is utilizing to the greatest extent possible the highest and best use of scarce
resources to assist the neediest communities. The limitations of using Low/ Moderate Area Wide Benefit
Activity is greater now with more block groups not being eligible at greater than 47.28 percent for
Tarrant County as of July 2014; thereby requiring more surveys to make an area eligible at 51 percent.
The time and cost of executing surveys are consuming and CDHD anticipates more surveys required in
the future.

How were these needs determined?
The basis for assigning the priority given to each category of priority needs stems from a survey of need
from citizen’s, the need voiced through the Mayor’s Council and the need established by Tarrant County
Commissioner’s Court. A thirty question on-line survey was distributed by each city that wished to
participate in receiving feedback on community and housing needs. Participating cities e-mailed the link,
posted the link on their city website, provided information in city newsletters or within water bills and
made the survey available at libraries. Approximately 400 respondents answered the survey which will
be available in the Appendix of the final plan.
CDHD administers Mayor’s Council’s meetings every other month. It is at these meeting that mayors are
provided information, needs in their communities are shared by mayors voicing their concerns and
needs on behalf of their citizens. All priorities were emphasized in each meeting, especially the need to
collaborate efforts in transit oriented development and affordable housing. The general consensus
amongst cities in the Mayors’ Council was to serve the greatest number of citizens by providing city
infrastructure, economic development and provide safe neighborhoods.
Tarrant County Commissioner’s Court is the governing body for Tarrant County government. The Court is
made up of the County Judge who is elected countywide and presides over the full Court, and the four
County Commissioners -- each elected from one of the County's four precincts. The four County
Commissioners have both countywide and precinct responsibilities. Each commissioner is responsible
for construction and maintenance of County roads within his or her precinct. Commissioners maintain
offices both at the Administration Building and within their precincts. They are responsive to the
particular needs of people living within their areas of the County. In Tarrant County, each member of
Commissioners Court serves as a liaison to a particular board or agency of the County such as the
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Hospital District. This liaison between the general public and various agencies and governments allows
for appropriate feedback of the needs of citizens within Tarrant County.

Describe the jurisdiction’s need for Public Services:
Tarrant County has limited funding for public services however are open to use public service funds to
support education, transportation and economic development to maintain viability of our community
thereby balancing affordable housing.

How were these needs determined?
The basis for assigning the priority given to each category of priority needs stems from a survey of need
from citizen’s, the need voiced through the Mayor’s Council and the need established by Tarrant County
Commissioner’s Court. A thirty question on-line survey was distributed by each city that wished to
participate in receiving feedback on community and housing needs. Participating cities e-mailed the link,
posted the link on their city website, provided information in city newsletters or within water bills and
made the survey available at libraries. Approximately 400 respondents answered the survey which will
be available in the Appendix of the final plan.
CDHD administers Mayor’s Council’s meetings every other month. It is at these meeting that mayors are
provided information, needs in their communities are shared by mayors voicing their concerns and
needs on behalf of their citizens. All priorities were emphasized in each meeting, especially the need to
collaborate efforts in transit oriented development and affordable housing. The general consensus
amongst cities in the Mayors’ Council was to serve the greatest number of citizens by providing city
infrastructure, economic development and provide safe neighborhoods.
Tarrant County Commissioner’s Court is the governing body for Tarrant County government. The Court is
made up of the County Judge who is elected countywide and presides over the full Court, and the four
County Commissioners -- each elected from one of the County's four precincts. The four County
Commissioners have both countywide and precinct responsibilities. Each commissioner is responsible
for construction and maintenance of County roads within his or her precinct. Commissioners maintain
offices both at the Administration Building and within their precincts. They are responsive to the
particular needs of people living within their areas of the County. In Tarrant County, each member of
Commissioners Court serves as a liaison to a particular board or agency of the County such as the
Hospital District. This liaison between the general public and various agencies and governments allows
for appropriate feedback of the needs of citizens within Tarrant County.
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Housing Market Analysis
MA-05 Overview
Housing Market Analysis Overview:
In addition to the following, please refer to the Analysis of Impediments for Tarrant County for
additional information regarding the housing market conditions in Tarrant County. Tarrant County’s
areas of low and moderate income concentrations can be defined as the eligible census tracts and
surveyed areas for Area Wide Benefit for CDBG activities. As of July 2014, Tarrant County may qualify an
area for Area Wide Benefit if a census tract is 47.28% or more low/moderate income persons under
census counts. If an area is not eligible under census counts, a survey may be conducted per HUD
guidelines within NOTICE CPD-05-06 dated July 26, 2005 with a minimum of 51.0% low/moderate
income persons counted to qualify upon HUD approval. A list of eligible block groups for each
consortium city will be available in the appendix of the final report. A traditional definition of “minority
group” is a group of people that constitutes less than a numerical majority of a population because of
cultural, racial, ethnic, religious or other characteristics. Pockets of minority concentrations are seen
throughout Tarrant County cities and unincorporated areas; however changes occur depending on
economic and political events. It is evident from the Analysis of Impediments that the “white/Caucasian”
population in Tarrant County has been decreasing while the Hispanic population is increasing. With such
blur in traditional definitions of “minority populations”, Tarrant County will market services area wide
using English and Spanish publications due to the significant rise in Hispanic populations throughout the
county.
According to the 2009-2013 ACS, 5-year estimates, there are 255,883 housing units in Tarrant County
Consortium and additional 146,424 units from Arlington, 294,218 units in Fort Worth and 62,183 units in
Grand Prairie. Consortium overall increased housing units by 2,858, Fort Worth increased by 1,843, but
Arlington decreased by 916 units when comparing 2008-2012 estimates with 2009-2013 five year
estimates. There is a wide variation of number of housing units, types, vacancy rates and median values
across the county. The two towns that have the fewest number of housing units also house the most
valuable owner occupied homes and renters pay the highest amount; however even the Town of
Westlake and Town of Westover Hills have vacancies and units that lack complete plumbing and/or
kitchen facilities, just not as many.
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MA-10 Number of Housing Units – 91.210(a)&(b)(2)
Introduction
There is a wide variation of number of housing units, types, vacancy rates and median values across the
county. The two towns that have the fewest number of housing units also house the most valuable
owner occupied homes and renters pay the highest amount. However, even the Town of Westlake and
Town of Westover Hills have vacancies and units that lack complete plumbing and/or kitchen facilities.
Most homes were built before 1989 inside the cities of Burleson, Colleyville, Crowley and Saginaw
adding just as many in 1990 – 2009 and four other cities building twice as many in 1990-2009; Cities of
Keller, Mansfield, Southlake and Westlake. By understanding when homes are built, we can focus our
efforts on those cities that may have aging homes with income eligible owners and aging housing stock
that can become affordable housing for new generations. In some cities, the housing stock is mostly
older homes needing revitalization of not only the homes, but economic development to draw owners
to make roots in those cities.

All residential properties by number of units
Property Type
1-unit detached structure
1-unit, attached structure
2-4 units
5-19 units
20 or more units
Mobile Home, boat, RV, van, etc

Number
186,359
7,206
12,627
29,927
14,972
7,161

%
72%
3%
5%
12%
6%
3%

Total

258,252

100%

Table 30 – Residential Properties by Unit Number
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Unit Size by Tenure

No bedroom
1 bedroom
2 bedrooms
3 or more bedrooms

Owners
Number
354
1,179
12,767
151,753

%
0%
1%
8%
91%

Renters
Number
1,846
22,714
28,408
21,097

%
2%
31%
38%
28%

Total

166,053

100%

74,065

99%

Table 31 – Unit Size by Tenure
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS
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Describe the number and targeting (income level/type of family served) of units assisted with
federal, state, and local programs.
Tarrant County works within U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development federal guidelines to
assist low-moderate income families and persons. The type and number of persons within a family and
income level are dependent on each other to qualify. Between 2008 thru 2014, 147 single family owneroccupied homes were rehabilitated through Tarrant County’s housing rehabilitation program using U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development HOME Investment Partnership (HOME) and
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds. As some cities contributed match for HOME funds,
homeowners in those cities have benefited more than cities that have not contributed to the rehab
program. For example, although the City of Euless has more rental units, 22.5% of Tarrant County rehabs
since 2008 have been within this city. Likewise, Haltom City (18.4%), Hurst (16.3%), North Richland Hills
(8.8%), Forest Hill (8.8%), Benbrook (5.4%), White Settlement (4.8%) and Richland Hills (4.1%). The eight
cities listed that developed housing more in 1990 and later do not have any citizens that had completed
rehab work. Other cities that do have housing older than 1989; such as Dalworthington Gardens, Haslet,
Southlake, Westover Hills, Pelican Bay, Pantego and Edgecliff Village also did not have any rehabilitation
work completed, but often it is due to income eligibility or the work is too extensive to be within our
caps. Cities of Everman and Kennedale should have income eligible homeowners and enough homes
that were built before 1989 to be able to assist when none have been assisted since Program Year 2008.
Greater efforts will be made to encourage cities with older homes to take part in the Rehab Program by
providing match and outreach to neighborhoods or homes that may qualify. Occasionally code
enforcement in consortium cities will give citizens CDHD’s phone number to apply for the rehab
program.
HOME CHDO funds have acquired and rehabbed four multi-family complexes and built one new multifamily complex for seniors since 2010 to add to the rental affordable housing stock. The complexes
range from use as a senior’s home in the City of Crowley, collaboration with the Community Enrichment
Center to house homeless families and the remaining are market based rent to add to the affordable
rental housing stock. 8 single family homes have been acquired, rehabilitated and resold to low to
moderate income persons and 7 single family homes have been newly constructed and sold to HOME
qualified families.
The members of Commissioner Court, or their designated appointees, make up the Tarrant County
Housing Finance Corporation. The Corporation receives housing funds through statewide bond issuances
and approves the sale of bonds, the proceeds of which are used to provide below-market interest rate
mortgage money for low income homebuyers. The funds from the state come from the U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban Development under “The Housing Trust Fund” which provides loans and grants to
finance, acquire, rehabilitate, and develop decent and safe affordable housing. All Housing Trust Fund
Programs are implemented only through eligible nonprofits, for-profits, public housing authorities and
local governments that have executed a Housing Trust Fund reservation agreement. HTF funds may be
used for the production or preservation of affordable housing through the acquisition, new
construction, reconstruction, and/or rehabilitation of non-luxury housing with suitable amenities. All
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HTF-assisted units will be required to have a minimum affordability period of 30 years. A list of
Affordable Housing added using the Housing Trust fund is available in the Appendix.

Provide an assessment of units expected to be lost from the affordable housing inventory for
any reason, such as expiration of Section 8 contracts.
There are no units expected to be lost from the current inventory. Tarrant County does not own any
section 8 housing and Grapevine and Haltom City do not plan on adding or removing any from the
current stock.

Does the availability of housing units meet the needs of the population?
Availability of affordable housing units to meet the needs of the population is dependent on which city
we are asking and their population demographic specifically. By understanding when homes are built,
we can focus our efforts on those cities that may have aging homes with income eligible owners and
aging housing stock that can become affordable housing for new generations. In some cities, the
housing stock is mostly older homes needing revitalization of not only the homes, but economic
development to draw owners to make roots in those cities. For some other cities like North Richland
Hills, a construction boom for upscale single family housing has occurred, but older existing homes will
need revitalization to maintain viable neighborhoods and affordable housing stock. For homeless
families, there is a shortfall in affordable permanent housing. In areas around the NAS JBR where studies
have occurred, The “Planning for Livable Military Communities[1] (PLMC) identified goals to evaluate
transportation options, support economic development initiatives, evaluated housing and retail markets
in the area, and completed local government comprehensive plan updates. Within the PLMC report a
local housing market assessment was made to conclude that in “…2009, there was a housing shortfall of
196 units for accompanied personnel, including a shortfall of 92 four or more bedroom units, 75 three
bedroom units, and 29 two bedroom units. Housing shortfall estimates for 2014 anticipated a short fall
totaling 172 and indicates an opportunity for additional housing in the studied communities to
accommodate military personnel.” With limited funds, CDHD will continue to add to affordable housing
stock where needed and provide owner-occupied home rehabilitation to maintain current aging housing
stock.

Describe the need for specific types of housing:
In general, there are many more owner-occupied homes than renter occupied units, except in the City of
Euless where there are 11,801 renter occupied units oppose to 9,495 owner occupied units. The cities
and towns that had higher than average vacancies in comparison to the number of total housing units
were in Azle, Forest Hill, Haslet, Kennedale, Pelican Bay, Richland Hills, River Oaks and Westworth
Village. The majority of vacancies are in rental units except for in the City of River Oaks where almost all
vacancies are from homeowner units and Pelican Bay where two-thirds are homeowner units. To help
add to the affordable housing stock for renters, existing multi-family rental properties are purchased,
rehabilitated and rented using HOME funds under the CHDO set-aside program.
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With aging housing and baby boomers going into retirement more housing rehabilitation will be
required to ensure older owner occupied homes don’t fall into disrepair and neighborhoods remain
vital.[1]The 2009-2013 ACS, 5 year estimates show that the majority of homes are single family homes;
therefore, we have chosen 1989 as a point to count aging housing stock as our rehabilitation specialists
at Tarrant County have noticed that those single family own-occupied homes built in 1989 or earlier
need the most work.

Discussion
CCD will continue to work with each city to try to improve housing in each and follow economic and
transportation developments that would associate affordable housing improvements in each city. Not
only will CDHD attend various meetings and staff Mayors’ Council, we will use research and reports
made by agencies, universities and the North Central Texas Council of Governments
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MA-15 Housing Market Analysis: Cost of Housing - 91.210(a)
Introduction
As affordability is dependent on person’s income and transportation costs to accommodate daily
routines, affordability is relative to average income of citizens in each city. Median value of owneroccupied homes in Tarrant County consortium cities ranged from $65,400 in Sansom Park to $337,900 in
Dalworthington Gardens according to the 2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates.
The majority of owner-occupied homes were valued $100,000 to $149,999. range followed by the
$50,000 to $99,999 and $150,000 to 199,999 range respectively. Values ranged as much as income
levels did for each city.

Cost of Housing

Median Home Value
Median Contract Rent

Base Year: 2000
88,600
525

Most Recent Year: 2011
136,100
676

% Change
54%
29%

Table 32 – Cost of Housing
Data Source:

2000 Census (Base Year), 2007-2011 ACS (Most Recent Year)

Rent Paid
Less than $500
$500-999
$1,000-1,499
$1,500-1,999
$2,000 or more

Number
11,493
50,506
9,286
1,768
1,012

%
15.5%
68.2%
12.5%
2.4%
1.4%

Total

74,065

100.0%

Table 33 - Rent Paid
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Housing Affordability
% Units affordable to Households
earning
30% HAMFI
50% HAMFI
80% HAMFI
100% HAMFI

Renter

Owner

1,542
10,789
40,460
No Data

No Data
9,846
31,714
46,027

Total

52,791

87,587

Table 34 – Housing Affordability
Data Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

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

TARRANT COUNTY

59

Monthly Rent
Monthly Rent ($)
Fair Market Rent
High HOME Rent
Low HOME Rent

Efficiency (no 1 Bedroom
bedroom)
620
725
631
725
606
649

2 Bedroom

3 Bedroom

4 Bedroom

938
938
778

1,258
1,136
900

1,498
1,248
1,003

Table 35 – Monthly Rent
Data Source Comments:

Is there sufficient housing for households at all income levels?
In general, there is sufficient housing for middle income families, but more affordable housing for lower
income persons is always in need within the County. When looking at each city specifically, some cities
needing additional affordable housing, some need rehabilitation to maintain viability of affordable
housing and some need affordable rental housing more so than owner occupied housing. For home
ownership, supply of affordable housing isn’t the only factor that would limit sufficient housing. In 2015,
there is still much difficulty in securing a loan due to tighter lending practices and greater importance on
credit scores thereby making home ownership difficult especially for lower income levels.

How is affordability of housing likely to change considering changes to home values and/or
rents?
When considering changes to home values and/or rents, affordability of housing is likely to change
conversely. As values and rents increase, the less affordable a home would be if incomes do not rise as
well. Sacrifices in home maintainence will likely occur leading to potential blight of neighborhoods.
When incomes are fixed, home maintenance will likely be the last concern for the home owner or
renter.

How do HOME rents / Fair Market Rent compare to Area Median Rent? How might this
impact your strategy to produce or preserve affordable housing?
Beyond two bedroom units, the rents paid for HOME funded units are well below Fair Market Rents and
even more so with area median rents. As a developer building or acquiring and rehabilitating with HOME
funds, it is not as lucrative as building with other funds and rent at fair market rents while tenants can
use other federal funds to pay for tenant based rental assistance. CCD CHDO’s should keep demand,
supply and market conditions in mind when adding to the affordable housing stock.

Discussion
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The availability of affordable housing and the age of units relative to the cost of housing and income
levels will guide CDHD housing planning within limited annual HUD funds. In cases for home owners,
CDHD will continue to assist with the home owner rehabilitation program. For renters, CDHD will work
with developers and CHDO's to add to the affordable rental stock. Collaborations with non-profit
agencies and working with cities to combine resources will further attempts in adding and maintaining
the current affordable housing stock.
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MA-20 Housing Market Analysis: Condition of Housing – 91.210(a)
Introduction
There are clearly more owner-occupied units that have no negative conditions when compared to
renter-occupied units. As not all multi-family serve low income persons and families, it would be difficult
to assist the 40% of renter-occupied units with improvements of their one selected conditions.
However, owner-occupied units, particularly single family detached units that have income eligible
occupants can be assisted with current housing rehabilitation program. As 78% of the owner-occupied
housing stock is considered old, there are many homes in which to assist, particularly for elderly persons
that wish to age in place.

Definitions
Census Bureau defines “Condition of units” based on the physical and financial conditions of the housing
units. HUD further defines these conditions as 1. Lacks complete kitchen facilities, 2. Lacks complete
plumbing facilities, 3. More than 1.5 persons per room, and 4.Cost Burden over 30%.
Tarrant County will define "Substandard condtions" as failures to meet Tarrant County's minimum
acceptable standards for rehabilitation and new construction. The guide for these standards are
available at CDHD office Items may be substandard in condition but are suitable for rehabilitation if total
costs for rehabilitaiton is less than $24,000 per home and if there is at least one major systems failure.
Major systems failures include maintainace requirements for roofs, foundations, electical, plumbing,
ventiliation and heating.

Condition of Units
Condition of Units
With one selected Condition
With two selected Conditions
With three selected Conditions
With four selected Conditions
No selected Conditions

Owner-Occupied
Number
%
38,571
23%
960
1%
121
0%
0
0%
126,401
76%

Renter-Occupied
Number
%
29,597
40%
2,677
4%
262
0%
0
0%
41,529
56%

Total

166,053

74,065

100%

100%

Table 36 - Condition of Units
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Year Unit Built
Year Unit Built
2000 or later
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Owner-Occupied
Number
%
37,034
22%
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Renter-Occupied
Number
%
14,800
20%
62

Year Unit Built
1980-1999
1950-1979
Before 1950

Owner-Occupied
Number
%
64,473
39%
58,701
35%
5,845
4%

Renter-Occupied
Number
%
29,908
40%
27,192
37%
2,165
3%

Total

166,053

74,065

100%

100%

Table 37 – Year Unit Built
Data Source:

2007-2011 CHAS

Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard
Risk of Lead-Based Paint Hazard

Owner-Occupied
Number %
64,546
39%
19,258
12%

Total Number of Units Built Before 1980
Housing Units build before 1980 with children present

Renter-Occupied
Number %
29,357
40%
9,356
13%

Table 38 – Risk of Lead-Based Paint
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS (Total Units) 2007-2011 CHAS (Units with Children present)

Vacant Units

Vacant Units
Abandoned Vacant Units
REO Properties
Abandoned REO Properties

Suitable
Rehabilitation
0
0
0
0

for Not Suitable
Rehabilitation
0
0
0
0

for Total
0
0
0
0

Table 39 - Vacant Units
Data Source:

2005-2009 CHAS

Need for Owner and Rental Rehabilitation
Although only 24% of our owner housing stock and 44% of rental housing stock has conditions that need
assistance with from the above data, 39% of the owner-occupied and 40% of renter-occupied homes
were built before 1980. In our experience, houses built before 1989 need rehabilitation which would
add to the number of homes that are aging and need assistance. With aging housing and baby boomers
going into retirement more housing rehabilitation will be required to ensure older owner occupied
homes don’t fall into disrepair and neighborhoods remain vital.[1] The 2009-2013 ACS, 5 year estimates
show that the majority of homes are single family homes; therefore, we have chosen 1989 as a point to
count aging housing stock as our rehabilitation specialists at Tarrant County have noticed that those
single family own-occupied homes built in 1989 or earlier need the most work.
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More research is needed should we move forward in rehabilitating multi-family units, but at this time
Tarrant County does not rehabilitate rental units due to the complexity of that program within limited
funding.

Estimated Number of Housing Units Occupied by Low or Moderate Income Families with LBP
Hazards
From the above 2011 HUD CHAS data, the number of homes built in Tarrant County is 166,053 Owner
occupied homes and 74,065 renter occupied homes. As defined in section 1004 of the Residential LeadBased Paint Hazard Reduction Act of 1992, homes must be checked for lead based paint and traces of
lead must be mitigated. Lead based paint existed up to 1978; however some lead based paint may still
have been used in 1979. Looking at the table from HUD CHAS 2011 data for Tarrant County, we see a 39
percent potential for owner occupied homes built in 1979 and earlier to have possible traces of lead in
paint. For rental housing, there is a 40 percent chance of lead based paint to exist. Looking at Census
population by income, approximately 4.15 percent of extremely low income, 5.6 percent of very low
income and 11.19 percent of low income persons are potentially affected by the presence of lead based
paint if living in the older structures which have potential lead existing.
In Tarrant County, those with incomes over 100 percent area median family incomes make up
approximately 70.73 percent of the population. Although there are greater numbers of persons with
higher incomes, we assume there is a slightly less chance of owner occupied homes to have issues as
most can afford to amend any issues in this income group. There is no data correlation between the
units that potentially are at risk of lead based paint that were built before 1980 and the income levels
provided in CHAS. We can make assumptions that those with extremely low to low incomes can only
afford older units that may have greater risks of Lead-Based paint hazards. Most of this demographic
would be renters and some owners, but both would account for very few numbers at risk of lead based
paint hazards.

Discussion
Tarrant County will test for Lead Based paint of all single family owner occupied units that are being
rehabilitated. For rental units, an inspection will occur that will include a visual lead based paint
inspection, especially for families with young children and immune-compromised persons. Lead based
paint information will be provided in all initial inspections.
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MA-25 Public and Assisted Housing – 91.210(b)
Introduction
Tarrant County does not own any public housing. Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office currently works with 1300 landlords that accept
vouchers; 2506 people/families in the housing choice voucher program of which approximately 400 receive utility reimbursement, 800 elderly
are served, 100 vouchers are available for 18 months for 18 year olds who age out of the system and 100 Family Unification Program vouchers
were awarded by HUD. The Grapevine Housing Authority administers both the Public Housing Program and the 83 Housing Choice Vouchers
(formerly known as Section 8) in the HCV program. Grapevine Housing Authority owns 98 units located on five streets and does not plan on
acquiring more to add to their current housing stock. Starr Place has 20 elderly & disabled units consisting of 10 efficiencies, 8 one bedroom, 1
handicap one bedroom and 1 two bedroom. W. Texas Street has 19 elderly & disabled units consisting of 8 efficiencies, 10 one bedroom and 1
handicap two bedroom units. Starnes/Brewer has 9 family units consisting of 6 two bedrooms and 1 handicap two bedroom located on N.
Starnes and 2 three bedroom units located on Brewer. S. Scribner has 10 family units consisting of 8 two bedroom and 2 three bedroom units.
W. Worth has 40 elderly & disabled units consisting of 37 one bedroom and 3 handicap one bedroom units. Grapevine Housing Authority has an
established Resident Council which sponsors social and informational activities. The County will continue to coordinate with local housing
authorities on issues which affect both parties. Since year 2000, the Public Housing Authorities have developed 5-year Agency Plans and Annual
Plans under federal requirements (Public Housing Agency Plans, 24 CFR 903). Public Housing residents are mostly seniors and families with
persons with disabilities where there are six units that are ADA accessible, but only four are occupied by persons needing wheel chair
accessibility. No additional public housing developments are planned for the next five years, but units will be upgraded using CFP funds in the
coming years.
Haltom City Housing Authority has 150 public housing units that are in good condition and no new units are planned to be added in the one
complex which houses mainly seniors and some families with persons with disabilities.
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Totals Number of Units
Program Type
Certificate

# of units vouchers
available
# of accessible units

Mod-Rehab

Public
Housing

248

Vouchers
Total

Project -based

Tenant -based

2,589

Special Purpose Voucher
Veterans
Family
Affairs
Unification
Supportive
Program
Housing

0

525

Disabled
*

1,245

*includes Non-Elderly Disabled, Mainstream One-Year, Mainstream Five-year, and Nursing Home Transition
Table 40 – Total Number of Units by Program Type
Data Source:

PIC (PIH Information Center)

Describe the supply of public housing developments:
Describe the number and physical condition of public housing units in the jurisdiction, including those that are participating in an
approved Public Housing Agency Plan:
Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office does not own any public housing. Grapevine Housing Authority owns 98 units located on five streets;
Starr Place has 20 elderly & disabled units consisting of 10 efficiencies, 8 one bedroom, 1 handicap one bedroom and 1 two bedroom. W. Texas
Street has 19 elderly & disabled units consisting of 8 efficiencies, 10 one bedroom and 1 handicap two bedroom units. Starnes/Brewer has 9
family units consisting of 6 two bedrooms and 1 handicap two bedroom located on N. Starnes and 2 three bedroom units located on Brewer. S.
Scribner has 10 family units consisting of 8 two bedroom and 2 three bedroom units. W. Worth has 40 elderly & disabled units consisting of 37
one bedroom and 3 handicap one bedroom units. Haltom City Housing Authority has 150 public housing units that are in good condition and no
new units are planned to be added in the one complex. All units are in good condition with some upgrades to certain units in Grapevine planned
annually.
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Public Housing Condition
Public Housing Development
Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office
Grapevine Housing Authority
Haltom City Housing Authority

Average Inspection Score
high
High
n/a

Table 41 - Public Housing Condition

Describe the restoration and revitalization needs of public housing units in the jurisdiction:
Public housing units are in general standard condition and are well maintained. Some are planned to be
upgraded in Grapevine Housing Authority; however none require major restoration or revitalization.

Describe the public housing agency's strategy for improving the living environment of lowand moderate-income families residing in public housing:
Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office does not have any public housing units. Grapevine Housing
Authority public housing residents are mostly seniors and families with disabilities. Requests for ADA
improvement are quickly addressed and the GHA offers resident meetings, picnics and holiday parties to
engage all families living in public housing. The City of grapevine provides transportation for seniors to
the senior activity center, shopping, field trips and other on demand services. Haltom City Housing
Authority offers resident gatherings to better engage the predominately senior population living in the
one complex of 150 units. Transportation is a need and has been repeatedly requested.

Discussion:
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MA-30 Homeless Facilities and Services – 91.210(c)
Introduction
From a December 2014 quarterly report, there were 1,365 permanent supportive housing beds, 178 rapid rehousing bed, 847 transitional
housing bed, 20 SafeHaven beds from the Mimi Hunter Fitzgerald site and 1,330 emergency shelter beds. There are enough beds for all cases
except for permanent supportive housing; however in January 2015 many of the transitional beds have been changed to Rapid Rehousing beds.
The below table reflects these changes are a count as of January 2015. Under development of permanent supportive housing beds, 14 beds will
be added due to a new grant that Salvation Army will operate for fourteen adult only chronically homeless. Approximately 30 more beds will be
added from additional VASH vouchers through Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office and Fort Worth Housing Authority.

Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households
Emergency Shelter Beds
Year Round Beds Voucher
(Current & New)
Seasonal
Overflow Beds
Households
with
Adult(s)
and
Child(ren)
394
Households with Only Adults
856
Chronically Homeless Households
0
Veterans
0
Unaccompanied Youth
16

0
149
0
0
0

Transitional
Housing Beds
/ Current & New
/

167
64
0
94
0

Permanent Supportive Housing
Beds
Current & New
Under
Development

488
1,178
1,273
287
0

0
14
14
30
0

Table 42 - Facilities and Housing Targeted to Homeless Households
Data Source Comments:
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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
To access mainstream benefits for health and mental health, MHMR of Tarrant County, John Peter Smith
(JPS) Hospital programs, and social security/SSI are actively engaged in coordinating with agencies to
assist the same clientele. To assist with leading to self-sufficiency, VA benefits, food stamps and TANF
provide services to help the homeless with added resources. For employment, Workforce Solutions for
Tarrant County have programs under the WIA-Workforce Investment Act and FACT- Fathers and
Children Together program to help gain employment and financial stability. The Women’s Center
provides employment services as well as case management to complement services targeted to
homeless persons and their path to permanent housing and self-sufficiency.

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.
Please see Pocket pal in English and Spanish in the appendix of the final report.
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MA-35 Special Needs Facilities and Services – 91.210(d)
Introduction
Tarrant County assists persons with special needs through various programs by collaborating with many
agencies and consortium cities. Persons with special needs may include the elderly, frail elderly, persons
with disabilities, persons with alcohol or other drug addictions, persons with HIV/AIDS and their families,
and public housing residents. By collaborating with agencies familiar with each population, resources
can be combined to best serve the pubic.

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
The majority of elderly and persons with disabilities require access to transportation to quality of life
social events, medical appointments, and to obtain basic needs. Public transportation to access
opportunities is available in most areas in or nearby the City of Fort Worth via The Fort Worth
Transportation Authority, The “T”, but not outside to Tarrant County Consortium cities. Within the
northeast portion of the county, the transportation provider for the elderly and disabled is NETS, serves
the cities of North Richland Hills, Bedford, Keller, Euless, Grapevine, Haltom City, and Hurst. Catholic
Charities provides some service based on need with or without a fee. In recent years Catholic Charities
purchased the buses from the Red Cross to add to their fleet and expand services throughout Tarrant
County. Many other non-profit or church-based entities offer volunteer rides or broker rides amongst
the variety of providers within Tarrant County based on need. Public Housing residents in GHA and
HCHA are mostly seniors and persons with disabilities.
Persons with addictions or other dependencies require not only stable housing, but a support network
to ensure sober living that contributes to society. Employment and stable living environment as well as
case management support is necessary for this this client group to remain successful; however
resources and employment options are often limited.
Tarrant County Samaritan House located in Fort Worth, currently provide services and housing for
persons with HIV/AIDS. Samaritan House is funded through HOPWA whereby The Tarrant County
Community Development Division is the HOPWA grantee for Samaritan House. Participants are linked to
the supportive services offered to them at Samaritan House, including chemical dependency counseling,
meal service, and professional skill development. In addition to giving necessary support to residents,
the incentive of subsidized off-site apartment living is a positive dynamic in the recovery progress for
current Single Room Occupant (SRO) residents. While still living in the SRO, residents interact with other
program clients and are able to realize first-hand what the benefits of attaining the direct level of self-
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sufficiency can be. This encourages clients to actively seek strategies for positive recovery so that they
may also be able to enjoy the same benefits.

Describe programs for ensuring that persons returning from mental and physical health
institutions receive appropriate supportive housing
JPS is the primary provider of emergency or in patient mental health care. This includes an Emergency
Psychiatric Department and the Trinity Springs Pavilion inpatient treatment facility. If a patient presents
as homeless or at risk of homelessness and there are no housing options immediately available, social
services at JPS routinely attempt contact with family and friends of patient to arrange placement during
recovery. If this is not possible, JPS locates group home providers or nursing home facilities appropriate
to meet the specific needs of the patient. The hospital discharge committee reviews mental health care
cases that have had difficulty with placement and provides feedback and resources to JPS to avoid
discharge to homelessness. Those with chronic health conditions are prioritized for Supportive Housing
or assisted by Housing Placement Specialist to identify long term, rehab, or assisted living care. True
Worth, a new nonprofit serving the homeless is developing a central resource facility in collaboration
with JPS that will include at least 10 respite beds that will be connected to discharge housing and is
projected to be complete in 2016.

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)
In annual surveys, a need for greater transportation options and assistance with current owner occupied
homes are needed. Tarrant County Community Development Division plans to work with other
jurisdictions and entities to expand transportation options, especially for those with special needs.
CDHD will continue with our housing rehabilitation program thereby assisting those older homes and
clients age in place in a safe and accessible home. To ensure quality affordable housing stock, CDHD will
work with CHDO’s and other non-profits to add to our affordable housing stock build new or acquire old
and rehabilitate for rental or resale.

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))
Elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities, will be assisted by removing ADA barriers and replacing
with more accessible amenities through housing rehabilitation and infrastructure improvements.
Seniors centers will also be improved where planned in consortium cities to improve amenities for aging
population. Persons with alcohol or other drug addictions will be assisted with case management
through our CoC programs with MHMR. Persons with HIV/AIDS and their families will be assisted using
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HOPWA-C funds in which Samaritan House will house and provide case management for Tarrant County.
Public housing residents will continue to be supported through Grapevine Housing Authority and Haltom
City Housing Authority.
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MA-40 Barriers to Affordable Housing – 91.210(e)
Negative Effects of Public Policies on Affordable Housing and Residential Investment
People searching for low-income housing in Tarrant County face barriers that too often prove
insurmountable. The complexity of the various systems makes it nearly impossible to find housing for
people who need affordable housing. The cost of housing is naturally a barrier when most low income
persons cannot afford the cost of living let alone owning a home. There are 29 consortium cities and
some unincorporated areas mostly on the western side of Tarrant County. Each city has their own
policies include tax policy affecting land and other property, land use controls, zoning ordinances,
building codes, fees and charges, growth limits, and policies that affect the return on residential
investment. CDHD can help educate cities regarding avoiding any barriers to affordable housing,
however Tarrant County has no authority over any of the cities to enforce policies. Homeowners or
potential homeowners in unincorporated areas may be assisted directly.
With respect to affordable housing, the County will endeavor the following:
-Expand housing rehabilitation and homebuyer assistance programs into all participating consortium
member cities, when funds permit.
-Continue efforts to encourage the reduction or waiving of permit and development fees on housing
rehabilitation or construction projects on behalf of affordable or special needs housing.
-Continue education of affordable housing issues and city zoning impacts through the Tarrant County
Mayors’ Council and the Tarrant County Commissioners Court.
Tarrant County encourages affordable housing by working with cities and other public agencies to avoid
barriers to affordable housing through education and meetings. In order to educate other cities and
agencies, Tarrant County CDHD staff is educated with the most up to date fair housing policies from
HUD and will make policy changes to ensure barriers are removed when using HUD funds. When
working with other cities, The Mayors’ Council of Tarrant County meetings are used as a forum to
provide information to help ameliorate negative effects of public policies or at least to enlighten local
government of the potential barrier to affordable housing. Tarrant County works with cities, banks and
developers on Housing Tax Credit Programs to promote affordable rental in suburban areas and has
sought alternate funding sources to use in conjunction with HUD funds for an array of affordable
housing development.
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MA-45 Non-Housing Community Development Assets – 91.215 (f)
Introduction
The majority of Tarrant County's Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) is used for non-housing community development by revitilizing
public infrastructure or providing public services. Both are vital support to housing and citizen well-being. A more detailed examination of
Tarrant' County's population and economic developments can be found in the Assessment of Fair Housing report available in the appendix.

Economic Development Market Analysis
Business Activity
Business by Sector

Number
Workers

Agriculture, Mining, Oil & Gas Extraction
Arts, Entertainment, Accommodations
Construction
Education and Health Care Services
Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate
Information
Manufacturing
Other Services
Professional, Scientific, Management Services
Public Administration
Retail Trade
Transportation and Warehousing
Wholesale Trade
Total

4,048
30,179
14,400
34,205
22,758
6,971
30,429
8,690
20,865
0
34,010
20,383
19,075
246,013

of

Number of Jobs

Share of Workers
%

Share of Jobs
%

Jobs less workers
%

1,015
34,450
15,367
28,874
14,393
4,240
17,458
8,229
13,827
0
38,596
33,984
12,095
222,528

2
12
6
14
9
3
12
4
8
0
14
8
8
--

0
15
7
13
6
2
8
4
6
0
17
15
5
--

-2
3
1
-1
-3
-1
-4
0
-2
0
3
7
-3
--

Table 43 - Business Activity
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS (Workers), 2011 Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (Jobs)
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Labor Force
Total Population in the Civilian Labor Force
Civilian Employed Population 16 years and over
Unemployment Rate
Unemployment Rate for Ages 16-24
Unemployment Rate for Ages 25-65

351,067
328,165
6.52
18.18
4.39

Table 44 - Labor Force
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Occupations by Sector

Number of People

Management, business and financial
Farming, fisheries and forestry occupations
Service
Sales and office
Construction, extraction, maintenance and
repair
Production, transportation and material moving

86,773
16,498
24,608
94,886
27,487
21,174

Table 45 – Occupations by Sector
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Travel Time
Travel Time
< 30 Minutes
30-59 Minutes
60 or More Minutes

Number
184,890
103,233
19,819

Percentage
60%
34%
6%

Total

307,942

100%

Table 46 - Travel Time
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Education:
Educational Attainment by Employment Status (Population 16 and Older)
Educational Attainment

In Labor Force
Civilian Employed
23,166

Less than high school graduate
High school graduate (includes
equivalency)
61,100
Some college or Associate's degree
94,989
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Unemployed
2,379

Not in Labor Force
10,871

4,365
5,883

19,125
19,716
75

Educational Attainment

In Labor Force
Civilian Employed
96,963

Bachelor's degree or higher

Unemployed
3,078

Not in Labor Force
15,805

Table 47 - Educational Attainment by Employment Status
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Educational Attainment by Age

Less than 9th grade
9th to 12th grade, no diploma
High school graduate, GED, or
alternative
Some college, no degree
Associate's degree
Bachelor's degree
Graduate or professional degree

Age
18–24 yrs
1,370
8,772

25–34 yrs
3,352
7,481

35–44 yrs
3,939
5,858

45–65 yrs
5,587
10,219

65+ yrs
4,710
6,753

18,151
18,153
2,124
3,760
260

20,644
22,625
5,986
19,063
5,427

22,020
24,449
8,032
23,584
10,073

41,962
45,456
14,480
39,832
18,024

22,390
16,527
3,282
8,428
4,872

Table 48 - Educational Attainment by Age
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Educational Attainment – Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
Educational Attainment
Less than high school graduate
High school graduate (includes equivalency)
Some college or Associate's degree
Bachelor's degree
Graduate or professional degree

Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
20,689
29,461
36,949
52,337
65,315

Table 49 – Median Earnings in the Past 12 Months
Data Source:

2007-2011 ACS

Based on the Business Activity table above, what are the major employment sectors within
your jurisdiction?
Based on the table above, the major employment sectors within Tarrant County are Retail trade, Arts,
entertainment, accommodations, Construction, and Transportation and Warehousing sectors.
According to Workforce Solutions of Tarrant County, the demand industries that are economic drivers
in Tarrant County as a whole is construction, Information Technology, Manufacturing, Aerospace,
Logistics, and Health Care. According to the Dallas Fort Worth Regional Workforce Leadership Council,
the Dallas Fort Worth region’s target industries are with logistics, aerospace, infrastructure, technology
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and health care. Workforce Solutions for Tarrant County leads the aerospace cluster which falls in line
with the County’s top employers. 28 of the top 100 employers in the Dallas Fort Worth Metroplex exist
in Tarrant County with the top three on the list within Tarrant County (1-DFW airport, 2-Lockheed
Martin, 3-NAS Fort Worth Joint Reserve Base).
The Texas Workforce Commission also projects that the occupations adding the most jobs between
2010 and 2020 are food service personnel, retail salespersons, registered nurses, elementary school
teachers, office clerks, customer service representatives, laborers, personal care aides and cashiers.
Tarrant County has a strong working age population with good educational institutions to help fulfill
technical industry employment needs as well as support staff for industries requiring lesser education.
Quality education and innovative opportunities to remain economically competitive must be maintained
and improved upon to bolster our cities and maintain those jobs.
The key geographic areas of employment in Tarrant County are around the NAS Joint Reserve Base in
western part of Tarrant County, Alliance Airport in northern part of Tarrant County, DFW Airport and
American Airlines in eastern part of Tarrant County, Lockheed Martin throughout Tarrant County, the
BNS Railway and JPS Hospital network in central Tarrant County. Seasonal or occasional work that also
bolsters employment and the economy can be seen in Arlington; Cowboys Stadium, Rangers Ballpark,
Six Flags amusement park, and Hurricane Harbor Water Park. Suburban cities surround each major work
area in which people live in and commute to. Provided that there is reliable transportation and stable
employment, economic trends are constant. It is the variability of each that disrupts the trends.

Describe the workforce and infrastructure needs of the business community:
The best way to convey the needs of the business community is by looking at local Chambers of
Commerce. To quote the Fort Worth Chamber’s 84th Legislative Session Policy statements, “The Fort
Worth chamber of Commerce and its 1,900 member companies believe that many of the keys to a
vibrant economy and quality workforce require investing in public education, reliable sources of water,
strategic transportation infrastructure and competitive economic development tools.” By investing in k12 education, we home grow our own quality workforce to expand a vibrant economy. By providing safe
and reliable infrastructure and water, we provide stability for our citizens. Investment in transportation
will help in giving employees affordable options to go to work and entice employers to expand on their
commercial success.”

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.
The main investment in the County is on the expansion of transportation infrastructure by widening
roadways, connecting major highways, reconfiguring exits and roads for improved safety and fuel
efficiency. Adding bike lanes, sidewalks and eventually adding more rail lines in the coming years will
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greatly expand economic opportunities in Tarrant County as well as improve the walkable community
thereby depending less on the personal car.
Workforce Solutions for Tarrant County states that skilled workforce per each industry is needed and to
build that need, workforce solutions is connecting industry partners to the educational system,
especially at the junior and senior high school level to promote interest in careers within these demand
industries. By providing greater opportunity for employment and changing infrastructure, opportunities
to access both jobs and means to get to jobs will increase and support businesses in the region.

How do the skills and education of the current workforce correspond to employment
opportunities in the jurisdiction?
In an economic report regarding the Dallas Fort Worth (DFW) region it states that middle skill jobs in
healthcare, IT, finance, aerospace manufacturing and electronics and components manufacturing are
critical to the DFW economy. Middle skill occupations represent 29% of all jobs in the DFW region, more
than 960,000 jobs in 2013. Middle skill positions pay an average median hourly wage of $24.47, 35
percent higher than the region’s living wage of $18.08 with nearly 42,000 middle skill job openings
projected every year through 2018. There is solid workforce development in the region and great
stakeholder collaboration to connect skills and education with potential employers, but more needs to
be done to connect residents to education and middle-skill jobs, particularly low-income students and
low-skilled adults. As business is increasing across the region, employers need to sustain a large pool of
middle skill workers in order to maintain profit and a competitive edge in attracting new companies to
locate in the area. Efforts to expand the middle skill supply will mean critical education and career
connections for low-income and unemployed residents. A sample of middle skill jobs include registered
nurses, medical lab technician, surgical technologist, radiology technologist, medical coder, dental
assistant, network support, advanced computer support, help desk manager, and help desk operator.

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.
Workforce Solutions of Tarrant County manages many programs to improve the skills and education of
the current workforce. Aside from the longstanding Workforce Investment Act (WIA) program which
can provide individuals with funding for occupational training using Department of Labor funding; One
of the training initiatives is partnering with Tarrant County College on the Accelerate Texas program to
serve dislocated workers and veterans. The program uses National Emergency Grant funding through
the Texas Workforce Commission to integrate ABE skills into college pathways so that students gain all
the skills and certificates they need to apply for high-demand jobs. Accelerate Texas recognizes that by
2020 at least 60 percent of Texas jobs will require career certificate or college degree and currently 44
percent of Texans over age 25 have never been to college. Approved training occupations include
pharmacy tech, ophthalmic assistants, machining, welding, commercial driver’s license and customer
service call center operator.
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CLC, Inc (Community Learning Center) has a few programs that Workforce Solutions of Tarrant County
assist with referrals, eligibility and case management for participating mutual customers. Programs
include Youth Build for low-income young people ages 18 to 24 work full-time for 6 to 24 months
toward their GEDs or high school diplomas while learning job skills by building affordable housing in
their communities. Emphasis is placed on leadership development, community service, and the creation
of a positive mini-community of adults and youth committed to each other’s success. Students may earn
AmeriCorps education awards through their homebuilding and other community service. At exit, they
are placed in college, jobs, or both. For veterans, CLC has received funding to assist veterans with
resume development, referrals to employer partners, skills training, case management and job search
assistance. CLC, Inc. was awarded a grant to provide training and placement services to ex-offenders in
Tarrant County. The Tarrant County BETTER Project is a community collaborative initiative targeting
individuals in local and state work release programs who are from high poverty and high crime
communities in Fort Worth. CLC, Inc., in collaboration with Workforce Solutions of Tarrant County, will
administer the Project, and provide Participants with job training leading to industry-recognized
credentials in a number of high-demand occupations, as well as job development, mentoring, career
placement, and retention services.

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.
Tarrant County does not have its own CEDS, and neither does the NCTCOG metropolitan planning
region.
NCTCOG has begun the process of developing a CEDS for its 16-county region and Tarrant County is
participating in the development of that strategy. The CEDS development process began in 2015 and is
expected to be completed in 2 years.

Discussion
Tarrant County will continue to work with Workforce Development and attend chamber of commerce
meetings to better understand the economic development opportunities around Tarrant County.
Through the Mayors' Council of Tarrant County, developments are shared amongst cities through
informal discussions before and after the meeting. In knowing developments, CDHD can better assess
housing needs and add to the affordable housing stock appropriately.
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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")
Communities with concentrations of low income households and aging homes are well challenged to
maintain their communities when faced with a very modest and sometimes diminishing tax base in
which to provide local governments the needed revenues to continue to provide basic street, water and
sewer services. Throughout the urban county, the areas of highest concentration of older homes are
also the highest concentrations of low income households. A combined concentration of aging housing
stock and low income could occur geographically and be recognized as a rate above the average County
norm.
Most homes were built before 1989 with Cities of Burleson, Colleyville, Crowley and Saginaw adding just
as many in 1990 – 2009 and four other cities building twice as many in 1990-2009; Cities of Keller,
Mansfield, Southlake and Westlake. Over a quarter of consortium cities have housing units built before
1960. The greatest concentration in the urban county is in the cities of Blue Mound, Haltom City, Lake
Worth, River Oaks, Richland Hills, Sansom Park, Westworth Village and White Settlement.

Are there any areas in the jurisdiction where racial or ethnic minorities or low-income
families are concentrated? (include a definition of "concentration")
Tarrant County consortium cities comprise of cities surrounding City Fort Worth and City of Arlington.
Almost all Tarrant County consortium cities are predominately white with the exception of the City of
Everman and City of Forest Hill with less than 40% of white, non-Hispanic populations.
When considering what other races are predominant other than White, non-Hispanic; we see that at
least 40% of persons in almost all of Cities of Blue Mound, Everman, River Oaks, Sansom Park and parts
of Forest Hill and Haltom City are persons of Hispanic origin. Parts of the City of Forest Hill and Fort
Worth have tracts with more than 60% of persons that are classified as black/African American. When
looking at historical maps of race and ethnicity trends through the decades, from 1980 we see the same
patterns of where black/African Americans and persons of Hispanic decent live and continue to live and
grow. It is evident that there are more persons of Hispanic origins living in Tarrant County now as
population increases. White race has moved more towards the north or south of the two major cities,
Asian race has increased and blacks/African Americans have increased west and east of the southern
part of the county. Pockets of minority concentrations are seen throughout Tarrant County cities and
unincorporated areas; however changes occur depending on economic and political events. It is evident
from the Assessment of Fair Housing that the “white/Caucasian” population in Tarrant County has been
decreasing while the Hispanic population is increasing. With such blur in traditional definitions of
“minority populations”, Tarrant County will market services area wide using English and Spanish
publications due to the significant rise in Hispanic populations throughout the county.
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What are the characteristics of the market in these areas/neighborhoods?
Tarrant County Suburban cities and towns are all varied and have housing markets to reflect such. In
general, there are many more owner-occupied homes than renter occupied units, except in the City of
Euless where there are 11,801 renter occupied units oppose to 9,495 owner occupied units. The cities
and towns that had higher than average vacancies in comparison to the number of total housing units
were in Azle, Forest Hill, Haslet, Kennedale, Pelican Bay, Richland Hills, River Oaks and Westworth
Village. The majority of vacancies are in rental units except for in the City of River Oaks where almost all
vacancies are from homeowner units and Pelican Bay where two-thirds are homeowner units. To help
add to the affordable housing stock for renters, existing multi-family rental properties are purchased,
rehabilitated and rented using HOME funds under the CHDO set-aside program.
In the 2012 five year ACS data, we saw that Haltom City had approximately 40 percent renter rate and a
low rental vacancy rate (7.9%) whereas Westworth Village has almost 38 percent renter rate with a
relatively high vacancy rate of rental units (14.2%). In 2013 five year data released December 2014,
Haltom City renter rate went up to 41 percent, but their vacancy rate for rental units increased to 9.4%.
Conversely, Westworth Village rental rate increased to 42 percent and their vacancy rental rate
decreased at the same rate of 4 percent. Have renters moved to other cities? Or have the renters
become owners? Very few owner occupied housing units were added between data sets, but CDHD will
continue to work with each city to try to improve housing in each and follow economic and
transportation developments that would associate affordable housing improvements in each city. Not
only will CDHD attend various meetings and staff Mayors’ Council, we will use research and reports
made by agencies, universities and the North Central Texas Council of Governments. For example, the
cities of Benbrook, Fort Worth, Lake Worth, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Westworth Village, White
Settlement and Tarrant County in conjunction with North Central Texas Council of Governments,
conducted planning studies for the area surrounding the Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve
Base (NAS Fort Worth, JRB) using HUD’s Community Challenge Grant Funds. The “Planning for Livable
Military Communities[1] (PLMC) identified goals to evaluate transportation options, support economic
development initiatives, evaluated housing and retail markets in the area, and completed local
government comprehensive plan updates.

Are there any community assets in these areas/neighborhoods?
Tarrant County Suburban cities and towns are all varied and have valuable community assets in each.
The cohesion of each community is an asset in itself whereby each city is bound by transportation
developments through the Tarrant Regional Transportation Coalition and information sharing through
the Mayors’ Council of Tarrant County to benefit citizens as a whole.

Are there other strategic opportunities in any of these areas?
Strategic opportunities to add affordable housing around transit orient development are continually
monitored throughout the County. In our county survey as well as with public housing authority
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comments, access to affordable and reliable transportation alternatives outside of a personal vehicle
was requested and just as important as affordable housing in safe and decent neighborhoods. CDHD will
continue to take part in meetings with The – T, Tarrant Regional Transportation Coalition and the North
Central Texas Council of Governments.
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Strategic Plan
SP-05 Overview
Strategic Plan Overview
As an urban entitlement county, Tarrant County must comply with the Consolidated Plan requirements
in order to receive funding for its formula-based HUD programs. Designated as the lead agency by the
Tarrant County Commissioners Court, the Community Development Division (CDHD) of the County
Administrator’s Office is charged with the preparation and the submission of this Consolidated Plan to
HUD. The CDHD is also responsible for overseeing the public notification process, approval of projects,
and the administration of these grants.

The Strategic Plan sets general guidelines of the Tarrant County Consolidated Plan for housing and
community development activities for the next five years, beginning July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2019.
The policies and priorities of the strategic plan are drawn from an analysis of housing, community
development, and services needs within the urban county. The priorities and objectives provide
structured guidelines that direct the CDHD, on behalf of the Tarrant County Commissioners Court,
regarding the selection of projects to be funded over the next five years.

The mission of the CDHD is to provide decent housing and a suitable living environment and expand
economic opportunities for low- and moderate-income persons residing in the urban county. The
Consolidated Plan includes a needs analysis for housing, the homeless, special needs populations, and
community development. The plan presents policies and a course of action to address priorities
anticipated over the next five years that will address the overall goals as established by federal law:

Decent Housing - - which includes:





assisting homeless persons obtain affordable housing;
assisting persons at risk of becoming homeless;
retention of affordable housing stock;
increase the availability of affordable permanent housing in standard condition to low-income
and moderate-income families, particularly to members of disadvantaged minorities without
discrimination on the basis of race, color, religion, sex, national origin, familial status, or
disability;
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increasing the supply of supportive housing which includes structural features and services to
enable persons with special needs (including persons with HIV/AIDS) to live in dignity and
independence; and
Providing affordable housing that is accessible to job opportunities.

A Suitable Living Environment - - which includes:



improving the safety and livability of neighborhoods; and
increasing the access to quality public and private facilities and services;

Expanded Economic Opportunities - - which includes:




job creation and retention for low-income persons
availability of mortgage financing for low-income persons at reasonable rates using nondiscriminatory lending practices; and
improved transportation alternatives to expand on economic opportunities

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

TARRANT COUNTY

84

SP-10 Geographic Priorities – 91.215 (a)(1)
Geographic Area
Table 50 - Geographic Priority Areas

General Allocation Priorities
Describe the basis for allocating investments geographically within the jurisdiction (or within the EMSA
for HOPWA)
The entitlement area for the urban county includes all cities and unincorporated areas within Tarrant
County with the exception of the cities of Fort Worth, Grand Prairie, and Arlington which are separate
participating jurisdictions. The Tarrant County CDBG program is developed in response to the guidance
of the Tarrant County Consortium made up of 29 member cities. The 29 members include: Azle,
Bedford, Benbrook, Blue Mound, Burleson, Crowley, Dalworthington Gardens, Euless, Everman, Forest
Hill, Grapevine, Haltom City, Haslet, Hurst, Keller, Kennedale, Lake Worth, Lakeside, Mansfield, North
Richland Hills, Pantego, Richland Hills, River Oaks, Saginaw, Sansom Park, Southlake, Watauga,
Westworth Village and White Settlement. Public works issues solely in unincorporated areas will be
assisted by Tarrant County Public Works. Public services is available as with any other resident of Tarrant
County consortium and Owner-occupied housing rehabilitation is available in a first come, first serve
basis for all consortium cities and unincorporated areas.
Tarrant County allocates grant dollars to specific geographic areas based on meeting the low/moderate
income criteria as established by HUD under the area wide benefit activity. Allowable areas are
determined based on the number of low- and moderate-income persons living in an area. The eligible
service areas are identified by Census block group whereby projects are also allocated to an area
meeting low/moderate income criteria where all persons in the area will be served by an activity. When
areas are not eligible under census, a survey is conducted by the CDHD per HUD guidelines with HUD’s
approval.
Tarrant County is dedicated to investing in HUD funds throughout all cities in Tarrant County outside of
Fort Worth, Arlington and Grand Prairie. Those cities that are currently listed as a consortium city will
have priority and those cities that are not in the consortium, but wish to be in the future will have
opportunity every three years to join the consortium.
Tarrant County is committed to addressing the housing needs of the urban county population. The
diverse housing markets and local economies of the 29 consortium members present a wide range of
needs. The urban county is primarily made up of single-family residential communities, where
homeownership is higher than the national average. This setting establishes the basis for the housing
priorities.


Rehabilitation of existing housing
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Homeowner/homebuyer assistance
Single-Family new construction or acquisition with rehabilitation
Multi-Family rental
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SP-25 Priority Needs - 91.215(a)(2)
Priority Needs
Table 51 – Priority Needs Summary

1 Priority Need Affordable Housing
Name
Priority Level

High

Population

Extremely
Low
Moderate
Middle
Large
Families
with
Elderly
Chronic
Individuals
Families
with
Mentally
Chronic
Substance
veterans
Persons
with
Victims
of
Domestic
Unaccompanied
Elderly
Frail
Persons
with
Mental
Persons
with
Physical
Persons
with
Developmental
Persons
with
Alcohol
or
Other
Persons
with
HIV/AIDS
and
their
Victims of Domestic Violence

Low

Families
Children
Homelessness
Children
Ill
Abuse
HIV/AIDS
Violence
Youth
Elderly
Disabilities
Disabilities
Disabilities
Addictions
Families

Geographic
Areas
Affected
Associated
Goals

Preserve
Increase
Prevent homelessness
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Description

1. Rehabilitation of existing housing (high)
2. homebuyer & First time homebuyer assistance (low)
3. New construction (low)
4. Acquisition with or without rehabilitation (high)
5. Rental Assistance (low)

Basis
Relative
Priority

for Affordable housing is a high priority need. Whether by adding to the housing stock
or maintaining or by rental assistance, Funds received from HUD will specifically
have a housing focus.

2 Priority Need Homelessness
Name
Priority Level

High

Population

Extremely
Low
Large
Families
with
Elderly
Chronic
Individuals
Families
with
Mentally
Chronic
Substance
veterans
Persons
with
Victims
of
Domestic
Unaccompanied
Elderly
Frail
Persons
with
Mental
Persons
with
Physical
Persons
with
Developmental
Persons
with
Alcohol
or
Other
Persons
with
HIV/AIDS
and
their
Victims of Domestic Violence

Low
Families
Children
Homelessness
Children
Ill
Abuse
HIV/AIDS
Violence
Youth
Elderly
Disabilities
Disabilities
Disabilities
Addictions
Families

Geographic
Areas
Affected
Associated
Goals

Homelessness Assistance
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Description

1. Outreach (low)
2. Emergency shelter and transitional housing (high)
3. Rapid Re-Housing (low)
4. Prevention (high)

Basis
Relative
Priority

for Combating homelessness is a high priority using ESG funds and annual competitive
Continuum of Care funds. Specifically, assisting with operational costs of homeless
shelters and filling in a needed gap of preventing homelessness are high prioirties.
Due the limited amount of funding other activities within ESG are reviewed
annually based on community need and collaborations with The City of Arlington
and City of Fort Worth ESG funds.

3 Priority Need Non-Housing Community Development
Name
Priority Level

High

Population

Extremely
Low
Moderate
Middle
Large
Families
with
Elderly
Public
Housing
Chronic
Individuals
Families
with
Mentally
Chronic
Substance
veterans
Persons
with
Victims
of
Domestic
Unaccompanied
Elderly
Frail
Persons
with
Mental
Persons
with
Physical
Persons
with
Developmental
Persons
with
Alcohol
or
Other
Persons
with
HIV/AIDS
and
their
Victims
of
Domestic
Non-housing Community Development
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Families
Children
Residents
Homelessness
Children
Ill
Abuse
HIV/AIDS
Violence
Youth
Elderly
Disabilities
Disabilities
Disabilities
Addictions
Families
Violence
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Geographic
Areas
Affected
Associated
Goals

Improve
Public Services

Description

Public

Infrastructure

and

Facilities

1. Public facilities (low)
2. Public improvements (high)
3. Infrastructure (high)
4. Public services (low)
5. Economic development (low)

Basis
Relative
Priority

for Non-Housing Community Development is a high priority to help consortium cities
improve public infrastrucuture. Smaller cities rely on the funds to prevent blight in
neighborhoods while larger cities benefit by leveraging city funds to create more
substanital projects to better assist a greater population.

4 Priority Need Non-homeless Special Needs
Name
Priority Level

Low
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Population

Extremely
Low
Moderate
Middle
Large
Families
with
Elderly
Chronic
Individuals
Families
with
Mentally
Chronic
Substance
veterans
Persons
with
Victims
of
Domestic
Unaccompanied
Elderly
Frail
Persons
with
Mental
Persons
with
Physical
Persons
with
Developmental
Persons
with
Alcohol
or
Other
Persons
with
HIV/AIDS
and
their
Victims of Domestic Violence

Low

Families
Children
Homelessness
Children
Ill
Abuse
HIV/AIDS
Violence
Youth
Elderly
Disabilities
Disabilities
Disabilities
Addictions
Families

Geographic
Areas
Affected
Associated
Goals

Public Services

Description

Special needs populations include the elderly, frail elderly, persons with disabilities
and persons with HIV/AIDS. Housing needs and specific supportive service needs
will continue to be supported.

Basis
Relative
Priority

for Due to limited funding and the number of people served, non homeless Special
Needs will be a low priority.
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Narrative (Optional)
Tarrant County is committed to addressing the housing needs of the urban county population. The
diverse housing markets and local economies of the 29 consortium members present a wide range of
needs. Over seventy percent of the urban county is primarily made up of single-family residential
homes, where homeownership is 69 percent which is slightly higher than the national average (65%).
This setting establishes the basis for the housing priorities in which we will describe the relationship
between the allocation priorities and the extent of need given to each of the following priorities.
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SP-30 Influence of Market Conditions – 91.215 (b)
Influence of Market Conditions
Affordable
Housing Type
Tenant
Based
Rental Assistance
(TBRA)

Market
Characteristics
that
will
influence
the use of funds available for housing type
Tarrant Couny rental market lacks enough affordable housing for the number of
persons with enough income to sustain rental housing. Tarrant County will
provide assistance to prevent homelessness through ESG funds and case
management to homemess persons receiving TBRA through CoC grant funds.
TBRA for Non- As our population ages, there is a market for affordable rental housing for
Homeless Special seniors. To assist with elderly population that do not own a home, HOME funds
Needs
through CHDO set aside can add to the housing stock for this special population.
For persons with AIDS/HIV, HOPWA-C funds will be used to assist families with
rental assistance and case management.
New
Unit The housing market in Tarrant County is productive and more units are being
Production
added in select cities; however, not all are affordable units. By using HOME CHDO
funds, new units can be added in those cities that will be affordable for the
potential buyer or renter.
Rehabilitation
Over 70% of single family homes in Tarrant County are considered old and
potentially need repairs and upgrades. With a growing older population, more
persons may seek assistance. For homeowners that are on fixed incomes, as a
home ages, assistance will be required to bring the home back to livable
standards. For example, elderly persons and persons with disabilities that are on
fixed incomes will need assistance with rehabilitating their home. CDBG and
HOME funds will help single family homes more livable.
Acquisition,
There are many homes that are foreclosed or for some cities have homes that
including
have been abandoned. Cities will want to prevent blight or revitilize a
preservation
neighborhood using HOME funds. With HOME funds, acquistion and
rehabilitation of an existing home can lead to improved living conditions for the
neighborhood and provide affordable housing for more families.
Table 52 – Influence of Market Conditions
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SP-35 Anticipated Resources - 91.215(a)(4), 91.220(c)(1,2)
Introduction
The primary resources available for the implementation of Tarrant County’s Consolidated Plan are federal funds available through the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), the HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME), and Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG). For
activities affecting the homeless and other special needs populations, Tarrant County receives Continuum of Care (CoC) grant funds and
HOPWA-C funds by competition. Local social service agencies have other funding streams available to them to carry out their mission within the
community.

Anticipated Resources
Program

CDBG

Source of
Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1
Annual
Program
Prior Year
Allocation: Income:
Resources:
$
$
$

public - Acquisition
federal
Admin and Planning
Economic
Development
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services
3,584,286
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OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

Total:
$

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder
of
ConPlan
$

Narrative Description

All PY 2015 funds will be
obligated and should be drawn
down by end of PY2015, June
2016.

1,900

187,067
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Program

HOME

ESG

Source of
Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1
Annual
Program
Prior Year
Allocation: Income:
Resources:
$
$
$

public - Acquisition
federal
Homebuyer assistance
Homeowner
rehab
Multifamily rental new
construction
Multifamily
rental
rehab
New construction for
ownership
TBRA
1,003,574
public - Conversion and rehab
federal
for
transitional
housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight
shelter
Rapid
re-housing
(rental
assistance)
Rental
Assistance
Services
Transitional housing
214,904

Total:
$

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder
of
ConPlan
$

Narrative Description

2015 funds will be obligated and
should be drawn down within
required HOME time frames.

0

1,703,770

2,707,344 0
All PY 2015 funds will be
obligated and should be drawn
down before end of PY2015,
June 2016.

0

0

214,904

0

Table 53 - Anticipated Resources

Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how
matching requirements will be satisfied
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CDBG grants do not require matched funds; however, city funds will often be leveraged (from non-federal sources) to complete public facility
and infrastructure projects.
The HOME and ESG programs require local match. 25% match minimum for the HOME program and 100% match for the ESG program. Cities
and CHDO’s will provide the match for the HOME program and 100% match for ESG is provided by each participating shelter through in-kind
salary costs incurred by shelters, funds received from other programs and/or donations. The administrative costs will be matched by Tarrant
County general fund salaries. These costs and match amounts are monitored by the Tarrant County Community Development and Housing
Department.

If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that may be used to address the needs
identified in the plan
Tarrant County does not own property.

Discussion
As Tarrant County receives funds annually from HUD, Goals for each year are to expend and complete activities within each year.
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SP-40 Institutional Delivery Structure – 91.215(k)
Explain the institutional structure through which the jurisdiction will carry out its consolidated plan
including private industry, non-profit organizations, and public institutions.
Responsible Entity
TARRANT COUNTY

Tarrant
County
Homeless Coalition

Responsible
Type
Government

Entity

Continuum of care

Role

Geographic Area Served

Economic
Development
Homelessness
Non-homeless special
needs
Ownership
Planning
Rental
neighborhood
improvements
public
facilities
public services
Homelessness
Planning
Rental

Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction

Table 54 - Institutional Delivery Structure

Assess of Strengths and Gaps in the Institutional Delivery System
The CDHD has great rapport with many, if not all of the non profit organizations, community and faithbased organizations, and other public institutions. It is this respected relationship which builds our
strength and betters our ability to deliver services to the citizens at large. Our weakness would stem
from financial and regulatory constraints from within the CDHD as well as those in which we attempt to
partner with. Greater knowledge of more opportunities and a wider range of relationships built will
better enhance our ability to close any gaps to the delivery system.

Availability of services targeted to homeless persons and persons with HIV and mainstream
services
Homelessness
Prevention Available in
Services
Community
Homelessness Prevention Services
Counseling/Advocacy
X
Legal Assistance
X
Mortgage Assistance
Rental Assistance
X
Utilities Assistance
X
Consolidated Plan
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Homeless

to

Targeted to People
with HIV

X

X

X
X

X
X
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Street Outreach Services
Law Enforcement
Mobile Clinics
Other Street Outreach Services
Supportive Services
Alcohol & Drug Abuse
Child Care
Education
Employment and Employment
Training
Healthcare
HIV/AIDS
Life Skills
Mental Health Counseling
Transportation
Other

X
X
X
X

X
X

X
X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X
X

X
X
X

X
X
X
X
X
X

X

Table 55 - Homeless Prevention Services Summary

Describe how the service delivery system including, but not limited to, the services listed
above meet the needs of homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and
families, families with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth)
The service delivery system including the services listed above meet the needs of homeless persons
through coordination between the Continuum of Care, member agencies, governmental and private
entities. Homelessness Prevention Services outside of the City of Fort Worth and City of Arlington is
provided by Tarrant County ESG funds where rental and utility assistance can be provided short term to
persons facing eviction and potential homelessness. Tarrant County also uses general county funds
through Tarrant County Human Service Department to assist person’s County wide with rent and utility
on a short term basis. Street Outreach services are funded from ESG funds to agencies that apply for and
are awarded to outreach to homeless persons living on the street to enter into a program and obtain
housing.

The needs of veterans are represented by local Department of Veterans Affairs, Fort Worth Homeless
Veterans Program, Presbyterian Night Shelter Veterans Program, the local Workforce Board, and the
Veterans Affairs Medical Center. The local workforce development program has a full time employment
specialist working with shelter staff to serve homeless veterans. Agencies such as MHMR, and TCADA
advocate for persons living with disabilities including mental illness and chronic substance abuse. AIDS
Outreach Center and Samaritan House represent person living with HIV/AIDS. The YWCA, Presbyterian
Night Shelter, Union Gospel and Salvation Army – Fort Worth represent homeless women (general
population). Families with children are represented by the Community Enrichment Center’s Adopt a
Consolidated Plan
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Family program and All Church Home for Children Families Together program. SafeHaven advocate for
victims of domestic violence. Youth are represented by ACH, YWCA, Fort Worth ISD, and Arlington ISD.
The general homeless population is represented by the Day Resource Center, Salvation Army,
Presbyterian Night Shelter, Union Gospel Mission, Arlington Life Shelter and Cornerstone Assistance
Network.

Describe the strengths and gaps of the service delivery system for special needs population
and persons experiencing homelessness, including, but not limited to, the services listed
above
The strength of the service delivery system comes from the coordination of Continuum of Care planning
amongst homeless providers, government entities, business representatives, and homeless constituents.
Subcommittees, user groups, and other planning bodies meeting periodically throughout the year to
discuss issues such as HMIS, performance, mainstream resources, discharge planning, outreach to
chronically homeless, permanent housing, new legislation, the plan to end homelessness. Gaps of the
service delivery can be seen in coordinating the many different programs and agencies to efficiently and
effectively coordinate what was planned originally.

Provide a summary of the strategy for overcoming gaps in the institutional structure and
service delivery system for carrying out a strategy to address priority needs
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SP-45 Goals Summary – 91.215(a)(4)
Goals Summary Information
Sort
Order

Goal Name

1

Improve
Public 2015 2019 Non-Housing
Infrastructure and
Community
Facilities
Development

Non-Housing
Community
Development

2

Preserve Affordable 2015 2019 Affordable Housing
housing

Affordable Housing

3

Increase Affordable 2015 2019 Affordable Housing
Housing Stock

Affordable Housing

4
5

Prevent
homelessness
Homelessness
Assistance

Start
Year

End
Year

Category

Geographic
Area

Needs Addressed

2015 2019 Affordable Housing

Affordable Housing

2015 2019 Homeless

Homelessness

Funding

Goal Outcome Indicator

Public Facility or Infrastructure
Activities
other
than
Low/Moderate Income Housing
Benefit:
77500 Persons Assisted
Homeowner
Housing
Rehabilitated:
225 Household Housing Unit
Rental
units
constructed:
150 Household Housing Unit
Homeowner Housing Added:
40 Household Housing Unit
Homelessness
Prevention:
125 Persons Assisted
Tenant-based rental assistance /
Rapid
Rehousing:
50
Households
Assisted
Homeless Person Overnight
Shelter:
12000 Persons Assisted
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Sort
Order

Goal Name

Start
Year

End
Year

Category

Geographic
Area

6

Public Services

2015 2019 Non-Homeless
Special
Needs
Non-Housing
Community
Development

Needs Addressed

Funding

Non-Housing
Community
Development
Non-homeless
Special Needs

Goal Outcome Indicator

Public service activities other
than Low/Moderate Income
Housing
Benefit:
10500 Persons Assisted

Table 56 – Goals Summary

Goal Descriptions

1 Goal Name
Goal
Description
2 Goal Name
Goal
Description
3 Goal Name
Goal
Description

Improve Public Infrastructure and Facilities
Improve the safety and livability of neighborhoods and increase the access to quality public and private facilities by
improving public infrastructure and facilities.
Preserve Affordable housing
Retain current affordable housing stock by rehabilitating owner occupied single family homes
Increase Affordable Housing Stock
Increase the availability of affordable permanent housing in standard condition to low-income and moderate-income
families, particularly to members of disadvantaged minorities without discrimination on the basis of race, color, religion, sex,
national origin, familial status, or disability.
Single family homes can be acquired, rehabilitated and sold to homebuyers and multifamily units can be added to the rental
stock with use of HOME CHDO funds.
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4 Goal Name
Goal
Description
5 Goal Name
Goal
Description
6 Goal Name
Goal
Description

Prevent homelessness
Assist persons with incomes less than 30% AMI with an eviction notice who are at risk of becoming homeless by providing
short term rental and/or utility assistance with case management
Homelessness Assistance
Assist homeless persons by providing emergency shelter, case management, and tools to help homeless persons with
permenant housing.
Public Services
Public Services will assist non-housing special needs populations and specific low income populations with services for
transportation, education and economic development.

Estimate the number of extremely low-income, low-income, and moderate-income families to whom the jurisdiction will provide
affordable housing as defined by HOME 91.315(b)(2)
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SP-50 Public Housing Accessibility and Involvement – 91.215(c)
Need to Increase the Number of Accessible Units (if Required by a Section 504 Voluntary
Compliance Agreement)
TCHAO does not have any public housing units. Grapevine Housing Authority has six handicap units and
only four of the units are occupied by persons needing wheel chair accessibility. There is currently no
one on the waiting list requesting a handicap unit. Haltom City Housing Authority has a low count of
applicants requesting accessible units, but residents are accommodated when requested. There is no
need to increase the number of accessible units at this time.

Activities to Increase Resident Involvements
Grapevine Housing Authority holds resident meetings, picnics and an annual Christmas party to increase
resident involvement. Haltom City Housing Authority offers more resident gatherings than the past, but
no examples were provided. Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office does not have and public Housing
units, however TCHAO offers employment training, social skills training for parents in the FSS program
and landlord training is provided at least annually.

Is the public housing agency designated as troubled under 24 CFR part 902?
No

Plan to remove the ‘troubled’ designation
not applicable
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SP-55 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.215(h)
Barriers to Affordable Housing
People searching for low-income housing in Tarrant County face barriers that too often prove
insurmountable. The complexity of the various systems makes it nearly impossible to find housing for
people who need affordable housing. The cost of housing is naturally a barrier when most low income
persons cannot afford the cost of living let alone owning a home. There are 29 consortium cities and
some unincorporated areas mostly on the western side of Tarrant County. Each city has their own
policies include tax policy affecting land and other property, land use controls, zoning ordinances,
building codes, fees and charges, growth limits, and policies that affect the return on residential
investment. CDHD can help educate cities regarding avoiding any barriers to affordable housing,
however Tarrant County has no authority over any of the cities to enforce policies. Homeowners or
potential homeowners in unincorporated areas may be assisted directly.
With respect to affordable housing, the County will endeavor the following:
-Expand housing rehabilitation and homebuyer assistance programs into all participating consortium
member cities, when funds permit.
-Continue efforts to encourage the reduction or waiving of permit and development fees on housing
rehabilitation or construction projects on behalf of affordable or special needs housing.
-Continue education of affordable housing issues and city zoning impacts through the Tarrant County
Mayors’ Council and the Tarrant County Commissioners Court.
Tarrant County encourages affordable housing by working with cities and other public agencies to avoid
barriers to affordable housing through education and meetings. In order to educate other cities and
agencies, Tarrant County CDHD staff is educated with the most up to date fair housing policies from
HUD and will make policy changes to ensure barriers are removed when using HUD funds. When
working with other cities, The Mayors’ Council of Tarrant County meetings are used as a forum to
provide information to help ameliorate negative effects of public policies or at least to enlighten local
government of the potential barrier to affordable housing. Tarrant County works with cities, banks and
developers on Housing Tax Credit Programs to promote affordable rental in suburban areas and has
sought alternate funding sources to use in conjunction with HUD funds for an array of affordable
housing development.

Strategy to Remove or Ameliorate the Barriers to Affordable Housing
The strategy to break the barriers and encourage affordable housing will be to add to the rental stock
with affordable rental rates and work with current landlords to encourage affordable rents in safe and
clean complexes. Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office has a great relationship with many landlords
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that accept Housing Choice Vouchers and have affordable rents, but TCHAO will continue to add more
rental complexes to their list.
The strategy to increase the number of mortgage lenders to provide home loans will be to enhance
current relationships and gain more relationships with lenders by providing education on programs and
working with our CHDO’s. CHDO’s currently offer education to potential home buyers and work with
particular banks to help the family secure a home loan. The added education is important to ensure
success for the homeowner and provides security for the lender.
With respect to removing or ameliorating negative effects of home owner repairs, the strategy will be to
(1) expand housing rehabilitation and homebuyer assistance programs into all participating consortium
member cities, with special attention paid to cities with high-cost housing markets. (2) Continue efforts
to encourage the reduction or waiving of permit and development fees on housing rehabilitation or
construction projects on behalf of affordable or special needs housing. Lastly, (3) Continue education of
affordable housing issues and city zoning impacts through the Tarrant County Mayors’ Council and the
Tarrant County Commissioners Court.
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SP-60 Homelessness Strategy – 91.215(d)
Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their
individual needs
Outreach teams can reach out to homeless persons living on the street with partners assisting to make
assessments on individual needs. Catholic Charities – SOS team will go to unsheltered homeless persons
to try to provide assistance and shelter. MHMR PATH/MDOT, DRC downtown, JPS Care Connections and
VA-outreach worker will all make efforts to outreach. A strong emphasis on health and mental health
assistance is provided for this group in the forefront as often mental health is the first to address for this
population.

Addressing the emergency and transitional housing needs of homeless persons
To address emergency housing needs of the homeless person and their families there are seven
agencies that can assist; Union Gospel Mission, Salvation Army, Presbyterian Night Shelter, YWCA,
Arlington Life Shelter, Day Resource Center and SafeHaven of Tarrant County. Union Gospel Mission –
Tarrant County provides emergency services for the homeless living in Tarrant County offering breakfast,
lunch and dinner every day for those in need and overnight shelter for men is available. Salvation Army
is a day and night Shelter with prepared meals provided. Presbyterian Night Shelter operates 24 hours a
day, 365 days a year and houses adults, the elderly, families, those with mental health or emotional
disorders and veterans. YWCA housing services include emergency shelter, permanent supportive
housing, rapid re-housing and shared housing. In addition, the YWCA provides all participants support
through counseling, financial empowerment services and educational opportunities to assist them in
achieving self-sufficiency. Arlington Life Shelter serves men, women and children of all ages
with services provided for up to three (3) nights and during periods of extreme cold or heat. 14 day
services and housing placement are provided for persons unable to work due to disability or age. The
Day Resource Center mission is to provide centralized resources and services for transitioning people
out of homelessness. Basic services include access to mail, computers, critical documents, and hygiene
services like showers, laundry and restrooms. Other services provide access to primary health care,
mental health and rehabilitative services helps homeless men and women secure and maintain their
housing. SafeHaven of Tarrant County operates the only domestic violence shelter in Tarrant County
offering housing, counseling and support for persons and families in domestic violence.
To address transitional housing needs of homeless persons there are five agencies that offer
transitional housing programs; Salvation Army, SafeHaven of Tarrant County, ACH, GRACE and Arlington
Housing Authority.

Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families
with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to
permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that
individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals
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and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were
recently homeless from becoming homeless again.
This information will come from the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition Strategic Plan. Plans are
currently being updated and this question will be answered in the final Plan.

Help low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely
low-income individuals and families who are likely to become homeless after being
discharged from a publicly funded institution or system of care, or who are receiving
assistance from public and private agencies that address housing, health, social services,
employment, education or youth needs
To help low income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless after being discharged from a
publicly funded institution prevention programs are in place to assist the variety of populations.
Salvation Army Home Sweet Home program will offer homeless prevention services and possibly
emergency rental assistance. Professional case workers from the Fort Worth Salvation Army, along with
other charities, non-profits, and churches in the community, can help families remain housed, prevent
homelessness, and stop an eviction. Catholic Charities Supportive Services for Veteran Families (SSVF)
program and Family Endeavors SSVF program will assist veterans and their families with housing
stability among low income veterans, linking veterans to needed benefits, both public and VA, and
providing short-term assistance to set veteran households up for long-term stability. . SafeHaven of
Tarrant County operates the only domestic violence shelter in Tarrant County offering housing,
counseling and support for persons and families in domestic violence. Tarrant County – CDHD will assist
eligible renters avoid eviction by using ESG funds in the homelessness prevention program. Fort Worth
Community Action Partners will assist with rental and utility payments for persons housed and at risk of
becoming homeless. Tarrant County Human Services will help county-wide with rent and utility
payments if eligible.

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

TARRANT COUNTY

107

SP-65 Lead based paint Hazards – 91.215(i)
Actions to address LBP hazards and increase access to housing without LBP hazards
The purpose of the Lead Safe Housing Regulation (24 CFR Part 35) is to protect homeowners and renters
from the potential hazards of lead-based paint. Tarrant County Community Development Division
(CDHD) notifies all clients of its homeowner housing rehabilitation and homebuyer’s assistance
programs of the potential hazards of lead-based paint. Assisted residences are reviewed for peeling
paint and the age of resident children. All homes that are older than 1978 are tested for lead based
paint. All tenant based rental assistance clients have their newly found rental units visually inspected for
lead based paint by HQS inspectors for the Supportive Housing Programs. Inspectors have been certified
as visual inspectors by completing the online HUD Lead Based Paint Visual Assessment Training Course.
Further training is implemented throughout the year by online resources such as the Colorado
Department of Local Affairs Division of Housing and in person by CDHD staff. CDHD has one staff
member that maintains certification as a Lead Paint Risk Assessor. All homes built before 1978 are
analyzed for lead-based paint and remediated according to HUD guidelines as needed. Tarrant County is
in full compliance with the Lead Safe Housing Regulation (24 CFR Part 35) which took effect September
15, 2000.
Tarrant County Community Development Division staff regularly consults with NACCED, NAHB (National
Association of Home Builders), and the Tarrant County Health Department on the lead based paint
program. CCD Staff undergoes continuing education from GEBCO training institute for state license
renewal. All homeowners participating in Homebuyer or First Time Home Buyer and home rehabilitation
programs are provided a copy of all lead-based paint documentation required by HUD. All clients
receiving Tenant Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) from Supportive Housing Program funds also receive an
extensive packet of information available in English and Spanish produced by the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development.

How are the actions listed above related to the extent of lead poisoning and hazards?
Lead poisoning is avoided and hazards are minimized when the actions above are enforced. CDHD
ensures that all units in all activities are inspected for lead to avoid lead poisoning and its hazards for
tenants and contractors.

How are the actions listed above integrated into housing policies and procedures?
CDHD’s policies and procedures regarding lead based paint can be found in Policy # CD_09. Lead based
paint requirements apply only to housing built prior to January 1, 1978. CDHD staff, and in some
instances contractors, will evaluate appropriate HUD-funded projects for potential Lead Based Paint
(LBP) hazards to the following CDHD programs. Entities that receive funds for these projects must be in
compliance with federal Lead Based Paint requirements.
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Owner Occupied Rehabilitation (CDBG and HOME)
HOME First Time Home Buyers Program
HOME funded CHDO activities
SHP, ESG, and HOPWA Programs
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SP-70 Anti-Poverty Strategy – 91.215(j)
Jurisdiction Goals, Programs and Policies for reducing the number of Poverty-Level Families
Tarrant County will continue programs directed toward reducing poverty: The most important element
in the prevention of poverty is the creation and retention of jobs for area residents and providing
reliable transportation alternatives. The Tarrant County Commissioners Court has established an
economic development policy of furthering this goal by supporting the efforts of local communities to
attract employers. These efforts include tax abatements, tax increment financing (TIF) and planning and
promotional activities.
One area of concern that continues to impact the ability of low income families to improve their
standard of living is lack of public transportation that will accommodate flexible work schedules, crosses
city limits, and is affordable. Work shuttles are being developed, privately, that will organize special
transportation that is more convenient than bus schedules for individuals outside of the limitations of
The T and much less expensive than taxi service. Improvement of Transit Oriented Development will
continue to be a focus for CDHD for the next five years to better utilize and expand on existing public
transportation services as well as collaborate with other entities to better develop affordable housing.
Tarrant County Community Development Division play key roles in the Tarrant County Homeless
Coalition and the Continuum of Care including serving and chairing task forces and committees assigned
to issues directly addressing reducing the impacts of poverty among the most vulnerable of Tarrant
County’s residents. By collaborating with the CoC and member agencies, strategies will be improved to
address decreasing available resources.

How are the Jurisdiction poverty reducing goals, programs, and policies coordinated with this
affordable housing plan
By collaborating with non-profit agencies, other government-funded agencies, cities and public
transportation agencies, this strategy will assist in reducing the number of poverty level families. As a
single entity, CDHD does not have jurisdictional control to mandate this strategy alone; however, by
educating and collaborating with other agencies and bodies the number of poverty level families should
be reduced.
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SP-80 Monitoring – 91.230
Describe the standards and procedures that the jurisdiction will use to monitor activities
carried out in furtherance of the plan and will use to ensure long-term compliance with
requirements of the programs involved, including minority business outreach and the
comprehensive planning requirements
The CDHD monitors all activities to ensure compliance with program regulations, financial requirements
(OMB A-110, OMB A-122, and OMB A-133), and progress toward performance goals outlined in the
Consolidated Plan. CDHD is responsible for providing contract administration for local community
development activities, including but not limited to, contract negotiations, compliance monitoring, and
payment and contract closeout. Documentation of all monitoring activities is maintained in the CDHD's
official files at 1509-B South University Drive, Suite 276, Fort Worth, Texas. Specific monitoring
procedures for general activities may vary depending on the type of activity.
To ensure appropriate outreach to minority contractors in the implementation of its community
development and housing programs, Tarrant County publishes notices of all engineering, housing
rehabilitation, and public works contracting opportunities in the local newspaper of general circulation,
the Commercial Recorder. Notice of these opportunities is also made available to the following
organizations: Fort Worth Hispanic Chamber of Commerce, Metropolitan Black Chamber of Commerce,
Fort Worth Chamber of Commerce and other related agencies. The results of minority business outreach
efforts are included in the Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER). Monitoring
procedures for each program will be available in the appendix.
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Expected Resources
AP-15 Expected Resources – 91.220(c)(1,2)
Introduction
The primary resources available for the implementation of Tarrant County’s Consolidated Plan are federal funds available through the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), the HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME), and Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG). For
activities affecting the homeless and other special needs populations, Tarrant County receives Continuum of Care (CoC) grant funds and
HOPWA-C funds by competition. Local social service agencies have other funding streams available to them to carry out their mission within the
community.

Anticipated Resources
Program

CDBG

Source of
Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1
Annual
Program
Prior Year
Allocation: Income:
Resources:
$
$
$

public - Acquisition
federal
Admin and Planning
Economic
Development
Housing
Public Improvements
Public Services
3,584,286
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Total:
$

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder
of
ConPlan
$

Narrative Description

All PY 2015 funds will be
obligated and should be drawn
down by end of PY2015, June
2016.

1,900

187,067
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Program

HOME

ESG

Source of
Funds

Uses of Funds

Expected Amount Available Year 1
Annual
Program
Prior Year
Allocation: Income:
Resources:
$
$
$

public - Acquisition
federal
Homebuyer assistance
Homeowner
rehab
Multifamily rental new
construction
Multifamily
rental
rehab
New construction for
ownership
TBRA
1,003,574
public - Conversion and rehab
federal
for
transitional
housing
Financial Assistance
Overnight
shelter
Rapid
re-housing
(rental
assistance)
Rental
Assistance
Services
Transitional housing
214,904

Total:
$

Expected
Amount
Available
Reminder
of
ConPlan
$

Narrative Description

2015 funds will be obligated and
should be drawn down within
required HOME time frames.

0

1,703,770

2,707,344 0
All PY 2015 funds will be
obligated and should be drawn
down before end of PY2015,
June 2016.

0

0

214,904

0

Table 57 - Expected Resources – Priority Table

Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how
matching requirements will be satisfied
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CDBG grants do not require matched funds; however, city funds will often be leveraged (from non-federal sources) to complete public facility
and infrastructure projects.
The HOME and ESG programs require local match. 25% match minimum for the HOME program and 100% match for the ESG program. Cities
and CHDO’s will provide the match for the HOME program and 100% match for ESG is provided by each participating shelter through in-kind
salary costs incurred by shelters, funds received from other programs and/or donations. The administrative costs will be matched by Tarrant
County general fund salaries. These costs and match amounts are monitored by the Tarrant County Community Development and Housing
Department.
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If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that
may be used to address the needs identified in the plan
Tarrant County does not own property.

Discussion
As Tarrant County receives funds annually from HUD, Goals for each year are to expend and complete
activities within each year.
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Annual Goals and Objectives
AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives
Goals Summary Information
Sort
Order

Goal Name

1

Needs Addressed

Funding

Goal Outcome Indicator

Improve
Public 2015 2019 Non-Housing
Infrastructure and
Community
Facilities
Development

Non-Housing
Community
Development

CDBG:
$2,402,662

2

Preserve Affordable 2015 2019 Affordable
housing
Housing

Affordable
Housing

3

Increase Affordable 2015 2019 Affordable
Housing Stock
Housing

Affordable
Housing

CDBG:
$623,834
HOME:
$103,217
HOME:
$800,000

Public Facility or Infrastructure
Activities
other
than
Low/Moderate Income Housing
Benefit: 17244 Persons Assisted
Homeowner
Housing
Rehabilitated:
25
Household
Housing Unit

4

Prevent
homelessness
Homelessness
Assistance

Affordable
Housing
Homelessness

5

Start
Year

Category

Geographic
Area

2015 2019 Affordable
Housing
2015 2019 Homeless
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End
Year
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ESG: $69,094
ESG:
$128,942

Rental units constructed: 40
Household
Housing
Unit
Homeowner Housing Added: 3
Household Housing Unit
Homelessness Prevention: 25
Persons Assisted
Homeless
Person
Overnight
Shelter: 12156 Persons Assisted
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Sort
Order

Goal Name

Start
Year

End
Year

Category

Geographic
Area

6

Public Services

2015 2019 Non-Homeless
Special
Needs
Non-Housing
Community
Development

Needs Addressed

Funding

Goal Outcome Indicator

Non-Housing
Community
Development
Non-homeless
Special Needs

CDBG:
$165,000

Public service activities other than
Low/Moderate Income Housing
Benefit: 2015 Persons Assisted
Public service activities for
Low/Moderate Income Housing
Benefit: 30 Households Assisted

Table 58 – Goals Summary

Goal Descriptions

1 Goal Name
Goal
Description
2 Goal Name
Goal
Description

Improve Public Infrastructure and Facilities
Improvement of neighborhood water, sewer, street, sidewalk, drainage infrastructure and ADA barrier removal projects.
Improve accessibility and availability of public facilities.
Preserve Affordable housing
Owner Occupied Housing Rehabilitation activities will provide for the availability and accessibility of decent housing for 25
single family home owners throughout Tarrant County, outside of the cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie. Major
Rehabilitation will occur when there is a substantial failure to one or more elements in a home (electrical, water, roof,
foundation, etc.) with an expenditure cap of $24,000. per home. HOME affordability periods and lead based paint rules will
apply.
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3 Goal Name
Goal
Description

4 Goal Name
Goal
Description
5 Goal Name
Goal
Description
6 Goal Name
Goal
Description

Increase Affordable Housing Stock
With HOME Investment Partnership funds, a minimum 15% of all HOME funds must be set aside for Community
Development Housing Organizations (CHDO) to develop affordable housing. Projects will be in Tarrant County, outside of the
cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie. CHDO operating costs will also be available for eligible CHDO’s in the
amount that is within the 5% of total HOME allocation. 3 single family homes and 1 multifamily complex with 40 units will be
added to the affordable housing stock.
Prevent homelessness
ESG Homelessness Prevention will be provided by Tarrant County to approximately 25 persons or households per year at or
below 30% Area Median Income (AMI) and have a threat of homelessness such as an eviction. The goal is to assist the person
or household with rental assistance and provide case management on a short term basis to avoid becoming homeless.
Homelessness Assistance
ESG Homeless Emergency Shelter activities will assist homeless individuals at nighttime and daytime shelters at seven
emergency shelter facilities receiving ESG operational and utility cost assistance as well as funds for essential services.
Public Services
Assist homeless persons and families with transitional housing and case management. Funds will provide for salary for case
manager and intake clerk.
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Projects
AP-35 Projects – 91.220(d)
Introduction
Tarrant County allocates a significant portion of CDBG funds to infrastructure improvement. The highest
community development priority identified in the 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan was replacing and
upgrading of deteriorated and inadequate infrastructure. The next priority was to provide for the
availability and accessibility of decent housing by rehabilitating single family owner occupied homes to
any unincorporated area of the county and any city outside of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie.
Adding to the current housing stock, providing public services, and preventing homelessness rounds out
the priorities for PY2015. Public services include case management to homeless families and providing
education to youth regarding bullying prevention. Housing stock added will be provided by one certified
CHDO funded with PY2015 HOME funds.

Projects
#
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Project Name
Public Infrastructure Improvements
ADA Barrier Removal
CDBG Public Services
CDBG Administration
SF Owner-occupied Housing Rehabilitation
HOME Administration
CHDO Set Aside
HESG Tarrant County (2015)

Table 59 – Project Information

Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved
needs
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AP-38 Project Summary
Project Summary Information
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1 Project Name

Public Infrastructure Improvements

Target Area
Goals Supported

Improve Public Infrastructure and Facilities

Needs Addressed

Non-Housing Community Development

Funding

CDBG: $2,343,361

Description

Water, sewer, street, drainage improvements and new sidewalk additions
in various residential neighborhoods within various cities of Tarrant
County, outside of City of Arlington, City of Fort worth and City of Grand
Prairie.

Target Date

6/30/2016

Estimate the number Public Facility or Infrastructure Activities other than Low/Moderate
and type of families Income Housing Benefit: 17,244 Persons Assisted
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Location Description

Water and Sewer Activities:
City of Bedford, 1300 -1500 Blocks of Tennis Drive

Planned Activities
2 Project Name

Water, sewer, street and sidewalk infrastructure improvements for listed
cities and locations.
ADA Barrier Removal

Target Area
Goals Supported

Improve Public Infrastructure and Facilities

Needs Addressed

Non-Housing Community Development

Funding

CDBG: $59,301

Description

Removing architectural barriers throughout Tarrant County, outside of
Cities of Arlington, Fort worth and Grand Prairie. PY2015, City of Euless
proposes to remove ADA barriers along Harwood Dr.

Target Date

6/30/2016

Estimate the number Assumed benefit for limited clientele.
and type of families
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Location Description

W. Harwood Dr. and Crane, Blanco, Aransas, Denton, Iron, Harris and
Collin Dr., Euless, TX 76039
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Planned Activities
3 Project Name

ADA Barrier Removal at corners of Crane, Blanco, Aransas, Denton, Iron,
Harris and Collin Dr. along W. Harwood Dr.
CDBG Public Services

Target Area
Goals Supported

Public Services

Needs Addressed

Homelessness
Non-Housing
Community
Non-homeless Special Needs

Development

Funding

CDBG: $165,000

Description

Public services for homeless services, education for youth and
transportation to work for persons with diagnosed mental health
conditions.

Target Date

6/30/2016

Estimate the number Public service activities other than Low/Moderate Income Housing
and type of families Benefit:
2,015
Persons
Assisted.
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Public service activities for Low/Moderate Income Housing Benefit: 30
Households Assisted
Location Description

Throughout Tarrant County for Housing benefit.
Title 1A students will be educated on bullying and domestic violence in
Tarrant County consortium cities that work with SafeHaven of Tarrant
County.
Throughout County where home address is within Tarrant County
consortium cities.

Planned Activities
4 Project Name

1) Case management for homeless persons being assisted with rental
assistance,
CDBG Administration

Target Area
Goals Supported
Needs Addressed
Funding

CDBG: $416,857

Description

Includes administrative costs of operating the CDBG program, such as
contact administration, coordination of public notices. Office equipment
and supplies, planning, monitoring and all other related expenses.
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Target Date

6/30/2016

Estimate the number n/a
and type of families
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Location Description

1509 B South University Drive, Suite 276, Fort Worth, TX 76102

Planned Activities

Allowable Administrative costs

5 Project Name

SF Owner-occupied Housing Rehabilitation

Target Area
Goals Supported

Preserve Affordable housing

Needs Addressed

Affordable Housing

Funding

CDBG:
HOME: $103,217

Description

Owner Occupied single family home rehabilitation throughout Tarrant
County, outside the cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie

Target Date

6/30/2016

$623,834

Estimate the number Homeowner Housing Rehabilitated: 25 Household Housing Unit using
and type of families PY2015 funds only. (22 CDBG + 3 HOME)
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Location Description

Throughout Tarrant County, outside of Cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and
Grand Prairie

Planned Activities

Owner occupied Single Family Home Rehabilitation

6 Project Name

HOME Administration

Target Area
Goals Supported
Needs Addressed
Funding

HOME: $100,357

Description

Administrative costs of operating the HOME program, such as operational
costs, programmatic administration and fiscal management. Office
equipment and supplies, planning, monitoring and all other related
expenses.

Target Date
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Estimate the number N/A
and type of families
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Location Description

1509 B South University Drive, Suite 276, Fort Worth, TX 76102

Planned Activities

Administration of HOME program

7 Project Name

CHDO Set Aside

Target Area
Goals Supported

Increase Affordable Housing Stock

Needs Addressed

Affordable Housing

Funding

HOME: $800,000

Description

With HOME Investment Partnership funds, a minimum 15% of all HOME
funds must be set aside for Community Development Housing
Organizations (CHDO) to develop affordable housing. $750,000 will be
applied in 2015. DCTC allocation: $300,000.+$25,000 operating. TCHP
allocation: $450,000+$25,000 operating.

Target Date

6/30/2016

Estimate the number Redevelopment and/or new construction of approximately 3 single family
and type of families homes for low to moderate income persons and 1 multi-family complex
that will benefit from with 40 units.
the proposed activities
Location Description

Within Tarrant County, outside of cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and
Grand Prairie

Planned Activities

Funds will be used to acquire and rehabilitate a 40 unit multi-family
complex in White Settlement and acquire and rehab or build new 3 single
family homes in Sansom Park. Both CHDO’s will also receive $25,000 each
(total of $50,000) in operating costs which is within the 5% estimation of
total HOME allocation.

8 Project Name

HESG Tarrant County (2015)

Target Area
Goals Supported

Prevent
Homelessness Assistance

Needs Addressed

Affordable
Homelessness

Funding

ESG: $214,904
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Description

ESG project will maintain 4 activities for PY 2015; Emergency Shelter,
Homelessness Prevention, HMIS and administration for ESG Emergency
Shelters: paying for utilities/operating costs or essential services costs
($128,942) Homelessness Prevention: Rental assistance to prevent
homelessness ($69,093.80) ESG administration: administration of the ESG
program ($16,118) HMIS: data reports and fees ($750.00)

Target Date

6/30/2016

Estimate the number 12,156 people assisted in Emergency Shelters, 25 families/persons with
and type of families 30% of less of AMI assisted in Homelessness Prevention.
that will benefit from
the proposed activities
Location Description

Emergency Shelters: Potentially, Presbyterian Night Shelter, SafeHaven of
Tarrant County, Arlington Life Shelter, Day Resource Center, ACH Family
and Child Services, Salvation Army, YWCA.
Homelessness Prevention: Services provided from Tarrant County Community Development
Administration: 1509 B South University Dr, # 276, Fort Worth, TX 76107

Planned Activities

Emergency Shelters: paying for utilities/operating costs or essential
services costs
Homelessness Prevention: Rental assistance to approximately 25
families/persons that have incomes below 30% AMI and have a threat of
becoming homeless.
ESG administration: administration of the ESG program
HMIS: data reports and fees
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AP-50 Geographic Distribution – 91.220(f)
Description of the geographic areas of the entitlement (including areas of low-income and
minority concentration) where assistance will be directed
This Action Plan is submitted in accordance with 24 CFR 91.220 as part of the Consolidated Planning
process required of entitlement jurisdictions under certain programs operated by the U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban Development. Tarrant County is an “urban county entitlement” comprised of a
29-city consortium for 2015-2017. The following cities form the consortium: Azle, Bedford, Benbrook,
Blue Mound, Burleson, Crowley, Dalworthington Gardens, Euless, Everman, Forest Hill, Grapevine,
Haltom City, Haslet, Hurst, Keller, Kennedale, Lakeside, Lake Worth, Mansfield, North Richland Hills,
Pantego, Richland Hills, River Oaks, Saginaw, Sansom Park, Southlake, Watauga, Westworth Village, and
White Settlement. The 2015-2017 urban county automatic renewal recertification process began in April
2014. Renewal of 2018-2020 urban county re-certifications will occur again in April/May 2017.
All low/moderate area benefit activities for PY 2015 are based on the 2014 U.S. Census data or approved
surveys until HUD announces further guidance. Ten cities and 4 entitlement cities under Tarrant
County’s supervision of funding have submitted proposals for CDBG funds to low/moderate areas or
towards persons in the limited clientele category. Three income surveys were conducted in PY2014 to
attempt to further qualify new areas; however, all three proved ineligible.

Geographic Distribution
Target Area Percentage of Funds
Table 60 - Geographic Distribution

Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically
County’s supervision of funding that have submitted proposals for CDBG funds for PY2015, 10 cities and
4 entitlement cities will have public infrastructure and ADA barrier removal projects in their cities. In
PY2012, Tarrant County anticipated a cut in which CDBG would not be able to fund all cities that submit
an eligible public infrastructure project. In PY2013, we implemented a spilt of cities into two groups
whereby each group would alternate the allocation of funding. The groups were split based on weight of
annual activities, the county precinct the city is in and the geographic groupings of cities. Entitlement
cities will receive funding annually, non-entitlement cities that are part of the HOME consortium that
have eligible projects will be funded according to their group. In PY2015, Group a will be funded and
Group B will be funded again in PY2016.
For HOME and ESG funds, all areas and cities within Tarrant County, but outside of cities of Arlington,
Fort Worth and Grand Prairie will be eligible for funding based on qualifications for respective programs.
The other cities listed receive their own HUD funds and are HUD entitlement cities that manage their
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own programs.

Discussion
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Affordable Housing
AP-55 Affordable Housing – 91.220(g)
Introduction
Maintaining and developing new affordable housing stock is one of the primary functions of the HOME
grant funds. Tarrant County Community Development will foster relationships and work with non-profit
and for-profit groups throughout the year to promote the development, construction, production and
maintenance of affordable housing. Tarrant County has funded multi-family rental projects along with
the funding of single family detached housing activities scattered throughout the County's jurisdiction
through our CHDO's. Those activities include homebuyer assistance and a program to build new or
acquire, rehabilitate if necessary, and then resell or rent those units to qualified low income individuals
or families.
Through our homelessness prevention program utilizing ESG, approximately 25 families will be provided
rental assistance to prevent homelessness, CDBG public services will directly assist an estimated 30
homeless families with case management while in transitional housing. Home rehabilitation will serve
approximately 23 families using PY2015 funds and more with previous year’s funding. HOME CHDO set
aside will build five new single family homes or acquire and rehabilitate one multi-family complex. CoC
Grant (formerly Supportive Housing Program) funds, will further assist the homeless into affordable
housing via rental assistance programs.
One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported
Homeless
30
Non-Homeless
75
Special-Needs
0
Total
105
Table 61 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement

One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through
Rental Assistance
55
The Production of New Units
0
Rehab of Existing Units
45
Acquisition of Existing Units
5
Total
105
Table 62 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type

Discussion
The above numbers are goals for PY 2015. The actual number may exceed the goals; however, in this
section reference to goals are made. The numbers comprise of the following: 30 homeless households
to be assisted with case management utilizing CDGB public service funds and rental assistance using CoC
Consolidated Plan
OMB Control No: 2506-0117 (exp. 07/31/2015)

TARRANT COUNTY

128

funds. 25 households to be provided short term rental assistance to prevent homelessness. 5 single
family homes (and/or 30 multi-family units) acquired and added to the affordable housing stock. Lastly a
goal of 45 single family owner occupied homes will be rehabilitated using HOME and CDBG funds.
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AP-60 Public Housing – 91.220(h)
Introduction
There are currently three providers of HUD-Assisted Housing in the Tarrant County urban county
jurisdiction: Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office, the Grapevine Housing Authority, and the Haltom
City Housing Authority. The public housing stock located in Grapevine and Haltom City is generally wellmanaged and in good condition. Of The 2,718 active participants that receive housing vouchers through
the Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office Housing, 555 are elderly and 892 persons have a disability.
This population utilizes the assistance for longer periods of time and is slow to leave the program and
with the large growing population, there is a need to increase voucher availability. Tarrant County
Housing Assistance Office currently works with 1300 landlords that accept vouchers. There are
approximately 8,000 people/families on the wait list after opening the system in 2011. The list will open
again possibly in 2017. The Grapevine Housing Authority administers both the Public Housing Program
and the Housing Choice Voucher (formerly known as Section 8) program. Grapevine Housing Authority
owns 98 units located on five streets. Starr Place has 20 elderly & disabled units consisting of 10
efficiencies, 8 one bedroom, 1 handicap one bedroom and 1 two bedroom. W. Texas Street has 19
elderly & disabled units consisting of 8 efficiencies, 10 one bedroom and 1 handicap two bedroom units.
Starnes/Brewer has 9 family units consisting of 6 two bedrooms and 1 handicap two bedroom located
on N. Starnes and 2 three bedroom units located on Brewer. S. Scribner has 10 family units consisting of
8 two bedroom and 2 three bedroom units. W. Worth has 40 elderly & disabled units consisting of 37
one bedroom and 3 handicap one bedroom units. Grapevine Housing Authority has an established
Resident Council which sponsors social and informational activities. The County will continue to
coordinate with local housing authorities on issues which affect both parties. Since year 2000, the Public
Housing Authorities have developed 5-year Agency Plans and Annual Plans under federal requirements
(Public Housing Agency Plans, 24 CFR 903).

Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing
Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office does not have any public housing. Tarrant County does not
own any public housing; however Grapevine Housing Authority owns 98 units and Haltom City Housing
Authority own150 units. The latter two housing authorities do not have any plans to add to the current
public housing stock; however, will continue to engage in the needs of current tenants and upgrade
where needed. More transportation needs have been the main request and is an ongoing issue in
general for the County.

Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and
participate in homeownership
The Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office continues to implement their HCV Homeownership
Program and utilize a referral system to the various city and county community development programs
for down payment assistance. All Housing Choice Voucher holders are invited to attend quarterly HCV
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Homeownership Program meetings. Their credit reports are obtained and they are taught how to read
them and are given assistance in how to clean-up their credit prior to purchasing a home. TCHAO utilizes
the same criteria established by HUD for the Housing Choice Voucher Homeownership Option program.
TCHAO has established a minimum down payment requirement of at least three percent of the
purchase price and requires that at least one percent of the purchase price come from a family's
resources. They also require that financing for the purchase of a home under its Housing Choice Voucher
Homeownership Option program will be provided, insured, or guaranteed by the state or Federal
government and complies with underwriting requirements.
Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office also manages a Family Self Sufficiency (FSS) program to enable
participating voucher families to achieve economic independence and self-sufficiency. The FSS Program
is an employment and savings incentive program providing families a unique opportunity to free
themselves of government assistance. During the 5-year contract period, the family continues to pay
30% of their income as their portion of rent. As their earned income increases and their portion of rent
increases and the housing subsidy decreases. The amount of decrease in subsidy is deposited into an
escrow account for the family. Upon the family's successful completion of the contract, the escrow
account is awarded to the family to be used for purchasing homes and other purposes. TCHAO funds
match all earned income increases during the time the person is enrolled in the program. It is not
uncommon for graduates to receive checks that range from $1,000 to over $25,000.
GHA and HCHA does not have a FSS program or equivalent program which leads to homeownership due
to the mainly older population they currently serve in their public housing program and lack of funds in
their housing voucher program.

If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be
provided or other assistance
Not applicable. PHA's are not troubled

Discussion
Tarrant county does not own any public housing; however, the City of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand
Prairie each have public housing authorities in which assist and house the same population. Please refer
to those cities for more detail about thier programs

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

TARRANT COUNTY

131

AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities – 91.220(i)
Introduction
Tarrant County through the Community Development Division collaborates with the Continuum of Care
Board and Tarrant County Homeless Coalition to ensure continuity throughout the County. With over
200 individual members representing over 40 organizations, the Continuum of Care (CoC) contracts with
the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition to plan and manage HMIS for the Continuum of Care. Subcommittees and work groups are developed within the Continuum of Care to ensure needs are kept up
with demands and changes. Goals and objectives are made through these groups which are approved
through a certification of consistency with applications for the annual CoC grants.
Tarrant County constantly participates in meetings with other local, state and federal agencies to assist
persons with special needs who are not homeless. Solutions for transportation issues for persons with
mental and/or physical impairments are discussed, analyzed and planned with transportation agencies,
mental health service providers, employers and the County. The County will continue to participate in
trainings, meetings, and activities for persons who are not homeless but have other special needs when
opportunities arise. It is often the lack of funding that inhibits forward solutions and executing plans.

Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness
including
Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their
individual needs
The 2015 homeless Point In Time count occurred January 22, 2015 where 217 unsheltered homeless
persons were counted on the streets on a cold and wet night. A total of 1,914 homeless persons in
Tarrant County were calculated. Of those unsheltered, there are more homeless persons moving to
North East Tarrant County and they are not so much centralized in Fort Worth. 68% were men, 22%
women and luckily there were no children unsheltered. The top three needs stated was food, bus passes
and water.
Tarrant County's goals to reach out to homeless persons, especially unsheltered persons and assess
individual needs will be met by remaining an active member of the Continuum of Care's Outreach
committee and through the consumer council. ESG funds are available for street outreach to agencies
that provide the service and apply for funding; however, no agencies applied for funding in PY2015.
Catholic Charities SOS Team, MHMR PATH, JPS Care connections will continue to outreach to
unsheltered homeless in hopes to house and assist homeless on the streets to end homelessness. To
better coordinate, the outreach working group is responsible for the planning and evaluation of the
effectiveness of the outreach services in the Continuum of Care. The committee also reviews and
provides input into the Advisory Council's Annual Work-Plan objectives as established by the
Department of Housing and Urban Development. Assessment tools will be evaluated and modified
continually as needed by the CoC with input from Tarrant County. The consumer council is comprised of
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homeless or formerly homeless persons. They meet on the 3rd Friday of each month at Day resource
center at 11:30am. Once a month, members of the council set up a table at Unity Park to give
information about the consumer council and provide resources to the homeless. The chair will take
what he learns from the Unity Park event to report to the consumer council the following month. If
pressing issues need to be raised, the information will be provided to the advisory council and for
further action to the CoC Board of Directors.

Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons
To address the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of persons, Tarrant County will remain
an active member of the Continuum of Care's various committees and Advisory Council. The Advisory
Council is responsible for the planning and evaluation of the effectiveness of the rapid re-housing,
transitional, permanent, and emergency housing services in the Continuum of Care. The Advisory
Council directs strategies to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of housing services for the
homeless; Track the progression of information being reported to the CoC board; assess that HUD
objectives are being met; and Collaborate and gather feedback from local housing service providers for
any information necessary to ensure effective evaluations.
In FFY2013, the CoC planned to fund more permanent housing for the homeless rather than transitional
housing needs. Effective January 1, 2015, approximately $1.4 million from two grants were moved from
transitional housing to a rapid re-housing program. Transitional housing was up to 2 years of assistance
with case management being more all-inclusive outside of housing. Rapid re-housing is assistance up to
one year with specific case management focus on housing specifically. Tarrant County will assist
emergency shelters through ESG funds by reimbursing for operating costs.

Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families
with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to
permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that
individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals
and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were
recently homeless from becoming homeless again
Tarrant County is helping homeless persons make the transition to permanent housing and independent
living by remaining active and informed through the Advisory Council and the Tarrant County Homeless
Coalition (TCHC). TCHC is responsible for the planning and evaluation of the effectiveness of the
permanent housing services in the Continuum of Care. Planning includes the evaluation of shortening
the period of time persons and families experience homelessness, facilitate access for homeless
individuals and families to affordable housing units, and provide prevention programs to those who
were recently homeless from becoming homeless again. Evaluation, goals and action is ongoing and
constantly being updated as required in a community wide systems approach. Tarrant County will best
serve this population by engaging in planning and implementation.
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Updated Tarrant County Homeless Coalition strategic plan will be added to the final consolidated plan
once the strategic plan is completed.

Helping low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely
low-income individuals and families and those who are: being discharged from publicly
funded institutions and systems of care (such as health care facilities, mental health facilities,
foster care and other youth facilities, and corrections programs and institutions); or, receiving
assistance from public or private agencies that address housing, health, social services,
employment, education, or youth needs
Assisting low-income persons to avoid becoming homeless and ensure persons and families are housed
is one of Tarrant County's priorities. To ensure that persons that have housing and are threatened with
eviction and potential homelessness, ESG prevention funds are budgeted to assist that population from
adding to the homeless population. Coordination with other agencies that assist with health, social
services, employment, education and youth needs are vital and done through the Continuum of Care's
Advisory Council. Tarrant County is an active member of the Continuum of Care's Advisory Council and
meets with TCHC to assist in planning efforts to eliminate homelessness. This Council is responsible for
planning and evaluation of the effectiveness of the homeless prevention measures in the Continuum of
Care. TCHC is responsible for the planning and evaluation of the effectiveness of the permanent housing
services in the Continuum of Care. TCHC hired an assessment coordinator to manage a Housing
Inventory database which is a crucial resource for low-income and extremely low-income persons who
are at risk of being homeless. Through this resource persons and families are also connected to other
agencies that address health, social services, employment, education and/or youth needs.
To assist persons that have been discharged from publicly funded institutions and youth facilities, there
is a hospital discharge committee and youth committee to help keep both populations out of becoming
homeless. Many agencies collaborate and current and former homeless persons are involved to provide
greater insight on needs and to help current homeless persons in educating them on available
resources.

Discussion
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AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.220(j)
Introduction:
Barriers to affordable housing can include lack of monetary resources, lack of information to maintain
housing (legal and operational) and lack of availability of affordable housing. Tarrant County is assisting
to add to the affordable housing stock through our HOME funds and the CHDO program. Although more
affordable housing is required nearby work opportunities, often the same areas lack housing that is
affordable and alternative transportation is not available to improve economic advancement. Working
with developers and cities to add affordable housing stock is important as is working with regional
partners to improve transportation options. CDHD receives fair housing complaints and provides
informational resources to best maintain housing. Information could be guidance of how the eviction
process works to a phone number to legal aide or guidance on how the rehabilitation program works to
providing direction on educational classes towards home ownership. Without education and resources
people can have a barrier to affordable housing.

Actions it planned to remove or ameliorate the negative effects of public policies that serve
as barriers to affordable housing such as land use controls, tax policies affecting land, zoning
ordinances, building codes, fees and charges, growth limitations, and policies affecting the
return on residential investment
Tarrant County will take the following actions in PY 2015 to remove the negative effects of public
policies that serve as barriers to affordable housing: (1) continue to work with Continuum of Care and
local agencies to expand public and private resources and use other resources to assist in improving
housing and community needs. One resource will be by applying for grants outside of HUD and create
partnerships with other agencies and non-profits to reach the same clientele on multiple levels. (2)
Educate and encourage urban county cities and agencies to leverage federal funds to produce more
cost-effective housing, increase jobs and community development programs. Tarrant County continues
to meet with cities to implement cohesive plans that will better support all cities and their citizens. For
example, Tarrant County continues to work with the cities in western Tarrant County around the NAS
Joint Reserve Base to form cohesive plans for development (economic and housing). (3) Seek more
opportunities with private entities and/or non-profit agencies to enhance current programs and
services. For example, working with CHDO's and agencies to better support multi-family complexes and
agency programs through collaboration. (4) Explore opportunities and educate local communities and
citizens to participate in expanding transit oriented development. Working with local transit authorities
to research and create a needs assessment to share with citizens and policy makers to assist in transit
and/or transit oriented development priorities.

Discussion:
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AP-85 Other Actions – 91.220(k)
Introduction:
Tarrant County continues to stay involved in community needs through citizen comments, CoC
involvement and through Tarrant County’s involvement regionally. With decreasing resources, greater
collaborations have been created to serve unmet needs in the community. CDHD will continue to
advocate for citizen needs and implement changes to improve the community.

Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs
Despite continued coordination between government agencies, non-profit organizations, churches, and
others to serve the needs of the most vulnerable populations, economic prosperity, job availability,
transportation, affordable housing and access to healthcare are not at everyone's doorstep. With
decreased funding for non-profits and for government, funding is the main obstacle to support those
who need. Cities and the County continue to work closer to leverage funding where possible and better
coordinate use of funds. Non-profits are responding to the continued tightening of funding by shifting
clients to other like agencies while cutting staff and seeking alternate funding from the State. Members
of the Continuum of Care share resources and work as a network streamlining programs and available
resources where possible.

Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing
To assist consortium member cities maintain quality housing stock where 72.5% of all housing units are
single-family detached residential and 62.7% of the housing stock was built before 1989, CDHD will
continue to assist homeowners with home rehabilitation. Many aging streets located in low/moderate
income areas will be assisted with improved infrastructure to ensure a neighborhood remains vital and
blight is prevented. CHDO's will assist maintaining affordable housing stock by building new, acquiring
existing and rehabilitating where necessary to resell single family homes and rent out units in multifamily complexes. When seeking affordable housing, transportation needs and marketability are at the
forefront of justifying home acquisitions. CDHD will continue to monitor development of transportation
and add to the affordable housing stock based on housing needs and surrounding amenities of the
home.

Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards
Tarrant County notifies all clients of its homeowner housing rehabilitation and homebuyer's assistance
programs of the potential hazards of lead-based paint. Assisted residences are reviewed for peeling
paint and the age of resident children. All HQS inspectors for the Supportive Housing Programs have
been certified as visual inspectors. CDHD has one staff member certified as Lead Paint Risk Assessor. All
homes built before 1978 are analyzed for lead-based paint and remediated according to HUD guidelines
as needed. Tarrant County is in full compliance with the Lead Safe Housing Regulation (24 CFR Part 35)
which took effect September 15, 2000. Tarrant County Community Development staff regularly consults
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with NACCED, NAHB (National Association of Home Builders), and the Tarrant County Health
Department on the lead based paint program. CCD Staff undergoes continuing education from GEBCO
training institute for state license renewal. All homeowners participating in Home Buyer and home
rehabilitation programs are provided a copy of all lead-based paint documentation required by HUD.

Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families
Tarrant County will continue programs directed toward reducing poverty: The most important element
in the prevention of poverty is the creation and retention of jobs for area residents. The Tarrant County
Commissioners Court has established an economic development policy of furthering this goal by
supporting the efforts of local communities to attract employers. These efforts include tax abatements,
tax increment financing (TIF) and planning and promotional activities. One area of concern that
continues to impact the ability of low income families to improve their standard of living is lack of public
transportation that will accommodate flexible work schedules, crosses city limits, and is affordable.
Work shuttles have been developed that will organize special transportation that is more convenient
than bus schedules for individuals outside of the limitations of The T and much less expensive than taxi
service.
Tarrant County's Department of Human Services (DHS) administers a County Homeless Prevention
Program which provides emergency funds for payment to prevent utility termination and security
deposits for rental housing and utilities. To address the needs of clients that are facing eviction or
homelessness due to emergencies, family crisis and other circumstances, Tarrant County will also use
ESG Homelessness Prevention funds to prevent poverty level families from falling further below the
poverty line. Tarrant County Homeless Coalition manages a central intake system and collaborates with
all agencies and grantees to assist families seeking assistance and identify additional funds to assist
families and individuals in poverty. References will be provided for homeless persons to obtain housing
and start on the path to self-sufficiency.

Actions planned to develop institutional structure
Tarrant County will develop its institutional structure and enhance coordination to encourage the
creation of affordable housing by continuing to sponsor programs to expand technical capacity and
improve coordination among local agencies, such as planning forums, homeless surveys, workshops, and
joint venture housing activities. Through the Mayors' Council of Tarrant County, the Cities within Tarrant
County will be informed of actions and will help decide on how HUD funds are expended. Through their
guidance and the needs of the community, our funds will be expended accordingly.

Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social
service agencies
The CDHD will continue to coordinate with Continuum of Care members, the cities of Fort Worth and
Arlington, the Tarrant County Homeless Coalition, local housing authorities, and the Tarrant County
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Housing Assistance Office in sharing information. Chronic homelessness, minority homeownership, local
housing issues, and assistance in developing resident initiative and family self-sufficiency programs, and
other improvements to public and assisted housing will continue to be discussed.

Discussion:
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Program Specific Requirements
AP-90 Program Specific Requirements – 91.220(l)(1,2,4)
Introduction:
Tarrant County allocates a significant portion of CDBG funds to infrastructure improvement and Single
Family owner occupied housing rehabilitation. The highest community development priority identified in
the 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan was replacing and upgrading of deteriorated and inadequate
infrastructure. Having exceeded a population of 50,000, the cities of Euless, Grapevine, Mansfield and
North Richland Hills qualify as city entitlement jurisdictions under CDBG. Each city has executed a
contract with Tarrant County to cooperate on the planning and administration of these funds and have
agreed to develop programs under the Tarrant County's Consolidated Plan. To date, in addition to public
infrastructure and major housing rehabilitation, CDBG will also fund public services: (1) case
management for homeless programs and (2) educational services to middle and high school students
about bullying and violence prevention. For the HOME program, the majority of funds will be used to
add to the housing stock by CHDO's building new single family owner occupied homes. The ESG program
for PY2015 will assist emergency shelters stay operational and assist homeless persons and families
short term with homelessness prevention and case management.

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG)
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(1)
Projects planned with all CDBG funds expected to be available during the year are identified in the
Projects Table. The following identifies program income that is available for use that is included in
projects to be carried out.

1. The total amount of program income that will have been received before the start of the next
program year and that has not yet been reprogrammed
2. The amount of proceeds from section 108 loan guarantees that will be used during the year to
address the priority needs and specific objectives identified in the grantee's strategic plan.
3. The amount of surplus funds from urban renewal settlements
4. The amount of any grant funds returned to the line of credit for which the planned use has
not been included in a prior statement or plan
5. The amount of income from float-funded activities
Total Program Income:

1,900
0
0
0
0
1,900

Other CDBG Requirements
1. The amount of urgent need activities
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2. The estimated percentage of CDBG funds that will be used for activities that benefit
persons of low and moderate income.Overall Benefit - A consecutive period of one,
two or three years may be used to determine that a minimum overall benefit of 70%
of CDBG funds is used to benefit persons of low and moderate income. Specify the
years covered that include this Annual Action Plan.

80.00%

HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME)
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(2)
1. A description of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is
as follows:
none

2. A description of the guidelines that will be used for resale or recapture of HOME funds when used
for homebuyer activities as required in 92.254, is as follows:
Tarrant County does not impose resale requirements, but does exercise a recapture option for its
HOME Program in accordance with 24 CFR 92.254 (a) (5) (ii). Recapture is enforced for a period of
five (5) years on the Homebuyer Assistance Programs where down payment assistance and/or
closing costs are less than $10,000. If the buyers of the housing unit assisted is noncompliant and
does not satisfy principle residency requirements, repayment of full subsidy is required. In the event
of sale, short sale and/or foreclosure, the amount recaptured will be limited to the net proceeds and
the pro-rata amount at the period in time of sale. Net proceeds are defined as the gross sales price
minus the balance of all outstanding mortgages and additional liens on the property, commissions
to sellers and buyers agents, excise tax and any additional closing costs owed by the seller. Pro-rata
repayment occurs in the event the homeowner sells the property before five years of a home owner
rehabilitation affordability period. The homeowner will repay the amount of HOME assistance
given according to the following schedule. Sold or not used as a primary residence within 1 year =
100% repayment costs, within 2 years = 80% repayment, within 3 years = 60% repayment, within 4
years = 40% repayment, within 5 years = 20% repayment, AFTER five years = 0% repayment. Any
funds recaptured from homebuyers as a result of repayment of HOME assistance of down payment
and closing costs prior to the expiration of the minimum recapture period as described in 24CFR
92.503 may be utilized for County approved HOME-eligible activities to benefit low-income families
or individuals.
CHDO will use HOME funds to develop affordable housing. Funds will be used to assist low to
moderate income veterans and military personnel (including elderly and persons with disabilities)
with redevelopment and/or construction of approximately 10 discounted/donated foreclosed
homes in Tarrant County, outside of the cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie with
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potential homebuyer assistance. If homebuyer assistance is made, HUD's minimum affordability
period under homebuyer assistance of less than $15,000 will be used with a period of affordability
of five years as stated in 24 CFR 92.254 (a) (4) and (5). HOME funds will be used
for acquisition/rehab/ resale with homebuyer assistance of down payment and/or closing costs of
no more than $15,000.

3. A description of the guidelines for resale or recapture that ensures the affordability of units acquired
with HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a)(4) are as follows:
In the event of sale, short sale and/or foreclosure of a unit acquired with HOME funds, the amount
recaptured will be limited to the net proceeds and the pro-rata amount at the period in time of sale.
Net proceeds are defined as the gross sales price minus the balance of all outstanding mortgages
and additional liens on the property, commissions to seller’s and buyer’s agents, excise tax and any
additional closing costs owed by the seller. Pro-rata repayment occurs in the event the homeowner
sells the property before five years of a home owner rehabilitation affordability period. The
homeowner will repay the amount of HOME assistance given according to the following schedule.
Sold or not used as a primary residence within 1 year = 100% repayment costs, within 2 years = 80%
repayment, within 3 years = 60% repayment, within 4 years = 40% repayment, within 5 years = 20%
repayment, AFTER five years = 0% repayment.

4. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is
rehabilitated with HOME funds along with a description of the refinancing guidelines required that
will be used under 24 CFR 92.206(b), are as follows:
Tarrant County does not plan on re-financing existing debt secured by multi-family housing.

Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG)
Reference 91.220(l)(4)
1. Include written standards for providing ESG assistance (may include as attachment)
Included as attachment in appendix
2. If the Continuum of Care has established centralized or coordinated assessment system that

meets HUD requirements, describe that centralized or coordinated assessment system.
The Continuum of Care started the process of establishing a coordinated assessment system in
2014. Five positions have been hired to provide phone, text, email information and referral service
as well as maintain web-enabled real time inventory of human services, funds, housing stock and
wait lists. When a caller contacts the CoC Coordinated Assessment System, they are initially
assessed for needs. Once known, the caller is connected to agencies that have available funding,
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open housing slots and other resources they may need. Tarrant County's client intake form will still
be used as a common form so that data within will be put into the HMIS so that the CoC may track
and report clients relative to each program.
3. Identify the process for making sub-awards and describe how the ESG allocation available to

private nonprofit organizations (including community and faith-based organizations).
A Request for Proposals (RFP) to receive Tarrant County HPRP funds was issued February 9, 2015
and was due back to Tarrant County Community Development on March 11, 2015. Funds were open
to all activities and seven agencies applied for funds for emergency shelter, homelessness
prevention and rapid rehousing. Each RFP for each activity was reviewed by review committee and
awarded accordingly. As there is a 60% cap on Emergency Shelter activities, Tarrant County will
maximize assistance to shelters directly assisting homeless persons coming from anywhere within
Tarrant County. After meeting with the CoC lead and the other grantees in Tarrant County last year,
we saw that there was a gap in prevention assistance and again believe that there is still a gap in
prevention. We will use the balance allocation to execute homelessness prevention. All proposals
were evaluated last week of March 2015 by a review committee comprised of Tarrant County public
administrators who are familiar with the community, agencies and the needs for the homeless.
4. If the jurisdiction is unable to meet the homeless participation requirement in 24 CFR

576.405(a), the jurisdiction must specify its plan for reaching out to and consulting with
homeless or formerly homeless individuals in considering policies and funding decisions
regarding facilities and services funded under ESG.
Tarrant County meets the homeless participation requirement. Tarrant County has taken several
steps to ensure citizen participation has occurred, particularly for the homeless population. An
annual public forum to hear the needs of homeless populations, agencies that serve them and case
workers who work directly with the homeless or almost homeless population occurred on February
11, 2015 at the Salvation Army. The information and public comments received will be reflected in
the Final PY2015 Action Plan through a public forum report in the appendix. Comments and
information are also collected from the consumer council meetings held monthly that is comprised
of homeless or formerly homeless persons that have concerns with homeless programs and
services. From this group, we are able to better identify their needs to assist them out of
homelessness or prevent homelessness.
5. Describe performance standards for evaluating ESG.
The performance standards will require initial evaluations and re-evaluations. Subrecipients will be
required to conduct initial evaluations of all households interested in receiving ESG assistance in
order to determine eligibility and the cost and type of assistance necessary for the household to
regain stability in permanent housing. The evaluation must comply with the County's written
standards and the local Continuum of Care's centralized or coordinated assessment system. In order
to successfully record performance outcomes, the CoC system requires that once a household is
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enrolled in an ESG program, non-domestic violence agencies must complete an initial HUD Intake
Assessment within the HMIS system (ETO), the HUD Mid-Program Assessment, and the HUD Exit
Assessment upon program. Performance outcomes will be reported to the County using the HMIS
generated ESG reports. Domestic Violence Organizations will provide the same data utilizing their
similar data systems. Reassessments are required for program participants receiving homelessness
prevention assistance and rapid re-housing assistance. Participants receiving homeless prevention
must be reassessed monthly; rapid re-housing participants must be reassessed at least quarterly. All
participants must receive an exit assessment. The Tarrant County Homeless Coalition (TCHC) will
help provide data to assess performance of subrecipients thereby allowing Tarrant County to best
allocate program funds for the program year. Data collected by the TCHC will be provided quarterly
and upon request. The administration of the HMIS has been contracted to the TCHC as assigned by
the CoC. The following is Tarrant County's performance standards as agreed upon with other
grantees within Tarrant County and HMIS administrator.
Street Outreach: Number of persons receiving case management and placed into housing
Emergency Shelter Operations: Number of persons receiving case management and have exited into
transitional or permanent housing.
Homelessness Prevention: Number of persons receiving case management, with higher income at
program exit, with non-cash benefits at exit that do not enter into the CoC system shelters during
the remainder of the ESG year.
Rapid Re-Housing: Number of persons receiving case management, exited to or maintained
permanent housing at exit, with higher income at program exit, with non-cash benefits at exit that
do not enter into the CoC system shelters during the remainder of the ESG year.

Discussion:
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Appendix - Alternate/Local Data Sources
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State of the Homeless
Address

Welcome.
Jason Hall
Continuum of Care Board of Directors Chair
Sal Espino
City of Fort Worth Mayor pro tem

Some important acronyms
PIT – Point in Time Count of the Homeless
COC – Continuum of Care, the planning body of the
community’s homeless response system
ES – Emergency Shelter
TH – Transitional Housing temporary housing up to
24 months
RRH – Rapid Rehousing short term rental assistance
considered permanent housing
PSH – Permanent Supportive Housing long term
rental assistance with case management
HMIS – Homeless Management Information
System…where all that scan card data goes

State of the Homeless Address

Point In Time Count
January 22, 2015
 Unsheltered – Person who spent the night

in a place not meant for human habitation
(outdoors, in a car, abandoned building)
 Emergency Sheltered – PNS, UGM, Sal
Army, SafeHaven, etc.
 Transitional Housing – Liberty House,
Simon, Patriot House, Community
Enrichment Center, etc.
 Safe haven – PNS

Point In Time Count
January 22, 2015
Data Sources
 Unsheltered – Volunteer Count and Surveys
 Emergency Sheltered ‐ HMIS
 Transitional Housing – HMIS
 Safehaven – HMIS

WISDOM
Knowledge
Information
Data Collection

Point In Time Count
A New Approach to Unsheltered


To start the path to housing, we need to
know who is homeless, not just interesting
demographics and aggregated data



2015 was an experiment – No More
Anonymous surveying.



The PIT count would no longer be about
data collection, it would be about
information gathering

New Best Practices in PIT Count
of Unsheltered Homeless
 We asked them for their name – no one is

invisible
 We asked for their phone numbers and
emails
 We asked where they could be found
 We asked them if we could take their photo

???

PIT 2015 Unsheltered
217 persons were found unsheltered
170 gave us their name
81 were newly identified homeless that did
not appear in the HMIS
68 gave us their direct contact information
51 said we could take their picture
170 persons actively reached out for help.

PIT 2015 Unsheltered
FW

ARL

Benbrook

Parker
County
Weatherford

NE
Tarrant

Total

Change

2015

165

34

1

1

16

217

18%+

2014
2013

161
247

16
28

‐
‐

1
1

6
5

184
281

Unsheltered on E. Lancaster Ave.
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20
0

2007

2009

2011

2013

2014

2015

Demographics of the
Unsheltered
#

Men
Women

RATE

148
44

68%
22%

35 women were found unsheltered in 2014, the
number continues to rise slightly every year.

Demographics of the
Unsheltered
#

Children 17 and younger
18‐24 year olds
25‐64 year olds
65 and over

0
7
170
3

Average age of the unsheltered is 45.

RATE

0%
3%
78%
1%

Demographics of the
Unsheltered
Zip Code/City of Prior Residence

#

RATE

Within the CoC

65

30%

Elsewhere in Texas

37

17%

Out of State

26

12%

Average outside‐of‐CoC residence was around
16% for years. In last 24 months it has jumped to
just shy of 30%.

Demographics of the
Unsheltered
Health

#

RATE

Used ER in last 6 months

55

25%

Used ambulance in last 6 months
Been attacked/beaten while
homeless
Have a serious health condition
Have a serious mental health
condition
Have a physical disability

28

13%

44

20%

46

21%

46

21%

29

13%

What are your immediate needs?
54
20
28
41
15
47
22
30
29
49

Food
Medical Visit
Dental
Clothing
Mental Health Visit
Water
Prescription/Medication
Eye Glasses
Hygiene / Toiletry Items
Bus Passes

What are your immediate needs?

1.Food
2.Bus Passes
3.Water

PIT 2015 Emergency Sheltered

2015

FW ES

Bertha
Collins

Room In
The Inn

ARLINGTON

Total

Change

1,033

48

31

133

1,245

‐2.1%

2014 and 2015 ‐ City of Fort Worth opened its
Bertha Collins Emergency Overflow Shelter
that was activated on both count nights.

HUD Changes in Housing Type
and Homeless Definition

*Transitional Housing whose residents were

counted as homeless in 2014 converted to
Rapid Rehousing changing their status from
homeless to permanently housed

Point in Time Homeless Counts
UN

ES

Safehaven

TH

Total

Change

2015

217

1,245

20

432

1,914

*

2014
2013
2011
2009

184
281
136
195

1,273
1,126
1,193
1,148

20
18
20
20

948
965
927
818

2,425
2,390
2,169
2,181

1.46% +
10.19%+
<1% ‐

*335 previously classified beds in TH have moved to RRH, and
therefore no longer meeting the HUD definition of
homelessness.

Point in Time Homeless Counts
UN

ES

Safehaven

TH

Total

2015

217

1,245

20

432

1,914

2014
Change

184
+ 33
+ 18%

1,273
‐28
‐2.1%

20
_

948
‐516
‐54%

2,425

Comparing Housing Type to Housing Type
UN + ES + SH = 1,482 2015
UN + ES + SH = 1,477 2014
Very slight increase .3%+

Homeless By Location
UN

ES

SH

TH

Total

%

Fort Worth

165

1,112

20

187

1,484

77.53%

Arlington

34

133

0

112

279

14.58%

Benbrook

1

0

0

0

1

.05%

Weatherford

1

0

0

0

1

.05%

NE Tarrant

16

0

0

133

149

7.78%

217

1,245

20

432

1,914

Subpopulations
SUB POPULATIONS

UN

ES

Safe
Haven

Severely Mentally Ill

46

300

20

93

459

72

170

3

89

334

3

10

‐

7

20

6

193

1

128

328

Chronic Substance
Abuse
Persons with
HIV/AIDS
Victims of Domestic
Violence

TH

Total

Homeless Children
Total

Children

Total

Unsheltered

217

0

0%

Safehaven

20

0

0%

Emergency Shelters

1,245

219

17.5%

Transitional Housing

432

161

37%

1,914

380

19.8%

Drop in overall homeless children from 30% in 2014
to 19.8% in 2015

Homeless Veterans
UN

ES

Safe
Haven

TH

Change

Change

2015

19

79

3

92

193

‐32%

2014

35

110

0

137

282

A majority of Transitionally Housing Veterans are on a path to
permanent housing
The CoC Veteran’s Committee meets monthly and reviews
chronically homeless veterans and is down to 11 to be housed.
Family Endeavors and Catholic Charities are SSVF recipients
working to close the gap to end Veteran Homelessness by
December 2015!

Chronic Homeless
UN

ES

Safe Haven

TOTAL

Change

2015

27

94

15

136

‐59%

2014

54

214

10

331

CH
Individuals

27

86

15

128

CH Families

8 persons
/3 HH

8

2014 ‐ 14 Chronically Homeless Families with 53
members 43% decrease in Chronically homeless
Households

Ending Chronic Homelessness
How we are achieving the Goal
• Assuring that no less than 85% of all Permanent
Supportive Housing resources are dedicated to the
Chronically Homeless
• Gatekeeping the resource with systematic
documentation of homelessness and disability
• Maintaining dynamic housing priority lists
All are components of the new
Coordinated Assessment System
that began April 2014

Coordinated Assessment System
Persons are prioritized by
•Length of stay in homelessness
•Presenting with a significant disability
•Severity of supportive services needs in order
to maintain independent housing

Supportive Housing Inventory
The Housing Resource available that is being
allocated through Coordinated Assessment
and the Documentation of Priority Status
process DOPS:

1,666 PSH Beds

Managing the Priority Lists through CAS
250

PRIORITY HOUSING LIST ‐ TRENDS

P1‐P4 Chronic Beds
200

150

P5 – P8 PSH
100

50

0
12/16/2014

P9‐10 TH

12/23/2014

Dedicated CH P1‐P4

12/30/2014

1/6/2015

Committed CH Beds P5‐P8

1/13/2015

1/20/2015

TH P9‐P10

RRH P11‐P12

1/27/2015

2/3/2015

Homeless Prevention NP1‐NP2

Ending Chronic Homelessness
136 is a POINT IN TIME.
On January 22, someone was vulnerable, disabled
and perhaps only 10 months homeless and has the
potential to become chronically homeless
We have only assessed 23% of our UN and ES
populations and look what we have accomplished

Chronic Homeless
UN

ES

Safe Haven

TOTAL

Change

2015

27

94

15

136

‐59%

2014

54

214

10

331

CAS creates a housing priority LIST not estimates.
We have their names.
We know barriers.
We know history.
And we have an extraordinary pool of talented and
experienced Case Managers to staff these cases!

Annualized Number of Homeless
Annualized now come directly from ACTUAL data collected within
the HMIS reported annually in the Annual Homeless Assessment
Report AHAR

AHAR Oct 1, 2013 – Sep 30, 2014

6,338 persons will pass through emergency
shelters in a year in Tarrant County
1,438 ES Beds
149 are seasonal overflow beds

AND

Public Forum
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Assessment of
Fair Housing
Submitted by: Tarrant County, Texas – © 2015

Submission Date: May 15, 2015
Type of submission: Tarrant County Consortium (Formula grant recipient)
Period covered by this assessment: July 1, 2015 – June 30, 2020
This is considered an Assessment of Fair Housing for 2015-2020

Assessment of
Fair Housing

Submitted by: Tarrant County, Texas – © 2015

Fair Housing is the right of individuals to obtain the housing of their
choice, free from discrimination based on race, color, religion, sex,
disability, familial status, or national origin. This right is assured by the
Federal Fair Housing Act, as amended and other legislation which
makes it unlawful to discriminate in the sale, rental, financing, and
insuring of housing.

42 USC 3601-3619

Per 24 CFR 570.904 (c)), provisions to affirmatively further fair housing
(AFFH) are principal and long-standing components of U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) housing and
community development programs. These provisions flow from the
mandate of Section 808(e)(5) of the Fair Housing Act which requires
the Secretary of HUD to administer the Department’s housing and
urban development programs in a manner to affirmatively further fair
housing. Guidance from 24 CFR 91.225 and 24 CFR 570.904 (c)), the
Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice and parts of the
proposed fair housing assessment tool of 2014 will guide this report.
Federal grantees, such as Tarrant County are required to further the
purposes of the Fair Housing Act as for too many people, housing
choices can be constrained through housing discrimination, the
operation of housing markets, investment choices by holders of
capital, policy, practices and processes, whose intent and effect or
purpose and impact impede, infringe or deny the exercise of Fair
Housing rights by persons protected under the act.

1968 is to protect the

Tarrant County aims to provide robust data and a framework for
assessment that will help identify where fair housing challenges and
opportunities exist. Data will be compiled for all Tarrant County Urban
Entitlement which includes all cities in Tarrant County outside of the
Cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie.

market in which a

The primary purpose of
the Fair Housing Act of
buyer/renter of a
dwelling from
seller/landlord
discrimination. Its
primary prohibition

Assessment of Fair Housing

Introduction

makes it unlawful to
refuse to sell, rent to, or
negotiate with any
person because of that
person's inclusion in a
protected class. The goal
is a unitary housing
person's background (as
opposed to financial
resources) does not
arbitrarily restrict access.

1

Assessment of Fair Housing

2

Page Left Intentionally Blank

Table of Contents
42 USC 3601-3619 ............................................................................................................................ 1
Introduction ..................................................................................................................................... 1
Section II: Executive Summary ......................................................................................................... 5
Purpose of Report ........................................................................................................................ 5
Fair Housing Background ............................................................................................................. 5
Process and Methodology ........................................................................................................... 6
Fair Housing Issues ....................................................................................................................... 7
Summary of Fair housing Goals and Priorities ............................................................................. 7
Section III: Community Participation Process .................................................................................. 8
Results of the Online Survey ........................................................................................................ 8
Public Comments ......................................................................................................................... 8
Local Demographic Profile ........................................................................................................... 9
Racial/Ethnicity ...................................................................................................................... 16
Persons with Disabilities ........................................................................................................ 18
Household Types (families with and without children) ......................................................... 20
Social and Economic Patterns .................................................................................................... 22
Income ................................................................................................................................... 22
Limited English Proficiency (LEP) ........................................................................................... 27

Assessment of Fair Housing

Section IV: Analysis .......................................................................................................................... 8

National Origin Groups .......................................................................................................... 29
Employment Trends ............................................................................................................... 30
Community Assets and Needs ................................................................................................... 32
Transportation ....................................................................................................................... 33
Education ............................................................................................................................... 36
Housing Assets and Needs ......................................................................................................... 39
Current Housing Stock by Age and Type ................................................................................ 40
Number of owner occupied versus renter ............................................................................. 43
Home Mortgage Loans ........................................................................................................... 45
Number of foreclosures ......................................................................................................... 48
Average Housing Costs ........................................................................................................... 49
Housing Problems ...................................................................................................................... 50
Housing Cost Burden.............................................................................................................. 50

3

Overcrowding ......................................................................................................................... 55
Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities by Income .................................................. 56
Location of Public Housing Residents .................................................................................... 58
Voucher Locations .................................................................................................................. 59
Subsidized Housing Locations ................................................................................................ 59
Fair Housing Compliance and Infrastructure ............................................................................. 60
Community Attitudes to Fair Housing (from survey) ............................................................. 60
Section V: Fair Housing Priorities and Goals .................................................................................. 62
Goals........................................................................................................................................... 62

Assessment of Fair Housing

Priorities ..................................................................................................................................... 62

4

Section II: Executive Summary
Purpose of Report

•
•
•

An assessment of conditions affecting fair housing choice for all protected classes
An assessment of the availability of affordable, accessible housing
A review of Tarrant County administrative policies, procedures and practices.

Fair Housing Background

On April 11, 1968, President Lyndon Johnson signed the Civil Rights Act of 1968, which was
meant as a follow-up to the Civil Rights Act of 1964. The 1968 act expanded on previous acts and
prohibited discrimination concerning the sale, rental, and financing of housing based on race,
religion, national origin, sex, (and as amended in 1974) handicap and family status (as amended
in 1988) and sexual orientation or gender identity (as amended in 2012). Title VIII of the Act is
also known as the Fair Housing Act (of 1968). The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) is charged with ensuring equal access and promotes the federal goal of
providing decent housing and suitable living environments for all 1. The Fair Housing Act is
enforced administratively by HUD in which people who believe that they have been harmed by a
violation of the Act may file administrative complaints with HUD and HUD will conduct an
impartial investigation of the claims.
Through the 2014 proposed rule to Affirmatively Further Fair Housing (AFFH) in FR-5173-P-01,
HUD aims to improve on the current regulatory structure by providing communities with robust
data and a framework for assessment that will help them to identify where fair housing
challenges and opportunities exist. HUD designed the structure in the proposed rule to provide
grantees more explicit direction about what HUD expects from grantees when they assess fair
housing conditions and the standards that HUD will use in determining compliance with the
regulation. While HUD provides guidance on the scope of the required assessment and link that
assessment into housing and community development planning, it is local decision makers who
1

Goal is found in section 2 of the Housing Act of 1949, 42 U.S.C. 1441.

Assessment of Fair Housing

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires all governing
authorities that are required to prepare a Consolidated Plan in order to receive HUD funds to
certify that they will “affirmatively further fair housing” (AFFH) within their jurisdictions. This
requirement is codified, for local jurisdictions, in the Consolidated Plan requirements under 24
CFR 91.225. Since the inception of the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program in
1974, Tarrant County has taken a strong fiduciary role to affirmatively further fair housing for
the residents of the Urban County. Tarrant County will review and update the Assessment of Fair
Housing (AFH) every five years to ensure an accurate reflection of the community in conjunction
with the five-year Consolidated Plan. This report will entail the following to identify fair housing
goals to increase housing choice which will be used in subsequent years to help develop a robust
community plan informed by fair housing principles. ‘‘Fair housing choice’’ sets forth elements
required for individuals and families to be able to live where they choose without barriers
related to the classes protected under the Fair Housing Act: Actual choice, protected choice, and
enabled choice.

5

will ultimately identify their fair housing issues, goals and the appropriate actions they will take
to promote fair housing choice. Tarrant County will use 24 CFR 91.225, the definition of the Fair
Housing Act, previous Analysis of Impediments reports, various governmental data sources and
data provided to date from the proposed rule to Affirmatively Further Fair Housing (AFFH) to
make this assessment of fair housing.

Process and Methodology

Assessment of Fair Housing

The information presented is intended to assist the County in evaluating and updating fair
housing issues presented in the previous Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice (AI)
dated September 2010. This report was prepared by the staff of the Tarrant County Community
Development and Housing Department (CDHD) and involves data collection and analysis from
the below sources.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

U.S. Census Bureau (American Community Survey “ACS” data, decennial data)
U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Texas Education Agency (TEA)
Texas Workforce Commission (TWC)
North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG)
Anecdotal information collected from published reports
Descriptive data pertaining to the housing market and trends in real estate
Information collected from local stakeholders and city governments.
Locally-generated reports and other relevant data pertaining to the Tarrant County
housing market, patterns, and local economy.

Using the above data, CDHD will analyze its fair housing issues and provide a complete
Assessment of Fair Housing (AFH) to HUD which will include fair housing goals. The AFFH goals
identified in the AFH will be used to inform strategies and actions of the Consolidated Plan,
Annual Action Plan and the PHA plan.
As an urban county, Tarrant County faces a different set of challenges than the cities within the
county. Under Texas law, incorporated cities, not counties, are invested with extensive
ordinance-making powers. The County cannot exercise ordinance reform; however, through the
Mayors’ Council, Tarrant County can educate municipalities on current rules and procedures
which enhance fair housing choices.
Tarrant County’s housing programs, including Housing Choice Vouchers and other federal
formula grants are administered in accordance with all applicable federal regulations and have
instituted policies to affirmatively further fair housing. Copies of this report will be available online at http://www.tarrantcounty.com/eCommunityDev, electronically upon request and hard
copies will be maintained at the offices of the Tarrant County Community Development Division,
1509-B South University Drive, Suite 276, Fort Worth, TX 76107.
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Fair Housing Issues

Fair housing issues are the ones that negatively impact the freedom of choice in housing. In
general, issues include the costs of housing, the number and type of affordable housing to rent
or buy, where housing is located relative to work, play, study and the methods to transport to
and from those places and home. The last is of particular concern due to the additional costs
when factoring in housing in Tarrant County due to the lack of alternate transportation.
NIMBYism (Not In My Back Yard concerns) exists. In Tarrant County’s community needs survey,
the predominant response to having well maintained public housing added to an established
residential neighborhood was not positive. Change in mindset where developers build or
renovate with amenities for residents and the neighborhood could lead to a change in mindset.

For those owner occupied homes, especially for persons who are elderly or have disabilities, the
issue is often the cost to maintain aging housing. Data in this report reveals that approximately
70 percent of the owner occupied housing stock is considered old and potentially requires
rehabilitation. As our population grows older with our housing stock, aging in place remains the
best option of affordable housing for special needs population.

Summary of Fair housing Goals and Priorities

Fair housing goals in respect to housing issues are the following.
1.
2.
3.
4.

Maintain safe and affordable housing
Add to the affordable housing stock
Educate the public on fair housing rights
Create livable and sustainable neighborhoods.

Assessment of Fair Housing

Building or acquiring and rehabilitating affordable housing in stagnant low income
neighborhoods will not help the resident or the local economy to thrive. Choices of affordable
housing should be near schools, jobs, recreation, quality food sources and alternate
transportation. Developers need to bear market conditions in mind and CDHD will work with
Cities to coordinate needs of housing relative to market conditions.

To meet the stated goals, CDHD will set the following priorities in which will be followed through
the five year Consolidated Plan and the annual Action Plans.
A. Assist homeowners with maintaining housing by rehabilitating single family owner
occupied homes and costs of closing and down payment of new homes.
B. Work with developers to build in marketable neighborhoods that best serve the
community, resident and economy.
C. Educate the public and local governments on fair housing rights. CDHD will continue to
answer phone calls about tenant rights and fair housing rights to better educate callers
of their rights. Through the Mayors’ Council, CDHD will provide information to cities
about fair housing which may assist local policy.
D. To create livable and sustainable neighborhoods, collaborations will be made and
continued to recognize the dynamics of the ever changing environment in respect to the
economy, transportation, health and general welfare of Tarrant County citizens.
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Section III: Community Participation Process

Outreach activities to encourage community participation in the development of the AFH
included an online survey. The online survey was available to all Tarrant County citizens
disseminated through each city via website, newsletters and hardcopy surveys October 6, 2014
thru
January
18,
2015.
The
AFH
will
be
available
online
at http://www.tarrantcounty.com/eCommunityDev and at the Community Development office
as part of the final 2015 – 2019 Consolidated Plan submitted to HUD May 15, 2015. This
document may be updated as needed and comments will remain open until the new assessment
is made.

Assessment of Fair Housing

Results of the Online Survey

The survey was available through Survey Monkey for 3.5 months. In that time, 32 questions
were asked and 27 incomplete and 374 completed surveys were collected from residents in
participating cities. Tarrant County posted the survey on the CDHD website as well as through
some consortium cities web pages. Not all cities were able to post the link on their city page
therefore links were listed on water bills. The majority of respondents were white/Caucasian
persons with low to middle incomes. More details of survey results will be presented in this
report as well as within the five-year Consolidated Plan for 2015-2019 Tarrant County.

Public Comments

Any public comments during the public comment period for the 2015 – 2019 Consolidated Plan
will be included in the appendix of the Consolidated Plan.
Review and comment of this report includes persons from the Tarrant County District Attorney’s
office, Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office, administrator’s from the County Judge’s and
Commissioner’s office.

Section IV: Analysis

Tarrant County is a county located in the north central part of Texas, west of Dallas County.
According to the Census Bureau, in 2013 Tarrant County had a population of 1,911,541. Its
county seat is Fort Worth. Tarrant County is the second most populous county in the Dallas/Fort
Worth Metroplex and contains its second (City of Fort Worth) and third (City of Arlington) largest
principal cities. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the county has a total area of 897 square
miles (2,324 km²), of which, 863 square miles (2,236 km²) of it is land and 34 square miles
(88 km²) of it (3.80%) is water.
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For this report and the purpose of fulfilling Consolidated Plan requirements under 24 CFR
91.225, Tarrant County Urban Entitlement will consist of 34 cities; Azle, Bedford, Benbrook, Blue
Mound, Burleson, Colleyville, Crowley, Dalworthington Gardens, Edgecliff Village, Euless,
Everman, Forest Hill, Grapevine, Haltom City, Haslet, Hurst, Keller, Kennedale, Lakeside, Lake
Worth, Mansfield, North Richland Hills, Pantego, Pelican Bay, Richland Hills, River Oaks, Saginaw,
Sansom Park, Southlake, Watauga, Westlake, Westover Hills, Westworth Village, and White

Settlement. Although Colleyville, Edgecliff Village, Pelican Bay, Westlake and Westover Hills are
not part of the Urban Consortium, they will be included in our data assessment. The Cities of
Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie data will be included in the overall assessment due to
geography; however, the three cities receive separate city entitlement funding from HUD in
which specific reports will be made from those respective cities.

Table 1: Population by County and Cities
CENSUS Data - City

Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Burleson
Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington Gardens
Edgecliff Village (town)
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lakeside (town)
Lake Worth
Mansfield
North Richland Hills
Pantego (town)
Pelican Bay
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Saginaw
Sansom Park
Southlake
Watauga
Westlake (town)

2000

2010

2012 ACS

% change from
2000 to 2010

9,600
47,152
20,208
2,388
20,976
19,636
7,467
2,186
2,550
46,005
5,836
12,949
42,059
39,018
1,134
36,273
27,345
5,850
1,040
4,618
28,031
55,635
2,318
1,505
8,132
6,985
12,374
4,181
21,519
21,908
207

10,947
46,979
21,234
2,394
36,690
22,807
12,838
2,259
2,776
51,277
6,108
12,355
46,334
42,409
1,517
37,337
39,627
6,763
1,307
4,584
56,368
63,343
2,394
1,547
7,801
7,427
19,806
4,686
26,575
23,497
992

10,788
47,385
21,433
2,665
36,879
23,009
12,878
2,152
2,815
51,526
6,128
12,478
46,756
42,511
1,937
37,572
39,763
6,816
1,479
4,626
55,818
63,605
2,778
1,845
7,866
7,460
19,793
4,680
26,454
23,600
1,059

14.03%
-0.37%
5.08%
0.25%
74.91%
16.15%
71.93%
3.34%
8.86%
11.46%
4.66%
-4.59%
10.16%
8.69%
33.77%
2.93%
44.91%
15.61%
25.67%
-0.74%
101.09%
13.85%
3.28%
2.79%
-4.07%
6.33%
60.06%
12.08%
23.50%
7.25%
379.23%
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Local Demographic Profile
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Westover Hills (town)
Westworth Village
White Settlement

658
2,124
14,831

682
2,472
16,116

625
2,465
16,208

3.65%
16.38%
8.66%

Tarrant County Entitlement
534,698
642,248
645,852
20.11%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 decennial, 2010 decennial and 2012 ACS 5-yr Estimate ‘08-‘12
In 2000, Tarrant County HUD entitlement area had 534,698 people living in 34 cities. According
to the U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 5 year ACS Demographic Tarrant County entitlement area
population was 645,852 and had risen to 20.8%. From 2000 to 2010 Tarrant County entitlement
population increased by 20.1 percent (or 107,550 people), and by 2012 estimates by another
0.56 percent. The cities within the Entitlement County are considered suburban surrounding the
two major urban cities within the County; City of Arlington and City of Fort Worth. Only a small
portion of Grand Prairie lies within Tarrant County.

Assessment of Fair Housing

Map 1: Tarrant County Consortium Cities
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The greatest population growth occurred in the southern and north western cities that still have
land to build upon. For example, the City of Mansfield’s population doubled in ten years as there
was lots of land to build residential and commercial property on during the housing boom,
excellent school system, amenities for growing families and close proximity to major highways
and major employers. Cities that showed above average growth between 2000 and 2010 are the
Cities of Burleson, Crowley, Lakeside, Mansfield, Saginaw, Southlake and Westlake. The Cities of
Haslet and Keller also showed some significant growth. Although Tarrant County overall has
shown steady growth in population, a few cities have seen slight decreases. Cities like Forest Hill
and Richland Hills showed less than 5% decreases between 2000 and 2010 and cities such as

Bedford and Lake Worth showed less than 1% decrease during the same time period. According
to North Central Texas Council of Governments (NCTCOG) forecasts, the population within
Tarrant county overall will double by 2040.

Table 2: Tarrant County Population Projections and Percent Change*
Year Total

Pct Chg Anglo

Pct Chg Black

Pct Chg Hispanic

Pct Chg Other

Pct Chg

2000 1,446,219

---

908,197

---

188,144

---

285,290

---

64,588

---

2005 1,553,725

7.4

913,930

0.6

206,584

9.8

353,688

24.0

79,523

23.1

2010 1,809,034

25.1

937,135

3.2

262,522

39.5

482,977

69.3

126,400

95.7

2015 1,926,170

33.2

939,579

3.5

286,798

52.4

556,497

95.1

143,296

121.9

2020 2,046,408

41.5

935,007

3.0

311,143

65.4

639,591

124.2

160,667

148.8

2025 2,171,227

50.1

924,120

1.8

334,804

78.0

733,785

157.2

178,518

176.4

2030 2,300,798

59.1

906,218

-0.2

357,619

90.1

838,801

194.0

198,160

206.8

2035 2,428,789

67.9

881,399

-3.0

378,562

101.2

949,164

232.7

219,664

240.1

2040 2,552,459

76.5

852,460

-6.1

395,752

110.3

1,062,007

272.3

242,240

275.1

2045 2,673,887

84.9

820,825

-9.6

410,615

118.2

1,178,483

313.1

263,964

308.7

2050 2,797,199

93.4

788,282

-13.2

422,882

124.8

1,301,694

356.3

284,341

340.2
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Using the 0.5 projection scenario, the following table represents population projections for
Tarrant County as computed in 2012 by The Office of the State Demographer for the State of
Texas:

* Anglo, Black, and other exclude Hispanic counts.
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Table 3: Age Distribution [Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Demographic 2008-2012]
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Geography
Azle city, Texas
Bedford city, Texas
Benbrook city, Texas
Blue Mound city, Texas
Burleson city, Texas
Colleyville city, Texas
Crowley city, Texas
Dalworthington Gardens
city, Texas
Edgecliff Village town, Texas
Euless city, Texas
Everman city, Texas
Forest Hill city, Texas
Grapevine city, Texas
Haltom City city, Texas
Haslet city, Texas
Hurst city, Texas
Keller city, Texas
Kennedale city, Texas
Lakeside town (Tarrant
County), Texas
Lake Worth city, Texas
Mansfield city, Texas
North Richland Hills city,
Texas
Pantego town, Texas
Pelican Bay city, Texas
Richland Hills city, Texas
River Oaks city, Texas
Saginaw city, Texas
Sansom Park city, Texas
Southlake city, Texas
Watauga city, Texas
Westlake town, Texas
Westover Hills town, Texas
Westworth Village city,
Texas
White Settlement city,
Texas
Tarrant County, Texas

Total
Population
10,788
47,385
21,433
2,665
36,879
23,009
12,878

Under 5
years
741
2,997
1,166
145
3,023
917
1,002

5-17
Years
1,830
6,724
3,126
650
8,058
5,189
3,251

18-20
Years
413
1,563
439
84
1,287
850
503

21-64
Years
6,208
29,595
12,869
1,575
20,637
13,716
7,175

65+
Years
1,596
6,506
3,833
211
3,874
2,337
947

2,152
2,815
51,526
6,128
12,478
46,756
42,511
1,937
37,572
39,763
6,816

14
173
3,476
494
693
2,987
3,948
66
2,219
2,057
274

362
455
8,951
1,634
2,645
8,977
7,731
419
6,697
9,686
1,550

133
117
1,669
320
498
1,484
1,603
41
1,246
1,409
184

1,296
1,549
33,615
3,049
7,465
29,684
24,784
1,239
21,568
23,020
3,984

347
521
3,815
631
1,177
3,624
4,445
172
5,842
3,591
824

1,479
4,626
55,818

56
280
3,998

143
649
13,809

41
128
1,987

867
2,594
32,095

372
975
3,929

63,605
2,778
1,845
7,866
7,460
19,793
4,680
26,454
23,600
1,059
625

4,491
113
211
365
486
1,484
388
1,318
1,813
50
23

11,020
506
416
1,125
1,624
4,120
939
7,426
5,042
310
104

2,587
113
59
309
230
669
174
887
913
34
15

37,880
1,329
1,028
4,626
4,263
12,165
2,618
15,180
13,868
571
266

7,627
717
131
1,441
857
1,355
561
1,643
1,964
94
217

2,465

173

361

127

1,494

310

1,012
3,081
42,653 128,610

714
22,830

9,263
383,135

2,138
68,624

16,208
645,852

In a report by Harvard’s Joint Center for Housing Studies (JCHS) called “Housing America’s Older
Adults – Meeting the Needs of an Aging Population” 2, it states that “the number of Americans
age 50 and above is expected to grow to 132 million in the next 17 years, marking a more than
70% increase since 2000. The over-65 population is estimated to double in the same period to
one in five Americans, the study shows. At the same time, the numbers of people 85 and older
will more than triple to 20 million. Researchers conclude the age 85 and above population with
increasing cognitive, hearing and mobility problems will be more difficult to adequately house…
The report concludes that: (1) Current high housing costs force one-third of adults age 50 and
older pay to pay more than 30% of their income toward housing needs, forcing them to cut back
considerably on food, health care, or retirement savings. (2) Adequate transportation is lacking
or ill-suited for those unable to drive -- isolating the elderly from family and friends. (3) Much of
the nation’s housing inventory is largely inaccessible for people with disabilities or longterm care
needs. (4) A major disconnect between housing programs and health care services put many of
the elderly at risk of premature institutionalization.”
Tarrant County’s Entitlement cities make up approximately 11% of 65+ populations with half of
the cities above average. Municipalities’ such as Benbrook, Edgecliff Village, Lakeside, Lake
Worth, Pantego, Richland Hills and Westover Hills have at least 18% of their populations made
up of 65+. Cities of Azle, Bedford, Dalworthington Gardens, Hurst, Kennedale, North Richland
Hills, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Westworth Village and White Settlement have 12-16% population
made up of persons 65+. There is a clear need to provide housing assistance to those aging and
want to age in place in owner occupied homes.

Assessment of Fair Housing

Often age distribution of a city will show the housing and community needs of its citizens. In this
table you can see that there is a high number of persons 65 years and older that live in the town
of Lakeside, and the Cities of Pantego and Westover Hills. Each of those cities with at least a
quarter of their population aged 65+ may potentially need assistance to rehabilitate their homes
so those persons can age in place. For cities with many young families with children less than 5
years and school aged children such as cities of Burleson, Everman and Sansom Park; parks and
age appropriate community programs would help further develop a quality future workforce.
With the exception of a few cities, overall Tarrant County cities have a strong workforce with
future workforce to sustain progress in this county as population increases.
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http://www.jchs.harvard.edu/sites/jchs.harvard.edu/files/jchshousing_americas_older_adults_2014.pdf © 2014
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Graph 1: Population by Age Group
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Overall for Tarrant County Consortium Cities, there are 1.8% more females than males. Evident
differences are seen in the cities of Grapevine and North Richland Hills where there are more
females than males. The differences could be a result of differences in mortality for men and
women, where women tend to live longer than men. The national average percentage of women
is 50.8% and in the state of Texas it is 50.4% which indicates that Tarrant County’s Consortium
cities 50.9% relatively falls in line with national trends. City of Fort Worth and City of Arlington
both have 50.9% female population as well.

Graph 2: Population by Gender/Sex

TARRANT COUNTY

Total Population Male:
Female:
10,788
5,397
5,391
47,385
22,984
24,401
21,433
10,271
11,162
2,665
1,322
1,343
36,879
17,780
19,099
23,009
11,129
11,880
12,878
6,565
6,313
2,152
936
1,216
2,815
1,436
1,379
51,526
25,315
26,211
6,128
2,894
3,234
12,478
6,788
5,690
46,756
22,361
24,395
42,511
21,565
20,946
1,937
984
953
37,572
18,498
19,074
39,763
20,023
19,740
6,816
3,491
3,325
1,479
754
725
4,626
2,090
2,536
55,818
27,724
28,094
63,605
30,595
33,010
2,778
1,325
1,453
1,845
897
948
7,866
3,945
3,921
7,460
3,704
3,756
19,793
9,590
10,203
4,680
2,107
2,573
26,454
13,483
12,971
23,600
11,503
12,097
1,059
517
542
625
319
306
2,465
1,306
1,159
16,208
7,836
8,372
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Table 4: Population by Gender
Azle city, Texas
Bedford city, Texas
Benbrook city, Texas
Blue Mound city, Texas
Burleson city, Texas
Colleyville city, Texas
Crowley city, Texas
Dalworthington Gardens city, Texas
Edgecliff Village town, Texas
Euless city, Texas
Everman city, Texas
Forest Hill city, Texas
Grapevine city, Texas
Haltom City city, Texas
Haslet city, Texas
Hurst city, Texas
Keller city, Texas
Kennedale city, Texas
Lakeside town (Tarrant County), Texas
Lake Worth city, Texas
Mansfield city, Texas
North Richland Hills city, Texas
Pantego town, Texas
Pelican Bay city, Texas
Richland Hills city, Texas
River Oaks city, Texas
Saginaw city, Texas
Sansom Park city, Texas
Southlake city, Texas
Watauga city, Texas
Westlake town, Texas
Westover Hills town, Texas
Westworth Village city, Texas
White Settlement city, Texas

645,852 317,434 328,418
15

Racial/Ethnicity
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Tarrant County consortium cities are comprised of cities surrounding the City Fort Worth and the
City of Arlington. From the following map of population by race showing White only, not
Hispanic, the purple color indicates that over 60% of the population in that census tract is white,
non-Hispanic persons. Almost all Tarrant County consortium cities are predominately white with
the exception of the City of Everman and City of Forest Hill where there is less than 40% of
white, non-Hispanic populations. The area in the City of Grapevine appears to have a large
population that is not white and not Hispanic; however this area is Dallas Fort Worth
International Airport.
When considering what other races are predominant other than White, non-Hispanic; we see
that at least 40% 3 of persons in almost all of the Cities of Blue Mound, Everman, River Oaks,
Sansom Park and parts of Forest Hill and Haltom City are persons of Hispanic origin. Parts of the
City of Forest Hill and Fort Worth have tracts with more than 60% 4 of persons that are classified
as black/African American. When looking at historical maps of race and ethnicity trends through
the decades, from 1980 we see the same patterns of where black/African Americans and
persons of Hispanic descent live and continue to live and grow. It is evident that there are more
persons of Hispanic origins living in Tarrant County now as population increases. White race has
moved more towards the north or south of the two major cities, Asian race has increased and
blacks/African Americans have increased west and east of the southern part of the county.

Map 2: Population by rate of white alone race
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See maps of Population by Race – Persons of Hispanic Origin in the appendix
See maps of Population by Race – Black/African American in the appendix

Throughout the years, we can see a pattern of population movement 5. From the 1980’s we see a
predominantly white population throughout Tarrant County with the exception of
concentrations of black/African American population in the south east section of Fort Worth and
persons of Hispanic origin just north of downtown Fort Worth on the western side of I-35. In
1990 we see an increase population of white/Caucasians throughout the County especially in
Kennedale, Arlington, Watauga, North Richland Hills, Keller, Euless, Burleson and western part of
Fort Worth.

In the 2000 census population count, we see a visible increase of whites/Caucasians in the
Northeastern part of Tarrant County as well as Mansfield, Burleson and Azle. The population
trend for persons of Hispanic origin increase in the same areas as 1990 and continue to replace
historically black/African American neighborhoods in Southeast Fort Worth. The black/African
American population continues to move east to Arlington, Grand Prairie and into the
southwestern quadrant of the city of Fort Worth.

Table 5: Race and Ethnicity Index
City/Town
Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Burleson
Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington
Gardens
Edgecliff Village
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
5

Population

Total:
% White
10,788
96.7%
47,385
80.7%
21,433
89.8%
2,665
82.1%
36,879
93.5%
23,009
83.9%
12,878
81.6%
2,152
2,815
51,526
6,128
12,478
46,756
42,511
1,937
37,572

94.1%
80.7%
63.9%
56.9%
42.4%
84.4%
67.7%
83.9%
81.3%

%
%
other
Black/
race
%
%
%
AA
AI/AN Asian NH/PI alone
1.0%
0.4% 0.5%
0.0%
0.6%
8.1%
0.1% 4.2%
0.5%
4.4%
6.2%
0.3% 1.6%
0.0%
0.6%
1.1%
0.0% 0.2%
0.0% 12.4%
3.2%
0.2% 0.6%
0.2%
1.1%
1.9%
0.1% 9.5%
0.1%
2.0%
12.6%
0.7% 0.8%
0.0%
1.3%
1.4%
14.0%
12.1%
26.1%
46.4%
1.6%
5.0%
3.8%
6.2%

0.2%
0.5%
0.6%
0.2%
0.3%
0.7%
1.0%
0.5%
0.3%

2.3%
1.6%
8.6%
0.1%
0.3%
4.0%
7.1%
2.2%
2.0%

0.0%
0.0%
2.6%
0.0%
0.0%
0.5%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.1%
2.7%
8.9%
13.5%
9.3%
6.1%
17.2%
4.4%
8.5%

% Two
or
more
races:
0.8%
2.0%
1.5%
4.2%
1.2%
2.5%
3.0%
1.9%
0.5%
3.3%
3.2%
1.3%
2.7%
2.0%
5.2%
1.8%

See Annual Population Counts from 1980 to 2010 in Appendix http://egis.hud.gov/affht_pt/ (Yellow
dot = Hispanic persons, Blue dot = white, green dot = black/AA, red dot = Asian) Current (1-75 count)

Assessment of Fair Housing

Minority concentrations in 1990 continue to increase for persons with Hispanic origins, but it
appears that less blacks/African Americans are in the southeastern part of Fort Worth as they
have migrated eastward to other cities while persons of Hispanic origin move into those
southeastern Fort Worth neighborhoods. The Black/African American population appears to
begin increasing in Forest Hill.
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Keller
39,763
90.7%
2.1%
0.5%
Kennedale
6,816
87.5%
6.9%
0.9%
Lakeside
1,479
90.7%
2.2%
0.7%
Lake Worth
4,626
92.0%
0.0%
0.0%
Mansfield
55,818
75.0%
14.1%
0.2%
N. Richland Hills
63,605
86.4%
4.0%
0.5%
Pantego
2,778
90.5%
4.6%
1.3%
Pelican Bay
1,845
90.3%
1.7%
1.6%
Richland Hills
7,866
89.9%
2.5%
0.9%
River Oaks
7,460
81.8%
0.3%
0.2%
Saginaw
19,793
85.3%
4.0%
0.4%
Sansom Park
4,680
83.1%
0.6%
0.0%
Southlake
26,454
89.5%
2.0%
0.2%
Watauga
23,600
79.4%
4.8%
0.4%
Westlake
1,059
95.6%
0.0%
0.4%
Westover Hills
625
97.6%
0.0%
0.5%
Westworth
Village
2,465
78.6%
6.0%
1.0%
White Settlement
16,208
83.0%
7.1%
0.8%
Tarrant County
Entitlement
645,852
81.0%
6.8%
0.4%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Demographic 2008-2012

3.7%
2.4%
0.7%
0.6%
4.2%
2.3%
0.6%
0.0%
0.7%
2.9%
3.1%
1.2%
5.8%
3.4%
3.1%
0.0%

0.1%
0.2%
0.0%
0.6%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.3%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.6%
0.0%
1.9%

1.1%
1.1%
0.0%
5.4%
3.1%
5.0%
0.5%
1.1%
4.4%
13.5%
4.1%
7.7%
0.6%
8.3%
0.9%
0.0%

1.9%
1.0%
5.7%
1.4%
3.5%
1.8%
2.4%
5.3%
1.6%
1.1%
3.0%
7.4%
1.9%
3.2%
0.0%
0.0%

1.3%
2.7%

0.0%
0.0%

9.1%
3.7%

4.1%
2.7%

3.8%

0.3%

5.4%

2.3%

The purple map of “population by race” for 2010 census shows that Tarrant County Entitlement
cities are still dominantly white/Caucasian with some cities such as Haslet and Keller significantly
increasing their population of white/Caucasian persons. From the map, it appears that persons
of Hispanic origin have doubled north and south of downtown Fort Worth within Loop 820 as
well as in the City of Arlington. New to the 2010 map is the Asian race. Asians were not included
in previous years, but are visibly scattered throughout the County with concentrations in
Arlington, Euless and east of I-35W north of downtown Fort Worth near Alliance.

Persons with Disabilities
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HUD’s definition of a person with a disability is "Any person who has a physical or mental
impairment that substantially limits one or more major life activities; has a record of such
impairment; or is regarded as having such impairment." In general, a physical or mental
impairment includes hearing, mobility and visual impairments, chronic alcoholism, chronic
mental illness, AIDS, AIDS Related Complex, and mental retardation that substantially limits one
or more major life activities. Major life activities include walking, talking, hearing, seeing,
breathing, learning, performing manual tasks, and caring for oneself.
On average Tarrant County consortium cities had 11.7% civilian non-institutionalized persons
with a disability. The Cities of Azle, Lake Worth, and Pelican Bay showed almost double the

county average rate overall and for working age population. While the City of Sansom Park
showed twice the average rate of persons with a disability overall, working age group and three
times the rate for persons 18 years and younger. Repeated studies have indicated that the
likelihood of having a disability increases with age. This is also the case in Tarrant County
consortium cities. Although fewer in number, there is a greater percentage of persons 65+ with a
disability in each city with half of the cities citing above average rates of disabilities for this older
age bracket. As our baby boomer population ages, we will have to better prepare ourselves to
house and assist persons with disabilities.

Table 6: Disability Status of the Civilian Noninstitutionalized Population by Age
Geography
Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Burleson
Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington Gardens
Edgecliff Village
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lakeside
Lake Worth
Mansfield
North Richland Hills
Pantego
Pelican Bay
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Saginaw
Sansom Park
6

Total Civilian
Noninstitutionalized
Population
10,636
46,947
21,256
2,662
36,737
23,002
12,874
2,152
2,815
51,371
6,125
10,709
46,547
42,391
1,937
37,253
39,608
6,765
1,454
4,534
55,367
63,194
2,760
1,845
7,697
7,460
19,690
4,585

Source: HUD Notice HUDNo.13-060A

% With
a
disability
18.9%
10.1%
11.6%
12.4%
10.1%
5.0%
10.4%
6.0%
12.4%
10.1%
12.9%
11.3%
8.6%
10.1%
8.5%
11.4%
6.5%
12.3%
15.1%
18.3%
7.2%
11.5%
16.0%
19.1%
16.6%
12.5%
10.0%
22.6%

% With a
disability
(< 18 yrs)
5.6%
2.4%
5.9%
4.4%
3.7%
1.1%
7.5%
2.9%
1.3%
4.0%
4.3%
0.7%
3.0%
3.3%
1.6%
3.2%
2.3%
6.6%
6.0%
13.6%
3.5%
3.5%
3.1%
6.5%
5.5%
4.5%
3.2%
12.3%

% with a
disability
(18-64 yrs)
18.4%
8.4%
7.1%
11.8%
8.4%
4.2%
7.9%
3.9%
10.6%
9.3%
12.9%
12.1%
7.6%
8.2%
8.4%
9.4%
4.9%
10.4%
13.0%
13.2%
6.4%
9.9%
8.7%
22.4%
12.5%
11.4%
9.6%
22.6%

% with a
disability
(65+ yrs)
44.5%
31.3%
33.9%
47.4%
38.3%
19.8%
43.4%
18.2%
31.5%
37.8%
42.0%
40.5%
37.7%
40.3%
28.5%
32.3%
31.6%
36.0%
24.7%
39.2%
31.0%
37.5%
41.6%
51.9%
45.2%
37.6%
42.3%
50.1%

Assessment of Fair Housing

In 2013, disability-related complaints, including those that involve assistance animals, are the
most common discrimination complaint HUD receives 6 under the Fair Housing Act. Luckily in
Tarrant County’s Community Planning Survey, 54 persons who have or a member of their family
has a physical and/or mental disability have not had to file a disability related complaint under
the Fair Housing Act.
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Southlake
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth Village
White Settlement

Tarrant County, Texas

26,454
23,496
1,059
625
2,287
15,737

5.4%
9.5%
5.4%
12.5%
14.9%
13.9%

1.7%
4.0%
3.1%
5.5%
0.0%
4.3%

4.5%
9.0%
6.6%
8.9%
14.2%
13.5%

34.2%
34.2%
6.4%
21.2%
43.9%
38.4%

640,031

11.7%

4.2%

10.3%

35.7%
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Household Types (families with and without children)
The U.S. Census Bureau’s definition of family is “a group of two people or more (one of whom is
the householder) related by birth, marriage, or adoption and residing together; all such people
(including related subfamily members) are considered as members of one family.” Whereas a
household is defined as “A household consists of all the people who occupy a housing unit. A
house, an apartment or other group of rooms, or a single room, is regarded as a housing unit
when it is occupied or intended for occupancy as separate living quarters; that is, when the
occupants do not live with any other persons in the structure and there is direct access from the
outside or through a common hall. A household includes the related family members and all the
unrelated people, if any, such as lodgers, foster children, wards, or employees who share the
housing unit.”
In Tarrant County, the majority of the population consists of families with and without children
oppose to householders living alone. On average, Tarrant County Entitlement cities are made up
of 72.8% families of which 49.2% consists of families with children 18 years and younger. Of all
total households, families with children 18 years and younger consists of 35.8% of the
population. Certain cities have above average numbers of families with children or non-family
households which could reflect the housing needs of the different parts of the County. Cities that
have above average percentage of families with children can be found in the cities of Crowley,
Everman, Forest Hill, Keller, Mansfield, Pelican Bay, River Oaks, Saginaw, Southlake, Watauga
and Westlake. Cities that have above average percentage of non-family households are Town of
Edgecliff Village, Cities of Euless, Hurst, Lake Worth, North Richland Hills, Pantego, Richland Hills,
Westworth Village and White Settlement. The Cities of Grapevine and Haltom City have a mix of
both above average percentage of families with children as well as non-family households.
To ensure families and neighborhoods are livable, each city has their own specific laws, policies
and practices for zoning, land use, financing, infrastructure planning, and transportation specific
to serving their citizens and their housing needs. Tarrant County, through many councils and
committees assist in coordinating planning by providing information and coordination on various
issues that affect the cities and their citizens. Using HUD’s Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funds, we utilize the Mayors’ Council of Tarrant County to review projects and allocate
funds to public infrastructure projects.
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Dalworthington
Gardens
Edgecliff
Village
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lakeside
Lake Worth
Mansfield
North Richland
Hills
Pantego
Pelican Bay
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Saginaw
Sansom Park
Southlake
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth
Village
White
Settlement
TARRANT CO.
Entitlement

826

649

78.6%

204

24.7%

177

21.4%

3.02

1,011
21,296
1,886
339
18,286
15,290
684
14,623
13,360
2,252
633
1,884
18,082

721
12,762
1,384
2,725
12,642
10,073
598
9,870
10,952
1,765
488
1,164
14,818

71.3%
59.9%
73.4%
81.6%
69.1%
65.9%
87.4%
67.5%
82.0%
78.4%
77.1%
61.8%
81.9%

240
6,144
685
1,419
6,487
5,149
262
4,120
6,072
814
91
386
8,877

23.7%
28.9%
36.3%
42.5%
35.5%
33.7%
38.3%
28.2%
45.4%
36.1%
14.4%
20.5%
49.1%

290
8,534
502
614
5,644
5,217
86
4,753
2,408
487
145
720
3,264

28.7%
40.1%
26.6%
18.4%
30.9%
34.1%
12.6%
32.5%
18.0%
21.6%
22.9%
38.2%
18.1%

3.39
3.39
3.9
3.56
3.07
3.43
3.07
3.12
3.33
3.44
2.63
3.1
3.41

24,213
1,107
600
3,022
2,599
6,868
1,438
8,202
7,872
328
248

17,097
786
456
1,910
1,874
5,543
1,112
7,219
6,171
310
213

70.6%
71.0%
76.0%
63.2%
72.1%
80.7%
77.3%
88.0%
78.4%
94.5%
85.9%

7,945
226
251
775
1,047
2,899
484
4,343
3,245
174
53

32.8%
20.4%
41.8%
25.6%
40.3%
42.2%
33.7%
53.0%
41.2%
53.0%
21.4%

7,116
321
144
1,112
725
1,325
326
983
1,701
18
35

29.4%
29.0%
24.0%
36.8%
27.9%
19.3%
22.7%
12.0%
21.6%
5.5%
14.1%

3.12
3
3.49
3.22
3.34
3.25
3.64
3.47
3.33
3.31
2.74

948

570

60.1%

235

24.8%

378

39.9%

3.23

5,905

4,002

67.8%

1,803

30.5%

1,903

32.2%

3.19

234,008 170,283

72.8%

83,828

35.8%

66,725

28.5%

3.25
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Table 7: Household and Family Types [Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Demographic ‘08-‘12]
#families
# non- %
Avg
Total
#
%
with <18 % fam
Family nonfam Family
HHLDs
families families children w/ kids hhlds
HHLDs size
4,032
2,790
69.2%
1,203
29.8%
1,242
30.8%
3.14
Azle
20,781
12,430
59.8%
5,198
25.0%
8,351
40.2%
2.93
Bedford
9,270
6,061
65.4%
2,211
23.9%
3,209
34.6%
2.82
Benbrook
818
687
84.0%
338
41.3%
131
16.0%
3.54
Blue Mound
13,177
10,093
76.6%
5,379
40.8%
3,084
23.4%
3.2
Burleson
7,937
6,958
87.7%
3,189
40.2%
979
12.3%
3.13
Colleyville
4,191
3,390
80.9%
1,880
44.9%
801
19.1%
3.42
Crowley
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Social and Economic Patterns
Income

There are cities that have higher median incomes compared to other cities in Tarrant County
therefore we want to focus on those cities that have predominantly higher percentage of
families and households that have low incomes bordering the poverty line. Poverty status is
determined by comparing annual income to a set of dollar values called poverty thresholds that
vary by family size, the number of related children, and the age of the householder. If a family’s
before-tax income is less than the dollar value of the corresponding threshold, the family and
every individual in it are considered to be in poverty. For people not living in families, poverty
status is determined by comparing the individual’s income to a poverty threshold for one adult.
Poverty thresholds are updated annually to reflect changes in the cost of living using the
Consumer Price Index (CPI-U). 7
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When looking at income data from the Census Bureau and the percentage of those earning less
than $25,000, we can see that although heavily populated for a suburban city; the Cities of
Colleyville, Southlake, and Keller have populations with higher than average incomes and low
poverty rates in Tarrant County. Smaller cities and towns such as Haslet, Westover Hills and
Lakeside also have persons with higher than average incomes and low poverty rates.
On the opposite spectrum, there are more cities with higher than average poverty rates than
cities/towns with extremely low poverty rates. The cities of Pelican Bay, Sansom Park, Everman
and River Oaks have at least a quarter of their household and family population earning less than
$25,000.
In 2014, HUD determined Tarrant County’s Area Median Family Income (AMI) to be $65,834. For
2015, AMI is $70,500. When looking at the 34 cities within Tarrant County, 12 cities are below
the HUD determined area median family income for 2014. As each city varies in the number of
families and age ranges, there are many variables that make up the County entitlement. Tarrant
County makes every effort to assist each city in a cohesive manner with such diversity and
varying city policies.
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From American Community Survey Reports
http://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2014/acs/acs-27.pdf

Dalworthington
Gardens
Edgecliff
Village
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lakeside
Lake Worth
Mansfield
North Richland
Hills
Pantego
Pelican Bay
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Saginaw
Sansom Park
Southlake
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth Village
White Settlement

TARRANT CO.
Entitlement

69

8.4%

109,318

29

4.5%

139,792

154
3,429
626
692
2,385
3,679
44
3,322
1,020
355
44
404
1,959

15.2%
16.1%
33.1%
20.7%
13.0%
24.1%
6.4%
22.7%
7.6%
15.8%
7.0%
21.4%
10.8%

65,417
55,537
41,007
46,411
73,785
44,011
92,353
51,655
115,374
70,000
75,852
42,350
92,208

62
1,565
373
504
1,240
1,836
31
1,509
416
151
28
202
1,152

8.6%
12.3%
27.0%
18.5%
9.8%
18.2%
5.2%
15.3%
3.8%
8.6%
5.7%
17.4%
7.8%

74,188
67,855
47,333
48,874
94,352
51,009
102,308
71,047
126,963
80,202
87,500
45,000
102,889

3,576
150
240
602
662
696
509
513
1,144
30
17
147
1,639

14.8%
13.6%
40.0%
19.9%
25.5%
10.1%
35.4%
6.3%
14.5%
9.1%
6.9%
15.5%
27.8%

63,806
74,813
30,682
53,640
42,045
72,621
34,363
181,122
58,842
250,000
236,250
48,500
39,830

1,585
74
167
183
548
331
321
235
806
26
13
42
801

9.3%
9.4%
36.6%
9.6%
29.2%
6.0%
28.9%
3.3%
13.1%
8.4%
6.1%
7.4%
20.0%

74,866
103,148
31,970
65,492
49,182
78,077
36,984
190,162
61,437
250,000+
249,375
62,965
45,427

35,931
15.4%
17,279
10.1% $65,834*
*HUD determined that Tarrant County’s Area Median Family Income for FY2014 was $65,834.
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Table 8: Low Income Earnings by Family and Household
# HHLDs
% HHLDs
$ Median # Families
% Families $ Median
earning < earning <
HHLD
earning <
earning <
Family
$24,999
$24,999
income
$24,999
$24,999
Income
$ 52,205
904
22.4%
405
14.5% $ 62,030
Azle
62,116
3,066
14.8%
953
7.7%
80,337
Bedford
63,446
1,492
16.1%
529
8.7%
79,310
Benbrook
51,080
150
18.3%
91
13.2%
52,399
Blue Mound
68,528
1,374
10.4%
645
6.4%
79,599
Burleson
157,917
293
3.7%
133
1.9%
169,188
Colleyville
65,419
545
13.0%
293
8.6%
66,888
Crowley
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In comparison with the City of Fort Worth, City of Arlington, the state and nation; Tarrant County
entitlement has the lowest percentage of households and families that make less than $25,000.
Indicating that overall, Tarrant County citizens have sustaining incomes, but there are still quite a
number that need assistance.

Rate of the # of HHLD's with income <
$25,000/year
24.30%

23.90%

23.30%

Texas

USA

20.60%
15.40%
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Tarrant Co. Fort Worth
Entitlement

Arlington

Rate of the # of Families with income <
$25,000/yr

20%

Tarrant Co.
Entitlement

13%
24%

23%
20%

Fort Worth
Arlington
Texas

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development has provided a map 8 of
racially/ethnically concentrated areas of poverty. There is only one census tract in the Tarrant
County consortium with 64% persons that are not white with a 36% family poverty rate. The
area is in census tract 1103.02 inside Haltom City, just north of Highway 121. The majority of
racially/ethnically concentrated areas of poverty are within the City of Fort Worth and two small
tracts in the City of Arlington.
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8

Map provided by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development via
http://egis.hud.gov/affht_pt/

When comparing racial clusters of population throughout the county with the above map of
racially/ethnically concentrated areas of poverty; census tract 1103.02 inside Haltom City
population by race shows that within this census tract there is a total of 5,617 people, of which
4,065 are classified as white. However, when looking at ethnicity, of the same number of total
people there are 3,168 or 56% that claim to be a person of Hispanic origin mostly from Mexico.
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Map 3: Racially/Ethnically Concentrated Areas of Poverty

Graph 3: Population by Race for Census Tract 1103.02
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In terms of poverty by race, the percentages by the ACS 2012-5 year estimates show that all
races and the Hispanic population contribute to 39.6% poverty rate within the HUD poverty
defined census tract 1103.02 with white population contributing the least. Services and
amenities should reflect the needs of the population.

Poverty Rate by Race for Census Tract 1103.02
Hispanic or Latino origin (of any…

39.70%

Some other race

52.70%

Asian

100.00%

Black or African American

89.50%
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White

33.80%

One race

39.60%

When spending HUD funds for housing, income determinations are set by HUD annually. In
2014, HUD determined that Tarrant County’s Area Median Family Income was $65,834. The
Fiscal Year 2014 Income Limits set by HUD shown below whereby extremely low-income families
are defined as families whose incomes do not exceed 30 percent of the median family income
for the area. Those households that are below 80% of the area median income are considered in
need of assistance and are considered “low income”. By qualifying under the below limits,
Tarrant County can assist those families and persons in need of housing or maintaining housing.

Table 9: FY 2015 Income Limit Category
Persons in Household
1
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Very Low (50%)
Income Limits
($)
Extremely Low
(30%) Income
Limits ($)
Low (80%)
Income Limits
($)

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

24,400 27,900

31,400 34,850

37,650 40,450 43,250

46,050

14,650 16,750

20,090 24,250

28,410 32,570 36,730

40,890

39,050 44,600

50,200 55,750

60,250 64,700 69,150

73,600

Limited English Proficiency (LEP)

According to 2008-2012 5 – year ACS data, 72.4% of all households with persons 5 years and
over speak the English language only in all Tarrant County including Fort Worth, Grand Prairie
and Arlington. For Tarrant County Consortium cities, the rate is higher at 81.1% speaking English
only. The most common language spoken for persons that have limited English proficiency is the
Spanish language. Cities that have fewer English only speaking population and greater numbers
of Spanish speaking include cities of Blue Mound, Euless, Everman, Forest Hill, Grapevine,
Haltom City, Hurst, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Watauga and White Settlement. There is a heavy
population of mainly Vietnamese, some Chinese, Tagalog, Korean and Laotian speaking persons
in Arlington and Grand Prairie.
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Graph 4: Languages predominately spoken

The most diverse cities with varied languages are the cities of Bedford, Colleyville, Euless,
Grapevine, Haltom City, Hurst, Keller, Mansfield, North Richland Hills and Southlake. Persons
that spoke the Asian and Pacific Islander languages had limited English proficiency, but at a
lower rate than Spanish language speakers. Only in Bedford and Euless were there higher
percentages of Indo-European speaking persons with limited English proficiency compared to
the Asian/Pacific Island languages. To assist with Limited English Proficiency, Tarrant County
continues to offer fair housing brochures in Vietnamese and Spanish.
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Graph 5: Limited English Proficiency by Predominate Language Spoken
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Table 10: LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME BY ABILITY TO SPEAK ENGLISH
POPULATION 5 YEARS AND OVER
[2008-2012, 5 year ACS Estimates]

State of Texas
Tarrant County, Texas*
Arlington city, Texas
Grand Prairie city, Texas
Fort Worth city, Texas
Tarrant County Consortium Cities
Azle city, Texas
Bedford city, Texas
Benbrook city, Texas
Blue Mound city, Texas
Burleson city, Texas
Colleyville city, Texas
Crowley city, Texas
Dalworthington Gardens city, Texas
Edgecliff Village town, Texas
Euless city, Texas
Everman city, Texas
Forest Hill city, Texas
Grapevine city, Texas
Haltom City city, Texas
Haslet city, Texas

B16001
Total:

% per City
Speak
English
ONLY

% per City
Speak
English and
Spanish

% per City
total Speak
Spanish
and LEP

23,280,055
1,672,138
337,875
159,691
676,727

65.38%
72.40%
67.71%
57.93%
67.28%

29.42%
21.00%
22.29%
33.94%
27.51%

12.51%
9.81%
10.45%
15.22%
13.44%

603,199
10,047
44,388
20,267
2,520
33,856
22,092
11,876
2,138
2,642
48,050
5,634
11,785
43,769
38,563
1,871

81.13%
95.89%
84.94%
91.09%
52.86%
92.98%
83.84%
88.07%
93.36%
79.30%
71.75%
63.65%
64.29%
80.40%
60.72%
91.29%

13.25%
3.32%
7.97%
5.49%
45.52%
5.84%
5.48%
10.28%
3.13%
18.96%
14.59%
35.82%
34.66%
14.05%
31.66%
6.25%

5.64%
1.05%
2.80%
0.88%
20.08%
1.59%
0.76%
3.36%
0.51%
6.02%
6.83%
14.34%
17.79%
6.61%
17.39%
1.71%

35,353
37,706
6,542

78.30%
90.60%
94.08%

16.60%
4.78%
3.59%

8.28%
0.92%
1.88%

Lakeside town (Tarrant County), Texas
Lake Worth city, Texas
Mansfield city, Texas
North Richland Hills city, Texas
Pantego town, Texas
Pelican Bay city, Texas
Richland Hills city, Texas
River Oaks city, Texas
Saginaw city, Texas
Sansom Park city, Texas
Southlake city, Texas
Watauga city, Texas
Westlake town, Texas
Westover Hills town, Texas
Westworth Village city, Texas
White Settlement city, Texas

1,423
4,346
51,820
59,114
2,665
1,634
7,501
6,974
18,309
4,292
25,136
21,787
1,009
602
2,292
15,196

94.52%
83.87%
82.52%
82.65%
94.48%
91.55%
89.65%
60.54%
83.90%
65.14%
87.41%
78.68%
89.20%
95.35%
81.68%
76.08%

4.71%
15.37%
9.85%
13.38%
4.43%
7.83%
9.20%
36.31%
14.49%
32.78%
4.61%
15.43%
8.62%
2.33%
14.27%
20.31%

1.26%
5.84%
3.74%
5.36%
0.98%
3.61%
3.69%
17.51%
4.42%
14.66%
0.82%
6.44%
3.27%
1.00%
5.93%
8.56%

National Origin Groups

* Includes unincorporated areas

The Fair Housing Act prohibits discrimination based upon national origin which can be based
either upon the country of an individual's birth or where his or her ancestors originated. Tarrant
County’s ancestry is diverse where almost 40% of the population claimed European ancestry,
50% claimed Other Groups and 10% either did not respond or were unclassified. In today’s
society there would usually be more than one country to classify heritage; hence the high rate of
“Other Groups”. The 2011-2013 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates show that 16% of
all Tarrant County are foreign born while the remaining 84% were born as US citizens. When
looking at the birth place of the 16%, two-thirds of the foreign born population comprises of
persons from the America’s, 84.5% from Mexico. Census data indicate that ethnic Hispanic
populations are the fastest growing segment of our nation's population.
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Hurst city, Texas
Keller city, Texas
Kennedale city, Texas

Graph 6: Birth Place by Nativity
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The trends for national origin groups
for foreign born population fall in the
same patterns as the Limited English
Proficiency data. About two thirds of
the America’s populations speak
Spanish and the majority groups that
are limited in their English speaking
skills are those that speak Spanish
followed by the next largest group
from Asia. The majority (47%) of
foreign born Asian’s are from South
Eastern Asia, such as Vietnam, the
Philippines, Laos and Thailand.

Birth Place of Foreign Born Persons in Tarrant Co.
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Tarrant County will continue to offer
fair housing brochures in Vietnamese
and Spanish.

Employment Trends

The number of persons employed in Tarrant County steadily grew with the labor force providing
low unemployment rates up until 2009. Although delayed in Texas, the Great Recession of 20072009 arrived in Tarrant County in 2009 as we see a sharp increase of annual unemployment of
7.6% from 4.9% unemployment in 2008. Annual unemployment peaked at 8.3% in 2010 and has
since then slowly decreased, but still not at the same rate as during the economic boom
between 2004 and 2007. In 2013, Tarrant County saw decreasing numbers of persons
unemployed as well as a decrease in labor force which may indicate people are no longer
actively seeking employment.

1,200,000

Tarrant Co. Civilian Labor Force 2003-2013

1,000,000
800,000
600,000
400,000
200,000
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0
Labor Force

Employment

Unemployment

Table 11: Top 5 Employers in Tarrant County
DFW
R ANK

C OMPANY

P LACE

# E MPLOYED

I NDUSTRY

1

AMERICAN AIRLINES/AMR

DFW AIRPORT

11,709

TRANSPORTATION/WAREHOUSING

2

LOCKHEED MARTIN
AERONAUTICS COMPANY

FORT WORTH

10,500

MANUFACTURING

3

NAS FORT WORTH JOINT
RESERVE BASE

FORT WORTH

10,500

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION

Fort Worth

4,900

TRANSPORTATION/WAREHOUSING

FORT WORTH

4,600

HEALTH CARE/SOCIAL
ASSISTANCE

14
16

Burlington Northern Santa Fe
Railway
JPS HEALTH
NETWORK/JOHN PETER
SMITH HOSPITAL

The Texas Workforce Commission also projects that the occupations adding the most jobs
between 2010 and 2020 are food service personnel, retail salespersons, registered nurses,
elementary school teachers, office clerks, customer service representatives, laborers, personal
care aides and cashiers. Tarrant County has a strong working age population with good
educational institutions to help fulfill technical industry employment needs as well as support
staff for industries requiring lesser education. Quality education and innovative opportunities to
remain economically competitive will maintain and bolster our cities and maintain those jobs.
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The Dallas/Fort Worth Regional Workforce Leadership Council (RWLC) is the driving force for a
cooperative approach to promoting the region’s strongest industries. The RWLC works to meet
industries’ needs through the collaboration of the local workforce boards, chambers of
commerce and business leaders. By addressing the employment, training and certification needs
of the region’s industries, the RWLC aids in the further growth and success of the Dallas/Fort
Worth economy. According to the Dallas Fort Worth Regional Workforce Leadership Council, the
regions target industries are with logistics, aerospace, infrastructure, technology and health
care. Workforce Solutions for Tarrant County leads the aerospace cluster which falls in line with
the County’s top employers. 28 of the top 100 employers in the Dallas Fort Worth Metroplex
exist in Tarrant County with the top three employers on the list within Tarrant County (1-DFW
airport, 2-Lockheed Martin, 3-NAS Fort Worth Joint Reserve Base).

The key geographic areas of employment in Tarrant County are around the NAS Joint Reserve
Base in western part of Tarrant County, Alliance Airport in northern part of Tarrant County, DFW
Airport and American Airlines in eastern part of Tarrant County, Lockheed Martin throughout
Tarrant County, the BNS Railway and JPS Hospital network in central Tarrant County. Seasonal or
occasional work that also bolsters employment and the economy can be seen in Arlington;
Cowboys Stadium, Rangers Ballpark, Six Flags amusement park, and Hurricane Harbor Water
Park. Suburban cities surround each major work area in which people live in and commute to.
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Community Assets and Needs
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There are many types of communities in Tarrant County with varying levels of assets and needs.
From a 2012 Community Themes and Strengths Assessment report for Tarrant County, Tarrant
County Public Health gathered information on three main areas; (1) What public health driven
concerns, opinions, and issues are of interest to residents, (2) what is the general perception
around quality of life and (3) what community assets or resources exists that can improve
community health? The assessment was geographically divided into 5 sub areas which lead to
more dominate needs and assets in one area of another. “Similar factors were identified by each
of the sub-county areas, however, the relative importance varied depending on the location
within Tarrant County. In Bedford, for example, access to care dominated other important
factors that define a healthy community. In all other instances, low crime was the main element
of perceived need by respondents followed closely by the need for good jobs, good schools and
healthy behaviors.” 9
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For this section, Question 3; what community assets or resources exists that can improve
community health is the question of interest. The health and wellbeing of citizens would reflect
community and housing needs. Assets listed include an array of public entities, community
centers, schools, churches and other health related organizations. At a citizen level, people want
low crime, good schools, good jobs, and to be healthy. Part of being healthy that is related to
housing is the importance of community involvement, clean neighborhoods, and environmental
stewardship. It appears that there are more opportunities and sense of community in some
cities compared to others, but with more collaboration there would be greater consistency.
As an example to show assets and needs, observations are made on HUD’s racially/ethnically
concentrated area of poverty in Haltom City with high poverty rates and high rates of varied
races within census tract 1103.02. Within census tract 1103.02, we see from Haltom City’s Land
Use map 10 that the tract is a mix of single family residential, duplexes, and commercial along the
major streets with a couple of areas of industrial with residential space surrounding. There are
1,818 housing units of which 1,632 are occupied according to the Census Bureau’s 2013 5 year
estimates. There is a 10.2% vacancy rate of rental housing units. 73.5% are single family
detached homes, 16.7% are multi-family homes and 6.8% are duplexes or 1 unit attached
structures. The remaining 3% of housing consists of mobile homes. Over 95% of the homes in
this tract are aging as they were built in 1980 or earlier, yet half of the occupancy occurred
between 2000-2009. The area is comprised mostly of renters at 59.1% and owners occupy 668
units or 40.9% of the housing units. The average value of owner –occupied homes is $72,200
where half of the owners had an average monthly mortgage of $903. Renters paid an average of
$ 826. in rent and a greater number of tenants were cost burdened by having to pay more for
housing and housing related costs.
There is no public transportation offered within this census tract; however it has two major
roads within the area to allow quick access for the 73% of persons that own a vehicle to
commute to work; however only 54% of the populations are employed. Median household
income is $36,401 and about a quarter of the population receives social security income. There
is an El Rancho grocery store and CVS pharmacy in the south western corner of the tract and a
9

From “Community Themes and Strengths Assessment 2012-2013 Results Report for Tarrant County”
See Census Tract 1103.02 Land Use Map in Appendix

10

Dollar General and Quik Trip in the north western corner. There are other grocery stores just
outside of the tract in the north eastern corner that citizens can shop at. There are is a park in
the center of the tract with recreation facilities in this area and few jobs to access. There is a lack
of other community centers, schools, and other health related amenities, but there are several
churches throughout this tract. This census tract could be helped with economic revitalization
and improved community recreational facilities. To assist home owners and prevent blight,
housing rehabilitation and neighborhood clean ups would greatly assist current residents. As
31% of the population speaks Spanish and English not very well, opportunities to assist this
Spanish speaking population would increase income. As we try to assist all citizens, we must
work and improve upon current conditions. Focus on resources such as having access to good
schools, safe streets, quality jobs, effective public transportation, recreation and other social
services will provide greater insight as to community needs to ameliorate disparities.
Tarrant County’s Assets and Needs can be seen further in transportation and education trends
which will be further explored in this section.

The Housing and Transportation (H+T®) Affordability Index provides a comprehensive view of
affordability that includes both the cost of housing and the cost of transportation at the
neighborhood level. 11 The H+T Affordability Index on the left in the following image highlights
how much income is spent on housing alone. The majority of people in Tarrant County spend
less than 30% of their income on housing alone. However, the mostly blue box on the right
indicates that the majority of people spend at least 45% of their income on housing and
transportation. Clearly when finding housing, transportation is a factor in ensuring affordability
when the average Tarrant County household spends 25.38% of their income on housing alone
and an average 51.31% income on housing and transportation costs.

Source: http://www.htindex.org/map/
11

Source: http://htaindex.cnt.org/

Assessment of Fair Housing

Transportation
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Tarrant County’s transportation system for vehicles consists of 3 major highways running east to
west; I-20, I-30 and SH 183, two major highways running north and south; I-35W and SH-360,
and two Toll roads; 161 and Chisholm Trail. Also, four major highways moving diagonally; SH
114, SH 67, SH287 and SH121 and one loop 820 around the City of Fort Worth.
The Trinity Railway Express (TRE) and the Fort Worth Transportation Authority (also known as
“The T” are two major fixed-route operators to provide transit services. The TRE is a 34-mile
route commuter rail line serving 10 stations with several park-and-ride facilities along the heavily
traveled Highway 183/121 corridor between Fort Worth and Dallas. The Park and Ride facilities
allow for car pools and vanpools to run safely in a coordinated manner.
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Map 4: Trinity Railway Express Station Map

The Fort Worth Transportation Authority (FWTA) operates 34 bus routes throughout its 322
square mile service area including the cities of Fort Worth, Richland Hills and Blue Mound.
The-T operates a paratransit service called MITS which provides door to door service for persons
with disabilities in Fort Worth, Richland Hills and Blue Mound. The City of Arlington and Grand
Prairie also provide paratransit service within their respective cities and to nearby cities at a
limited distance serving elderly persons and persons with disabilities.
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According to the Tarrant County Transportation Needs Assessment report by NCTCOG, “a
number of city-operated and social service agency transportation services also exist. Some
communities within the county have no local public transportation available at all, while other
communities provide services limited to older adults and/or persons with disabilities. Only three
of the 41 cities within Tarrant County offer general public transit services through fixed routes,
deviated routes or dial-a-ride service. Various human service agencies also provide either
directly or sponsor transportation for their clients, but such services tend to be limited to a
particular client group, or for specific trip purposes.”
Without adequate planning for transportation, Tarrant County and surrounding counties will not
be able to sustain economic growth or move people efficiently. The DFW Metropolitan Area is
the largest regional economy in Texas, comprising approximately 30 percent of the state’s
economy. According to the North Central Texas Council of Governments 2013 – 2016
Transportation Improvement Program, “Weekday vehicle miles of travel (VMT) are on the rise in
the region. Total VMT for the region was 125 million in 2000, meaning that on a typical weekday,
area residents travel approximately 125 million miles on area freeways, arterials, and local
streets. VMT has steadily increased from 125 million in 2000 to its current level of 176 million in
2012, representing a 41 percent increase over a 12‐year period.” With limited funding and travel
time estimated to increase by 45% due to congestion, area transportation authorities, local
governments and the NCTCOG have collaborated to maximize what is currently available and
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Map 5: Fort Worth Transportation Authority Service map
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planning on future funding opportunities with pre-planning. “The projects that have been
selected for implementation are expected to provide the optimal improvement to regional
mobility compared with their cost. The Mobility 2035 – 2014 Amendment emphasizes growth
management and land use/transportation connection strategies that contribute to housing and
job location efficiencies and encourages livable communities. Additionally, programs and
projects aimed at eliminating or reducing vehicle trips, shortening trips, and maximizing the
existing capacity of the system are key strategies supported by The Mobility 2035 – 2014
Amendment that will accommodate additional growth in light of reduced funding.” 12

Assessment of Fair Housing

Studies underway to help ease traffic congestion include high speed rail between Dallas to
Houston and Fort Worth to Dallas. Additional train stations outside of the City of Fort Worth
were planned and wait funding to implement. Arterial roads are currently planned to be
expanded, but where for optimal use is still in the planning phase. Transit Oriented Development
where mixed-use residential and commercial area are designed to maximize access to public
transport, has been planned and still waits to be funded.
To maintain quality neighborhoods that are compliant with the American Disabilities Act and
connectivity, construction of sidewalks has been demanded according to our community
planning survey. When asked what needs to be fixed or maintained in their neighborhoods to
provide quality living, the top choices was to add or improve lighting and sidewalks. In some
cities, bike/walk paths have been added to help provide an alternate means of transportation,
but unfortunately the length of time in which most people travel by car would not be
comparable when biking or walking. Bike/walk routes are excellent means of transportation for
those that live and work in the same city and relatively close.
It takes collaboration on many levels within the region to optimally plan our transportation
infrastructure. As housing continues to be closer to major employment centers such as the
Alliance Center, air quality diminishes and congestion continues. Tarrant County and use of HUD
funds will be planned with issues in mind. Ready to go projects and collaborations are at hand to
go after grants that offer a balance of transportation, housing and EPA issues; grants such as the
Community Challenge Grants by HUD.

Education
There are twenty-nine Independent School Districts (ISD) in Tarrant County, of which fourteen
ISD’s help educate students in Fort Worth and Arlington. Fifteen ISD’s help educate youth in our
consortium cities in addition to Burleson ISD located along in Johnson County serving the City of
Burleson and Northwest ISD in Denton County serving the City of Haslet. With such diverse
population throughout Tarrant County, our districts and individual schools reflect our differences
and similarities in social patterns. District data can provide general trends in relation to other
socio-economic data, but success and failures vary per individual school.
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From Mobility 2035 – 2014 Amendment

In a comparison of the various districts from the Texas Education Agency’s “2013 Snapshot of
Districts”, the above average testers of the State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness
(STAAR) – in reading, writing, math, science and social studies showed fewer percentages of
English language learners and fewer persons who are economically disadvantaged. Of all
subjects, writing appeared to rate well below all subjects for all Districts. Carroll ISD, GrapevineColleyville ISD, Keller ISD and Westlake Academy Charter (Westlake ISD’s only school) all showed
above average results in their tests. Income levels are much higher in the cities which are being
served by these ISD’s where at least 61% of the students are white with below average rates of
persons with Hispanic ethnicity and very low rates of English language learners and economically
disadvantaged students.
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Map 6: Independent School Districts in Tarrant County
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Graph 7: 2013 STAAR – Testing and Result Rates

Students are identified as English Language Learners by the Language Proficiency Assessment
Committee (LPAC). “English Language Learner” and “Limited English Proficient (LEP)” may be
used interchangeably. 13 Although the label of an English language learner is based on a
proficiency assessment and set at a level where the student understands English, it is necessary
to excel academically and for successful employment purposes later in life. A bilingual
(English/Spanish) program for all students is progressively in need for this region, but as the
English language remains predominate in this country it should be imperative for all our students
to understand and communicate in the English language proficiently.

% English Language Learners
29.4%
23.3%
8.4%
0.9%
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Source: PEIMS, 110
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11.5%
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Economically disadvantaged students are those who are reported as eligible for free or reducedprice meals under the National School Lunch and Child Nutrition Program, or other public
assistance. There has been much research on economically disadvantaged populations stating
that this population has and receives fewer resources to impact a student positively. Further,
schools with larger populations of economically disadvantaged students have fewer resources to
assist at a level to make a change. Such is the case for Castleberry ISD, Crowley ISD, Everman ISD,
and Lake Worth ISD. Rates of those economically disadvantaged range from 59% to 87% across
the districts, but this is not to say that each school reflects the same percentage. For example, a
middle school that may have 87 percent of students economically disadvantaged will not be
comparable to a high school that only has 30 percent of its students economically
disadvantaged.

100
80
60
40
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0

Graduation rates are lowest and dropout rates highest for Arlington and Fort Worth ISD’s with
approximately 65,000 and 83,300 students respectively in each district. However, there is no
correlation between the number of students to teacher ratio and annual dropout rates nor
attendance rates in regards to the number of students within a district overall. We can look at
language barriers and the economics of the student and within the school to show success of a
student. Naturally, all schools individually show success and failures at varying levels and cannot
be generalized as when looking at a district as a whole. Clearly, those schools where poverty is
the greatest will need greater assistance financially from other sources outside of the
educational system, more social support from the community and more parental involvement.
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% Economically Disadvantaged

Housing Assets and Needs

When considering the previous sections regarding poverty, income, family distribution and age
in comparison to HUD income limits, what kind of housing does Tarrant County need? HUD
further asks, what are the housing needs for different races, national origin, religion, gender,
familial status and disability? Overall to assist communities, what are the real housing and
community needs to best serve Tarrant County citizens?
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Current Housing Stock by Age and Type
According to the 2009-2013 ACS, 5-year estimates, there are 255,883 housing units in Tarrant
County Consortium and additional 146,424 units from Arlington, 294,218 units in Fort Worth and
62,183 units in Grand Prairie. Consortium overall increased housing units by 2,858, Fort Worth
increased by 1,843, but Arlington decreased by 916 units when comparing 2008-2012 estimates
with 2009-2013 five year estimates. There is a wide variation of number of housing units, types,
vacancy rates and median values across the county. The two towns that have the fewest number
of housing units also house the most valuable owner occupied homes and renters pay the
highest amount. However, even the Town of Westlake and Town of Westover Hills have
vacancies and units that lack complete plumbing and/or kitchen facilities.

Table 12: # of Housing by Type
Total
housing
units

Est. Single
Family
units

Est. 1 unit
attached
units

Est.
duplex
units

Est.
MultiFamily
Units

Est.
Mobile
Homes

Est.
Boat,
RV, etc

4,575

3,608

68

88

581

213

17

Bedford

22,366

12,212

1,585

154

8,381

34

0

Benbrook

10,010

7,063

339

156

2,418

34

0

Estimated

Geography
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Azle

Blue Mound

906

900

4

0

0

0

2

Burleson

14,323

12,128

263

322

1,277

333

0

Colleyville

8,395

8,097

163

41

78

16

0

Crowley
Dalworthington
Gardens

4,947

3,887

245

48

479

288

0

782

654

54

18

56

0

0

Edgecliff Village

1,076

1,056

10

0

4

6

0

Euless

22,758

9,732

1,941

307

10,626

125

27

Everman

2,063

1,942

8

0

113

0

0

Forest Hill

3,742

3,393

165

46

32

106

0

Grapevine

19,660

11,497

820

109

6,554

680

0

Haltom City

16,442

10,211

403

161

4,808

859

0

763

711

4

0

44

0

4

Hurst

15,418

10,458

408

96

4,353

103

0

Keller

14,319

12,753

196

25

1,284

61

0

2,702

1,957

105

144

247

227

22

656

653

0

0

3

0

0

2,130

1,993

6

0

120

11

0

Mansfield

19,646

16,308

465

191

2,235

447

0

North Richland Hills

26,389

17,614

1,289

256

6,921

309

0

1,138

836

27

29

246

0

0

642

143

0

0

20

479

0

Richland Hills

3,465

2,651

67

16

710

21

0

River Oaks

3,007

2,778

55

0

138

36

0

Haslet

Kennedale
Lakeside
Lake Worth

40

Pantego
Pelican Bay

6,666

6,056

131

25

440

14

0

Sansom Park

1,424

1,325

16

33

18

32

0

Southlake

8,628

8,184

65

0

93

286

0

Watauga

8,490

7,955

74

0

435

26

0

Westlake

344

342

0

0

0

2

0

Westover Hills

312

302

3

0

7

0

0

Westworth Village

1,133

773

21

18

308

13

0

White Settlement
Tarrant Co.
Consortium

6,566

4,468

216

267

1,507

94

14

255,883

184,640

9,216

2,550

54,536

4,855

86

Arlington

146,424

86,980

5,385

3,555

48,237

2,181

86

Fort Worth

294,218

196,502

9,418

6,048

77,277

4,789

184

62,183

41,117

2,170

847

15,990

1,997

62

Grand Prairie

Most homes were built before 1989 inside the cities of Burleson, Colleyville, Crowley and
Saginaw adding just as many in 1990 – 2009 and four other cities building twice as many in 19902009; Cities of Keller, Mansfield, Southlake and Westlake. By understanding when homes are
built, we can focus our efforts on those cities that may have aging homes with income eligible
owners and aging housing stock that can become affordable housing for new generations. In
some cities, the housing stock is mostly older homes needing revitalization of not only the
homes, but economic development to draw owners to make roots in those cities. For some
other cities like North Richland Hills, a construction boom for upscale single family housing has
occurred.
In the Star Telegram newspaper, an article published November 8, 2014 highlighted the
construction boom in North Richland Hills citing more than 265 new upscale single family homes
being built nearby walkable shopping and recreational facilities on Boulevard 26 and Precinct
Line Road. As the housing market rebounds, we want to ensure that older affordable homes
continue to be in vital neighborhoods and are livable for new owners. CDHD housing
rehabilitation program is based on a first come, first serve income qualification. Community
Housing Development Organizations (CHDO’s) and other contractors must abide by the fair
housing rules when selling homes acquired and rehabilitated using HUD funds.
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Saginaw

With aging housing and baby boomers going into retirement more housing rehabilitation will be
required to ensure older owner occupied homes don’t fall into disrepair and neighborhoods
remain vital. 14 The 2009-2013 ACS, 5 year estimates show that the majority of homes are single
family homes; therefore, we have chosen 1989 as a point to count aging housing stock as our
rehabilitation specialists at Tarrant County have noticed that those single family own-occupied
homes built in 1989 or earlier need the most work.
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“Housing America’s Older Adults: Meeting the Needs of an Aging Population” by the Joint Center for Housing
Studies of Harvard University. http://www.jchs.harvard.edu/sites/jchs.harvard.edu/files/jchshousing_americas_older_adults_2014.pdf
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Graph 8: # of Housing Units Built by Range of Year
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In CDHD’s Housing needs survey, respondents were asked if they were happy with their homes.
Regardless of race or ethnicity, the main complaint for respondent’s that owned their home and
were not satisfied with it, was due to the repairs and cost of repairs required to make livable
again. There was no significant correlation between race/ethnicity and repairs to owneroccupied homes within the Housing Needs survey.
Between 2008 and 2014, 147 single family owner-occupied homes were rehabilitated through
Tarrant County’s housing rehabilitation program using U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development HOME Investment Partnership (HOME) and Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funds. The HOME program requires a minimum 25 percent match to the HOME funds. As
some cities contributed match for HOME funds, homeowners in those cities have benefited
more than cities that have not contributed to the rehab program. For example, although the City
of Euless has more rental units, 22.5% of Tarrant County rehabs since 2008 have been within this
city. Likewise, Haltom City (18.4%), Hurst (16.3%), North Richland Hills (8.8%), Forest Hill (8.8%),
Benbrook (5.4%), White Settlement (4.8%) and Richland Hills (4.1%). The eight cities listed that
developed housing more in 1990 and later do not have any citizens that had completed rehab
work. Other cities that do have housing older than 1989; such as Dalworthington Gardens,
Haslet, Southlake, Westover Hills, Pelican Bay, Pantego and Edgecliff Village also did not have
any rehabilitation work completed, but often it is due to income eligibility or the work is too
extensive to be within program spending limits. Cities of Everman and Kennedale should have
income eligible homeowners and enough homes that were built before 1989 to be able to assist
when none have been assisted since Program Year 2008. Greater efforts will be made to
encourage cities with older homes to take part in the HOME and CDBG Rehabilitation Program
by providing match and outreach to neighborhoods or homes that may qualify. Occasionally

code enforcement in consortium cities will give citizens TCCD’s phone number to apply for the
rehab program.

Number of owner occupied versus renter
In general, there are many more owner-occupied homes than renter occupied units, except in
the City of Euless (11,801 renter occupied units oppose to 9,495 owner occupied units). The
cities and towns that had higher than average vacancies in comparison to the number of total
housing units were the cities of Azle, Forest Hill, Haslet, Kennedale, Pelican Bay, Richland Hills,
River Oaks and Westworth Village. The majority of vacancies are in rental units except for in the
City of River Oaks where almost all vacancies are from homeowner units and Pelican Bay where
two-thirds are homeowner units. To help add to the affordable housing stock for renters,
existing multi-family rental properties are purchased, rehabilitated and rented using HOME
funds under the Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) set-aside program.

Geography
Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Burleson
Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington
Gardens
Edgecliff Village
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lakeside
Lake Worth
Mansfield
North Richland Hills
Pantego
Pelican Bay

Estimate;
Estimate;
Estimate;
Estimate; Estimate;
OwnerRenter- Homeowner
Rental
Total
Occupied
Occupied
vacancy
vacancy
housing
units housing units housing units
rate
rate
4,575
2,781
1,348
4
5.9
22,366
11,724
9,331
0.3
8.9
10,010
6,353
2,809
1.9
16.1
906
709
140
3.8
0
14,323
9,966
3,579
4.1
6.7
8,395
7,762
339
1.7
6.7
4,947
3,152
1,436
2.9
15.6
782
1,076
22,758
2,063
3,742
19,660
16,442
763
15,418
14,319
2,702
656
2,130
19,646
26,389
1,138
642

660
856
9,109
1,366
2,476
10,852
8,486
627
9,573
11,692
1,719
628
1,460
15,129
15,429
757
360

100
148
11,776
618
865
7,720
6,696
62
4,913
2,118
741
28
534
3,733
9,227
301
209

0.9
3.4
0.2
4.3
0
1
0.7
0
1.3
1.5
1.4
0
0
0.4
1.3
6.1
2.4

13.8
0
9.1
2.8
26.1
8.3
9.4
13.9
8.9
3.5
10.7
0
5
10.2
8.9
8
8.3

Assessment of Fair Housing

Table 13: # of Owner and Renter Units and Vacancy Rates
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Geography
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Saginaw
Sansom Park
Southlake
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth Village
White Settlement
Tarrant Co.
Consortium
Arlington
Fort Worth
Grand Prairie

Estimate;
Estimate;
Estimate;
Estimate; Estimate;
OwnerRenter- Homeowner
Rental
Total
Occupied
Occupied
vacancy
vacancy
housing
units housing units housing units
rate
rate
3,465
2,099
999
3.7
17.4
3,007
1,874
764
6.5
0
6,666
5,408
1,222
0
0
1,424
918
441
0
0
8,628
7,937
522
1.3
2.1
8,490
6,330
1,808
1.8
9.7
344
307
18
0
0
312
278
22
0.7
0
1,133
501
478
1.7
10.4
6,566
2,978
2,818
1.4
12.6
255,883

162,256

77,863

1.79avg

7.62avg

146,424
294,218
62,183

76,626.0
154,997.0
35,602.0

56,844.0
110,177.0
21,998.0

2.1
2.4
2

12
12.1
6.9

In the 2012 five year ACS data, we saw that Haltom City had approximately 40 percent renter
rate and a low rental vacancy rate (7.9%) whereas Westworth Village has almost 38 percent
renter rate with a relatively high vacancy rate of rental units (14.2%). In 2013 five year data
released December 2014, Haltom City renter rate went up to 41 percent, but their vacancy rate
for rental units increased to 9.4%. Conversely, Westworth Village rental rate increased to 42
percent and their vacancy rental rate decreased at the same rate of 4 percent. Have renters
moved to other cities? Or have the renters become owners? Very few owner occupied housing
units were added between data sets, but TCCD will continue to work with each city to try to
improve housing in each and follow economic and transportation developments that would
associate affordable housing improvements in each city. Not only will TCCD attend various
meetings and staff Mayors’ Council, we will use research and reports made by agencies,
universities and the North Central Texas Council of Governments. For example, the cities of
Benbrook, Fort Worth, Lake Worth, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Westworth Village, White
Settlement and Tarrant County in conjunction with North Central Texas Council of Governments,
conducted planning studies for the area surrounding the Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint
Reserve Base (NAS Fort Worth, JRB) using HUD’s Community Challenge Grant Funds. The
“Planning for Livable Military Communities 15 (PLMC) identified goals to evaluate transportation
options, support economic development initiatives, evaluated housing and retail markets in the
area, and completed local government comprehensive plan updates.
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See http://www.nctcog.org/trans/aviation/jlus/hud.asp for full report.

Tarrant County does not have a rehab program for rental units at this time due to funding
constraints. From Tenant Rights calls received, most rental issues are from units in Fort Worth.
Tarrant County Community Development division receives phone calls regarding rights of
tenants and fair housing for homebuyers. We do not provide legal advice, but we offer
references and explanation of processes. The majority of the calls are from renters inquiring
about tenant rights. The inquiries range from eviction notices, issues with landlord not providing
suitable living environments (insect infestations, appliances not working, security, etc) and issues
with tenants. It is no surprise considering the number of multi-family units that the majority of
calls are from persons living in Fort Worth and Arlington. Amongst the consortium cities,
Bedford, Euless, Grapevine, Haltom City and North Richland Hills have the highest number of
multi-family units. With the exception of North Richland Hills, this coincides with the rate of
renters in those respective cities which is explored in the next section. As most of the issues are
not structural in nature, a rental rehab program could not be justified based on tenant rights.

Home Mortgage Loans
From 2001 to 2005, the real estate market rose dramatically and money was made on turning or
“flipping” these homes. This positive return for so many investors fueled the market higher as
more people saw this and decided to also invest in real estate before they 'missed out'. In 2010,
this mentality changed with the times and events surrounding the housing market bubble as
evident more in conventional loan applications than FHA, FSA/RHS and VA loans. First Time
Homebuyers especially felt the effects the most because they were no longer able to buy homes
due to greater difficulty in securing a mortgage loan and general poor credit ratings for most
citizens. In 2015, there is still much difficulty in securing a loan due to tighter lending practices
and greater importance on credit scores. By having our CHDO’s having good relationships with
lenders we are able to assist families/persons with greater success of home ownership.
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Within the PLMC report a local housing market assessment was made to conclude that in
“…2009, there was a housing shortfall of 196 units for accompanied personnel, including a
shortfall of 92 four or more bedroom units, 75 three bedroom units, and 29 two bedroom units.
Housing shortfall estimates for 2014 anticipated a short fall totaling 172 and indicates an
opportunity for additional housing in the studied communities to accommodate military
personnel.” Have reports and collaborations such as this impacted housing in Tarrant County? As
NAS JRB is the third largest employer in North Texas and contributes approximately $2.3 billion
to the DFW MSA economy each year, TCCD will continue to work with our communities to
improve and satisfy housing, in coordination with transportation and economic development
needs.
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Graph 9: # FHA, FSA/RHS and VA Home Loan Applications Received by Race
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Graph 10: # of Conventional Home Loan Applications

In comparing denial rates across all races, the white/Caucasian race and races with white plus a
minority received fewer denials for both conventional loans and FHA type loans. The Asian race
has seen increasing denials for FHA-type loans from 2003 to 2013, but denials peaked in 2008 on
conventional loans with fewer denials in 2013. The denial rates on conventional loans for

American Indian were significantly high for all years; however when compared to FHA type loans
denial rates were much lower except in 2013. The denial rate for blacks/African American had no
consistent pattern between conventional and FHA type loans, but in all types the denial rate was
still much higher than for whites/Caucasian. Interestingly for persons with Hispanic ethnicities,
4,530 loans were originated in 2003 with low denial rates for FHA type loans in 2003 to 2010. In
comparison, the number of loans originated in 2008, 2010 and 2013 combined for Hispanic
persons were only a fraction of what was made in 2003. By 2013, denial rates for FHA-type loans
significantly increased, while denial rates fluctuated for conventional loans.

Table 14: Loans Originated and Denied by Race
Race

Loans
Originated
2003

Loans
Originated
2008

Loans
Originated
2010

Loans
Originated
2013

Denial Only
by Race
Rate 2003

Denial Only
by Race
Rate 2008

Denial Only
by Race
Rate 2010

Denial Only
by Race
Rate 2013

American
Indian

34

42

49

36

14.29%

17.46%

14.67%

28.33%

127

154

253

230

8.05%

14.11%

18.16%

19.89%

Black/AA

1,136

1,118

1,155

1,092

16.09%

23.32%

18.30%

19.03%

Hispanic

1,619

30

24

23

10.80%

9.09%

14.71%

25.00%

White

Asian

5,950

8,924

8,723

8,398

7.30%

10.88%

11.02%

12.44%

Other /2+

183

8

8

6

24.76%

26.67%

25.00%

22.22%

White +
minority

565

168

167

194

9.08%

13.82%

11.87%

15.79%

Race Not
Available

1,164

1,000

1,029

910

20.46%

17.30%

17.73%

18.01%

Conventional Home Purchase Loans
American
Indian

102

51

23

45

22.16%

30.77%

37.31%

25.56%

Asian

1,462

897

570

1,059

12.58%

18.96%

17.36%

12.17%

Black/AA

1,563

565

211

434

22.90%

25.51%

25.77%

0.20%

Hispanic

2,911

30

15

27

20.40%

19.64%

23.08%

20.83%

20,497

14,013

7,492

12,764

12.89%

13.59%

15.02%

10.83%

White
Other /2+

363

9

1

3

18.43%

0.00%

33.33%

25.00%

White +
minority

1,015

228

112

224

10.57%

14.11%

16.28%

11.46%

Race Not
Available

4,101

2,325

1,308

2,041

16.19%

13.67%

13.70%

15.79%

An examination in to the causes of being denied home loans is necessary to try and further
improve the success rate of minorities in owning their own home. Although banking institutions
are not required to report reasons for loan denials, most do report the reasons for denial in their
disclosure reports. Credit worthiness remains an issue in which combining potential homeowner
education with financial education would improve rates of homeownership.
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FHA, FSA/RHS and VA Home Purchase Loans
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Number of foreclosures

The City of Fort Worth, Mansfield and the Town of Westlake clearly took advantage of the
housing boom in early to mid- 2000’s. Unfortunately for many in the City of Mansfield, many
were foreclosed upon due to unsavory mortgage lending tactics. When planning to spend HUD’s
2009 Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP) funds, Mansfield saw the highest rate of
foreclosures in specific zip codes. There were very few new units built after 2010 except in the
Cities of Burleson, Grapevine and Keller do we see more than 100 units added to each city. We
see housing rebounding and being added in 2015 for a few cities however, In the October 17,
2014 (Issue 14-40) issue of “Housing Affairs Letter” it states that “Thousands of new-home sales
have been lost as a result of pervasive tight lending restrictions, the National Association of
Home Builders says in a new survey illustrating the difficulty facing the housing market recovery
from the 2008 collapse. The survey shows 83% of builders lost sales during the past six months
because buyers failed to qualify for a mortgage. The average share of sales lost was 9.7%. That
translates into 18,700 lost sales. “These persistently tight mortgage credit standards continue to
limit the number of creditworthy borrowers, particularly younger families and first-time
homebuyers, from entering the housing market,” says NAHB’s Chief Economist David Crowe. The
survey shows considerably more than half of the single-family homebuilders surveyed indicated
that lending standards were “tight’ or “very tight,” while 11% indicated standards were
“somewhat easy.” No builder described the lending environment as “very easy.” NAHB
advocates for prudent lending standards, but we’ve seen banks and regulators swing the
pendulum too far and create an environment where lending standards are too restrictive,” says
Kevin Kelly, NAHB chairman and a Delaware homebuilder and developer.
In Tarrant County, the County Clerk’s office has collected the number of foreclosure notices
being filed since December 2003. Types of foreclosures include delinquent mortgages,
delinquent taxes and constable –seized properties. Foreclosure sale occurs on the first Tuesday
morning of every month – east side of the County Courthouse. The County does not conduct the
sales; only the premises are used.
Generalizing from this data, annual foreclosures peaked in Tarrant County in 2010 and started to
decrease years after with a sharp decrease between 2012 and 2013. In comparison to the
majority of the United States, Texas was always a little delayed in the impacts of the housing
disaster; however we hoped to have learned from our past to improve housing security.
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# Foreclosures Filed through Tarrant
County

Annual foreclosures filed through Tarrant Co.
25,000
20,000
15,000
10,000
5,000
0

FY04

FY05

FY06

FY07

FY08

FY09

FY10

FY11

FY12

FY13

FY14

Series1 9,206 11,37 12,62 14,34 17,43 20,88 22,50 20,82 18,76 11,76 7,487
NOTE: Fiscal Year (FY)2004 is October 1, 2003 – September 30, 2004, with data first being collected December
2003.
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To avoid foreclosures, our developers are required to sell housing to potential owners with the
stipulation that clients attend educational classes to better learn about financial and physical
maintenance of a new home prior to purchasing. With this education and our developers
working with banks, lenders are more apt to work with our HUD funded clients going through
trusted developers.

Average Housing Costs

As affordability is dependent on person’s income and transportation costs to accommodate daily
routines, affordability is relative to average income of citizens in each city. Median value of
owner- occupied homes ranged from $35,300 to well over $1 million according to the 20092013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates. The most expensive homes were in the
Cities/Towns of Colleyville, Keller, Westlake and Westover Hills with the latter two averaging
over $1 million each.

Table 15: Median value of owner- occupied homes and average rent paid

Geography
Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Burleson

Estimated
average
value Owneroccupied
units ($)
110,000
161,100

Estimated
Average
Rent Paid
($)
879
889

134,200
83,400
122,100

858
1,096
1,045

Geography
Lake Worth
Mansfield
North Richland
Hills
Pantego
Pelican Bay

Estimated
average value
Owneroccupied
units ($)
84,100
179,600

Estimated
Average
Rent Paid
($)
949
1,143

149,300
173,700
35,300

935
1,191
788
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Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington
Gardens
Edgecliff
Village
Euless
Everman
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lakeside

405,500
110,400

1,898
1,205

337,900

912

125,400
144,700
74,500
80,300
227,400
87,400
279,300
134,700
277,200
159,500
161,200

1,274
945
914
1,067
1,067
796
850
784
1,171
883
1,083

Richland Hills
River Oaks

100,700
87,400

974
849

Saginaw

122,100

1,019

65,400
514,900
104,400
1,000,000+ 1,000,000+
91,100
73,900

836
927
1,171

Sansom Park
Southlake
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth Village
White Settlement
Arlington
Fort Worth
Grand Prairie

130,000
120,700
124,300

The majority of owner-occupied homes were valued $100,000 to $149,999. range followed by
the $50,000 to $99,999 and $150,000 to 199,999 range respectively. Values ranged as much as
income levels did for each city. The Cities of Blue Mound, Everman, Forest Hill, Haltom city, Lake
Worth, Richland Hills, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Watauga and Westworth Village had at least 41
percent of owner –occupied units valued at $50,000-$99,999. Only Pelican Bay had the majority
(66%) of owner-occupied homes valued less than $50,000. On the opposite spectrum, City of
Colleyville has 42.6% of owner-occupied units valued at $300,000 to $499,999, City of Southlake
has 42.2% of owner-occupied units valued at $500,000 to $999,999 and Town of Westlake and
Westover Hills have more than 61 percent of owner-occupied units valued over $1 million. We
can see a pattern between the age of housing, values of owner-occupied homes and income
levels that would greatly be assisted to continue an owner-occupied home rehabilitation
program.

Housing Problems

“Worst Case Housing Needs” are defined by the U.S. Department of Housing & Urban
Development as families who are housing cost burdened (paying more than one-third of their
income on housing) or live in severely inadequate housing. Inadequate housing can mean
overcrowding and/or living in a home lacking complete plumbing or a kitchen. According to the
Texas Low Income Housing Information Service, worst case housing needs have incomes less
than 30 percent of the area median family income. This includes working poor renters, elderly,
households with persons with disabilities and increasingly persons of Hispanic ethnicity.
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Housing Cost Burden
For Tarrant County Consortium cities, Housing cost burdens are varied with no typical patterns
of who are the most burdened and why. Homeowners who are cost burdened are mostly within

1,432
1,084
783
841
857
889

For renters, a much higher rate of cost burden is observed with more cases of 50 percent or
more income being paid to housing costs. For some cases, this comes from elderly persons on
fixed incomes living in seniors homes or assisted living facilities. Except for the Cities of Burleson,
Haslet, River Oaks and Westover Hills, all other cities in the County have at least one-third of
their renters cost burdened. Oddly enough the renters in the cities with the least owner cost
burdened have at least 50 percent of their renters cost burdened. It is not surprising to see
higher rates of cost burden amongst renters, especially renters that have families with children
and elderly renters.

Table 16: Rates of Cost Burden for Owners and Renters
Owner Occupied

Geography
Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Briar CDP
Burleson
Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington
Gardens
Edgecliff Village
Euless
Everman
Flower Mound
Forest Hill
Grapevine

Total
Housing
T3_est1
3,435
20,500
9,035
795
1,200
2,590
7,785
4,075
840
1,055
21,335
1,900
160
3,295
18,225

% Owner
Cost
Total
Burdened
OwnerOccupied 30%+
T3_est2
2,370
21.52%
11,320
19.21%
6,195
20.34%
665
22.56%
970
13.92%
2,235
20.13%
7,505
22.78%
2,740
25.73%
700
920
9,740
1,375
125
2,650
11,105

23.57%
26.09%
19.92%
22.55%
0.00%
30.19%
20.89%

Renter Occupied
% Renter
Cost
Total
Burdened
Renter
Occupied 30%+
T3_est45
1,060
44.34%
9,180
38.56%
2,840
38.73%
130
50.00%
230
23.91%
355
19.72%
280
32.14%
1,335
33.33%
140
135
11,590
525
35
645
7,115

53.57%
33.33%
28.99%
57.14%
42.86%
56.59%
35.63%
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the 30% to 50% range of being burdened with housing costs alone. Only in the city of River Oaks
do we see more owners with cost burdens 50% or more. Pantego, Richland Hills and Westworth
Village are the least cost burdened of all consortium cities with less than 15 percent of all owneroccupied homes cost burdened. The Cities of Arlington, Fort Worth and Grand Prairie average
about 25% of owners that are considered cost burdened; whereby at least 30 percent of their
income is spent on housing alone. According to 2007-2011 Comprehensive Housing Affordability
Strategy (CHAS) data, the cities that have 25 percent or more of their owners cost burdened are
in Crowley, Edgecliff Village, Forest Hill, Haslet, Kennedale, River Oaks, Sansom Park, Southlake,
Westlake, Westover Hills and White Settlement. Interestingly, Westlake and Westover Hills have
homes averaging over $1 million, but 31.25% in each town are burdened by housing costs where
almost half of the owners are further burdened by more than 50%. This does not include costs
for transportation.
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Geography
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lake Worth
Lakeside
Mansfield
Newark
North Richland Hills
Pantego
Pecan Acres CDP
Pelican Bay
Rendon CDP
Reno
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Roanoke
Saginaw
Sansom Park
Southlake
Trophy Club
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth Village
White Settlement

Total
Housing
T3_est1
15,330
620
14,610
12,875
2,320
1,790
565
16,545
0
24,175
1,060
635
590
4,445
4
2,950
2,710
0
6,620
1,400
7,660
165
7,950
245
260
890
5,955

Arlington
132,180
Fort Worth
255,270
Grand Prairie
17,795
Source: 2007-2011 CHAS data
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Owner Occupied

Renter Occupied

% Owner
Cost
Total
Burdened
OwnerOccupied 30%+
T3_est2
8,775
24.27%
580
27.59%
9,755
21.07%
11,190
19.03%
1,545
25.24%
1,350
22.22%
510
19.61%
13,465
22.99%
0
0.00%
15,835
23.11%
770
14.94%
625
44.00%
375
24.00%
3,890
23.52%
0
0.00%
2,040
16.42%
1,995
25.81%
0
0.00%
5,500
19.27%
920
29.89%
7,395
25.49%
105
0.00%
6,435
24.09%
240
31.25%
240
31.25%
490
15.31%
3,340
25.75%

% Renter
Cost
Total
Burdened
Renter
Occupied 30%+
T3_est45
6,555
33.87%
40
20.00%
4,860
42.39%
1,680
38.69%
775
47.10%
440
39.77%
55
27.27%
3,080
40.58%
0
0.00%
8,340
39.69%
290
53.45%
10
100.00%
220
54.55%
555
41.44%
4
0.00%
910
50.55%
715
22.38%
0
0.00%
1,120
37.50%
480
34.38%
265
35.85%
60
0.00%
1,515
47.85%
4
0.00%
20
20.00%
400
47.50%
2,615
38.24%

77,295
151,910
9,705

24.54%
24.94%
27.05%

54,890
103,355
8,085

41.98%
42.32%
42.73%

Using 2007-2011 CHAS (Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy) data provided from the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) we see that approximately three
quarters of all different families (small, large, elderly, single elderly and single adult) are not cost

burdened, meaning less than 30 percent of income is spent on housing. However, looking at
specific types of families, more are cost burdened than others.

Small Family (2-4 people)
13%

6%

Large Family (5+ people)

No cost Burden
(< 30%)
81%

18%

7%

Cost burden is
30%-50%

75%

Cost burden is >
50%

Elderly Family

Single Adult

7%
16%
20%
81%

18%
64%

15%
67%

The greatest cost burden for housing is seen amongst single elderly persons 62 years and older
who are not living with a family unit, followed by single adults (62 years or younger) living alone
(such as students) and large families of five or more people. Small families consisting of two to
four people and elderly families where head of household is 62 years old or older have 19
percent that are cost burdened in each type of family according to 2007-2011 CHAS data. The
problem with this data is that only cost burden of housing is viewed and not transportation
costs. The data does not take into account the small working family going to and from work
while picking up and dropping off children to and from school. Nor does it include the costs to
drive to and from medical appointments or value for life activities for elderly families. Cost
burdens would increase for all, but especially the latter when more trip considerations would
need to be accounted for when it appears that they are the least cost burdened.
For families with children, factors such as affordability for the family to maintain housing
providing nourishment, and the well-being of the child are additional concerns. Environmental
factors, neighborhood conditions, parental stability and social factors may outweigh housing
cost burdens for families with children. For example, is a family better off living in a good
neighborhood and nice home yet being “housing cost burdened” by spending 50% of their
income on housing related expenses thereby having little remaining for other necessities such as
food and medicine? Or would families be better off spending 30% or less on housing related
expenses and afford food, medicines and more, but live in a dangerous neighborhood with poor
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12%

Single Elderly
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infrastructure? Tarrant County will focus on maintaining infrastructure to prevent blight of
neighborhoods, enforcing fair housing laws and creating safe and accessible communities.
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Housing expenditures are conventionally considered affordable if they do not exceed 30 percent
of family or household income. “Since 1975, housing has become increasingly unaffordable for
poor and minority families, and households with children that are burdened by housing costs
have more than doubled. Sixty-five percent of children in low-income families now live in
households that are “housing cost burdened,” meaning that they spend more than 30 percent of
their income on housing-related expenses such as rent or mortgage payments, taxes, and
insurance. This does not take into account the costs of housing plus the costs of transportation,
which are increasingly viewed as the combined “cost of place.” In 2011, among all very lowincome families with worst case housing needs — those who receive no government housing
assistance and pay 50 percent or more of their income for rent, live in severely inadequate
housing, or both — 42.8 percent were households with children, a substantial increase from 34.6
percent in 2007. Housing cost burdens and the inability to afford adequate housing are often
associated with housing instability and mobility for families with children.” 16
In the HUD periodical, HUD points out that Newman and Holupka “explored the relationship
between spending on child enrichment (such as child care, school materials, books, outings, and
music lessons) and housing cost burden. … As the housing cost burden rose from 10 to 30
percent, spending on child enrichment rose by an average of $170. As the housing cost burden
continued to rise from 30 to 60 percent, child enrichment expenditures fell by an average of
$98…. These scholars hypothesize that child-related expenditures, particularly for enrichment,
may be one way in which housing affordability influences children’s cognitive development and
well-being.” By using HUD funds, we may be able to strike a balance to provide stable, quality
neighborhoods that provide amenities that improve conditions for our future leaders.
In keeping aligned with population by race trends, the majority of households that are cost
burdened are white/Caucasian where on average 20 percent of the white/Caucasian race are
cost burdened in each city within Tarrant County. Only in the Cities of Everman, Pantego and
Westworth Village do we see about 12 percent of the white race cost burdened. A growing
number of households with Hispanic ethnicities are showing increasing numbers of households
with cost burdens. Particularly in the Cities of Forest Hill, Haltom City and North Richland Hills we
see more than ten percent of the persons of Hispanic ethnicities cost burdened. There are
relatively fewer cost burdens by other races in comparison overall.
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Source: “Housing’s and Neighborhoods’ Role in Shaping Children’s Future” in Fall 2014 issue of Evidence
Matters (a HUD periodical) http://www.huduser.org/portal/periodicals/em/fall14/highlight1.html

Cost Burden by Race in Tarrant County Consortium

# Owner Occuped HHLDS

25000
20000
15000
10000
5000

Asian

AI/AN

PI

8634

Black/
AA
665

533

15

30-50% cost burdened 16270

1384

980

33

> 50%

White

Other

10

Hispa
nic
2147

130

3232

193

128

The same trend for renters can be seen where the majority of renters that are cost burdened
are white/Caucasian race are cost burdened in each city within Tarrant County. When compared
to all other consortium cities, the Cities of Bedford, Euless, Grapevine, Haltom City, Hurst and
North Richland Hills we see greater numbers of white/Caucasian household renters that are
mostly 30%-50% cost burdened. For Hispanic ethnicities, The Cities of Grapevine, Haltom City,
Hurst and North Richland Hills see the majority of rental households cost burdened. For the
Black/African American race, the cities that have more than 400 households that are rental cost
burdens are from Cities of Bedford, Euless and Hurst. Transportation costs are not included.

Table 17: Rent Burden by Race
Renter Occupied

30%-50% burdened
> 50% Cost Burdened

White Black/AA

10,304
7,199

2,340
1,658

Asian

AI/AN

470
285

10
85

PI Hispanic
15
30

3,124
2,709
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0

Other
197
304

Overcrowding
In 2007, HUD commissioned a study of overcrowding and how alternative definitions could be
quantified using the AHS to define overcrowding. For the CHAS data that HUD provides, HUD
defines overcrowding when there is more than one person per room which is most frequently
used 17. In Tarrant County Consortium, only a small fraction (1.42%) of owner occupied persons

17

Source: http://www.huduser.org/publications/pdf/measuring_overcrowding_in_hsg.pdf
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live in overcrowded conditions. For older owners, children have moved out and for young
families, a house with more rooms are purchased to accommodate future children.

Renter Occupied

Owner Occupied
1%
0%

Have > 1.5
persons/rm

4%
1%

Have > 1, but
< 1.5
person/rm
have < 1
person/room
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99%

56

95%

For renters, the majority of households do not have a problem with overcrowding; however
there are more renters that see overcrowding as an issue where more than one person is living
per room. For renters in Tarrant County Consortium, 3.48% have more than one, but less than
1.5 persons per room and 1.25% have more than 1.5 persons per room. Cities of Blue Mound
and Sansom Park are the two main cities that had a significant percentage of overcrowding
amongst renters. Further in-depth assessment of populations and incomes would need to be
researched to better assist citizens in these cities.

Lacking complete plumbing or kitchen facilities by Income
In the decennial census, a question about complete plumbing and kitchen facilities is asked;
specifically if complete plumbing (hot and cold piped water, a flush toilet and a bathtub or
shower) and kitchen (a sink with piped water, range or cook stove and a refrigerator) facilities
exist. In 1990, only 1 percent of all housing in the United States lacked complete plumbing and 1
percent of all housing units lacked complete kitchen facilities. “The presence of complete
plumbing facilities has been a major indicator of housing quality in the United States for the past
five decades. When measured in these terms, the quality of housing has improved dramatically
since 1940, when 45 percent of all housing units lacked complete plumbing facilities….For the
most part, the decline in the percentage of housing units lacking complete plumbing facilities
can be attributed to the large amount of new housing built with modern amenities, demolition
of older housing units and the enforcement of housing codes that brought existing homes up to
modern standards of quality.” 18
In 2007-2011 CHAS data, HUD calculated the number of homes that lack plumbing and/or
kitchen facilities for each city. The average rate of owners’ homes that lack plumbing or a kitchen
is only .38 percent. The few homes that lack plumbing and/or kitchen facilities are mainly in
18

Source: “Census Questionnaire Content, 1990 CQC-25”
https://www.census.gov/prod/cen1990/cqc/cqc25.pdf

cities the Cities of Euless, Lake Worth, River Oaks, Westworth Village and Town of Edgecliff
Village.
For renters, although fewer in number compared to owners, we see a higher incidence of
renters lacking plumbing or kitchen facilities. Particularly in City of Burleson, Lakeside, Saginaw
and Southlake we see higher than the average 2.93 percent amongst Tarrant County Consortium
cities.

Place
Azle
Bedford
Benbrook
Blue Mound
Burleson
Colleyville
Crowley
Dalworthington Gardens
Edgecliff Village
Euless
Everman
Flower Mound
Forest Hill
Grapevine
Haltom City
Haslet
Hurst
Keller
Kennedale
Lake Worth
Lakeside
Mansfield
North Richland Hills
Pantego
Pelican Bay
Richland Hills
River Oaks
Saginaw
Sansom Park
Southlake
Trophy Club

% Owners homes
that lack complete
plumbing or kitchen
facilities
0.00%
0.49%
0.00%
0.98%
0.00%
0.27%
0.00%
0.00%
2.97%
1.96%
0.00%
0.00%
0.58%
0.00%
0.47%
0.00%
0.47%
0.00%
0.00%
1.88%
0.00%
0.39%
0.21%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
1.63%
0.00%
0.00%
0.06%
0.00%

% Renters homes
that lack complete
plumbing or kitchen
facilities
3.30%
2.34%
0.00%
3.08%
23.94%
5.36%
1.12%
0.00%
2.96%
2.72%
0.00%
0.00%
0.62%
2.53%
0.61%
0.00%
1.65%
1.49%
0.00%
0.00%
18.18%
1.79%
2.64%
3.45%
0.00%
0.44%
0.00%
6.25%
5.21%
9.43%
0.00%
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Table 18: Rate of Owners and Renters that Lack Plumbing or Kitchen Facilities
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Place
Watauga
Westlake
Westover Hills
Westworth Village
White Settlement
Tarrant County
Consortium

% Owners homes
that lack complete
plumbing or kitchen
facilities
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
1.21%
0.00%

% Renters homes
that lack complete
plumbing or kitchen
facilities
3.30%
0.00%
0.00%
0.00%
3.25%

0.38%

2.93%

0.76%
0.53%
0.51%

1.99%
1.29%
0.68%

Assessment of Fair Housing

Arlington
Fort Worth
Grand Prairie

Individual cities each have their own laws, policies and practices for code enforcement, zoning,
land use, financing, infrastructure planning, and transportation. Tarrant County by law does not
have the authority to implement or enforce zoning or building codes neither in consortium cities
nor in unincorporated areas of the county. Therefore, Tarrant County does not issue Certificates
of Occupancy or Building Permits. Developments relying on state approval and/or state funding
will need to coordinate with the Tarrant County Fire Marshal, who will perform a state
inspection of fire suppression requirements and a life safety code (NFPA 101).

Location of Public Housing Residents
There are currently three providers of HUD-Assisted Housing in the Tarrant County urban county
jurisdiction: Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office, the Grapevine Housing Authority, and the
Haltom City Housing Authority. Tarrant County does not own or manage any conventional public
housing; however, Grapevine Housing and Haltom City Housing Authorities manage 248 units of
conventional public housing. The conventional public housing units are well managed and
maintained properties. Grapevine Housing Authority owns 98 units located on five streets which
house mostly elderly and or disabled persons. The Housing Authority of the City of Haltom City
administers one low income housing project subsidized by HUD. There is a total of 150
apartments located on this one site with sixty of these designated for senior citizens age 62 and
older, the remainders are for families.
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The Grapevine Housing Authority administers both the Public Housing Program and the Housing
Choice Voucher (formerly known as Section 8) program. Grapevine Housing Authority owns 98
units located on five streets. Starr Place has 20 elderly & disabled units consisting of 10
efficiencies, 8 one bedroom, 1 handicap one bedroom and 1 two bedroom. W. Texas Street has
19 elderly & disabled units consisting of 8 efficiencies, 10 one bedroom and 1 handicap two
bedroom units. Starnes/Brewer has 9 family units consisting of 6 two bedrooms and 1 handicap
two bedroom located on N. Starnes and 2 three bedroom units located on Brewer. S. Scribner

has 10 family units consisting of 8 two bedroom and 2 three bedroom units. W. Worth has 40
elderly & disabled units consisting of 37 one bedroom and 3 handicap one bedroom units.
Grapevine Housing Authority has an established Resident Council which sponsors social and
informational activities. The County will continue to coordinate with local housing authorities on
issues which affect both parties. Since year 2000, the Public Housing Authorities have developed
5-year Agency Plans and Annual Plans under federal requirements (Public Housing Agency Plans,
24 CFR 903).
Fort Worth Housing Authority (FWHA) owns and manages three (3) family site developments,
one elderly and handicapped site and several scattered site units located throughout the City of
Fort Worth. Approximately 1,354 units are in their public housing inventory. Housing Authority
for the City of Arlington does not have any public housing units.

The Housing Choice Voucher Program provides housing assistance for very low-income families,
the elderly, and the disabled in the private market. The provision is provided by a housing
subsidy paid to the landlord directly by the Housing Authority on behalf of the participating
family. The family then pays the difference between the actual rent charged by the landlord and
the amount subsidized by the program. The Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office (TCHAO)
was established in 1975 to administer the Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) program (commonly
referred to as Section 8). TCHAO administers vouchers only, without any public housing units.
Grapevine Housing Authority and Housing Authority of Haltom City do not participate in the
Housing Choice Voucher Program. The Fort Worth Housing Authority administers approximately
5,494 units for the HCV program. The Housing Authority of the City of Arlington has
approximately 3,646 HCV units. Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office manages 2,506 HCV
units.

Assessment of Fair Housing

Voucher Locations

More than 32% of The Tarrant County Housing Assistance Office Housing vouchers assist the
elderly and disabled citizens of the community. These citizens utilize the assistance for longer
periods of time and are slow to leave the program and with the large growing population of
these citizens, there is a need to increase voucher availability. Tarrant County Housing Assistance
Office currently works with 1300 landlords throughout Tarrant County that accept vouchers.
2506 people/families in the housing choice voucher program of which approximately 400 receive
utility reimbursement, 800 elderly are served, 100 vouchers are available for 18 months for 18
year olds who age out of the system and 100 Family Unification Program vouchers were
awarded by HUD. 71 families and 5 youth are currently participating in the FUP. There are
currently 8,875 people/families on the wait list after opening the system in 2011. The list will
open again possibly in 2017.

Subsidized Housing Locations
Tarrant County does not subsidize housing through county funds, only through local bonds
issued through the state. Tarrant County Housing Finance Corporation receives housing funds
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through statewide bond issuances. They may offer low-interest rate mortgage loans, down
payment assistance, and mortgage credit certificates.

Fair Housing Compliance and Infrastructure

Assessment of Fair Housing

Tarrant County Community Development Division (TCCDHD) receives anywhere from 250 to 500
inquiries regarding tenant’s rights depending on the year, but very rarely receives any fair
housing complaints. At most within any given year, three to five fair housing issues are referred
to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Fair Housing Enforcement
Center. The caller is given specific details of how to file a complaint, with additional materials
mailed when requested as well as a phone number to Legal Aid. For tenant’s rights issues, staff
refers to the Tenant’s Rights Handbook, the Texas Attorney General’s Consumer Protection
Hotline, or resources regarding Tenant Rights Information found at www.texastenant.org .
Staff members of CDHD are provided with the “Guidelines for Fair Housing Related Calls” in
order to properly respond to callers. If a complaint received by this office does rise to the level
of need for investigation or if the tenant wishes to file a grievance, referrals are made to the
Texas Commission on Human Rights or the HUD Fair Housing Enforcement Center. The Fort
Worth Human Relations Unit handles all fair housing complaints and education/outreach in Fort
Worth proper. CDHD provides information on available resources in the community and a
Fair Housing and Tenant Rights informational pamphlet available by e-mail, fax or mail to all
callers upon request.

Community Attitudes to Fair Housing (from survey)
An online survey was conducted between October 1, 2014 and January 23, 2015 for all citizens in
Tarrant County. Links to the survey were posted on Tarrant County’s Community Development
website and sent to all cities to post on their website or advertised in their water bills. Not all
cities participated which is reflected in the number of surveys completed. 401 surveys were
attempted, but only 374 surveys were completed. The majority of respondents were
homeowners, white/Caucasian with low to middle incomes. The following are some results.
1) H AVE YOU EVER FELT DISCRIMINATED AGAINST IN TRYING TO FIND HOUSING ?
Only nine respondents stated that they have experienced discrimination. Reasons were due to
income (3), elderly (2), minority (1), disability (1) and not a minority (2). Interestingly the persons
that answered that they were white and not a minority lead to lack of assistance in receiving
housing assistance due to programs tailored only to assisting minorities. This leads to thought for
a more all-inclusive way of planning and not selecting housing or policies based on race solely.
2) A RE YOU AWARE THAT YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO FILE A COMPLAINT IF YOU HAVE BEEN
DISCRIMINATED AGAINST WHEN SEEKING HOUSING ?
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73 percent knew and mostly selected HUD as the place to make complaints. The remainder of
persons stated that they were not aware, not applicable to me or unsure which means more
education on fair housing could be made for homebuyers as well as renters.

3) R ATE YOUR LEVEL OF SUPPORT FOR WELL - MAINTAINED PUBLIC HOUSING IN YOUR
The
majority
of
respondents did not
support
well
maintained
public
housing in their
neighborhoods.
While there are
many
that
are
supportive, further
education
and
appropriate
development
to
enhance space can
lead
to
greaer
support from those
that currently do not
support
public
housing and similar types of housing.
4) H AVE YOU EVER FILED A FAIR HOUSING COMPLAINT ?
Only one person stated that they had filed a complaint with HUD.

Assessment of Fair Housing

NEIGHBORHOOD ?
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Section V: Fair Housing Priorities and Goals

Fair housing issues for Tarrant County are similar to other counties in the country; however, the
coordination and information sharing between cities and the county is unique whereby changes
can be made with common goals. Although some cities and towns have differences, common
issues arise. NIMBYism (Not In My Back Yard) remains an issue which may be dispelled with
greater education to the public and improved development requirements to address amenities
not only for tenants, but for the neighborhood as a whole. Other issues are choices of current
affordable housing, the availability of housing relative to location, surrounding amenities and
alternate transportation. Lastly, the cost to maintain housing is the biggest issue for all races in
which assisting income eligible persons based on a first come, first served basis will remain the
most fair for all.

Goals
Assessment of Fair Housing

The following goals will be at the forefront of planning for Tarrant County in using U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development funds. The following goals are a reflection of
the issues within the county.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Maintain safe and affordable housing
Add to the affordable housing stock
Educate the public on fair housing rights
Create livable and sustainable neighborhoods.

Priorities

To meet the stated goals, CDHD sets the following priorities in which will be followed through
the five year Consolidated Plan and the annual Action Plans.
E. Assist homeowners with maintaining housing by rehabilitating single family owner
occupied homes and costs of closing and down payment of new homes.
F. Work with developers to build in marketable neighborhoods that best serve the
community, resident and economy.
G. Educate the public and local governments on fair housing rights. CDHD will continue to
answer phone calls about tenant rights and fair housing rights to better educate callers
of their rights. Through the Mayors’ Council, CDHD will provide information to cities
about fair housing which may assist local policy.
H. To create livable and sustainable neighborhoods, collaborations will be made and
continued to recognize the dynamics of the ever changing environment in respect to the
economy, transportation, health and general welfare of Tarrant County citizens.

62

In understanding the demographic and data of each city and town, Tarrant County is able to
better assist in adding to the affordable housing stock and working with the public to ensure fair
housing rules apply. To address the housing issues, Tarrant County Community Development and
Housing Department (CDHD) plans with fair housing goals and priorities in mind using the data
this report provides. The goals and priorities presented will be enforced though the Tarrant
County five year Consolidated Plan and executed through the annual Action Plans.

City of Azle – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1006.01 / 01
66.09%
1142.03 / 03
24.90%
1142.04 / 03
36.09%
1142.03 / 05
11.03%
1142.05 / 01
38.78%
1142.04 / 01
42.68%
1142.05 / 02
48.99%
1142.04 / 02
22.20%
1142.05 / 03
39.52%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities
Please use www.dfwmaps.com in conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now
eligible. HUD plans on providing new eligible areas ANNUALLY which may change eligibility.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special
tabulations include data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are
now based upon the American Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of
ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee
jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family income data from ACS, upon
which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five years.

City of Bedford – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1134.04 / 05
55.17%
1136.24 / 01
20.59%
1135.11 / 02
16.33%
1136.24 / 02
14.87%
1135.12 / 01
29.38%
1136.24 / 03
6.94%
1135.12 / 02
39.21%
1136.25 / 01
3.68%
1135.12 / 03
36.15%
1136.25 / 02
16.06%
1136.07 / 01
68.08%
1136.25 / 03
20.54%
1136.07 / 02
53.03%
1136.26 / 01
19.75%
1136.07 / 03
22.75%
1136.26 / 02
5.98%
1136.07 / 04
34.94%
1136.27 / 01
24.76%
1136.12 / 02
7.91%
1136.27 / 02
35.09%
1136.12 / 04
36.14%
1136.27 / 03
65.12%
1136.13 / 01
13.64%
1136.28 / 01
26.85%
1136.18 / 01
31.00%
1136.28 / 02
50.70%
1136.18 / 02
8.14%
1136.28 / 03
64.92%
1136.18 / 03
22.26%
1136.29 / 01
55.14%
1136.18 / 04
27.17%
1136.29 / 02
21.67%
1136.22 / 04
5.20%
1136.29 / 03
12.67%
1136.23 / 01
25.98%
1136.30 / 01
7.28%
1136.23 / 02
5.49%
1136.30 / 02
36.07%
1136.23 / 03
22.90%
1136.30 / 03
27.13%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities
Please use www.dfwmaps.com in conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible. HUD plans on providing new eligible areas ANNUALLY
which may change eligibility.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include data on family income, which were based on
the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every
five years. As always, the LMISD will be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family income
data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Benbrook – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1023.02 / 01
69.39%
1109.01 / 05
14.02%
1023.02 / 02
70.83%
1109.03 / 01
35.59%
1054.05 / 01
74.18%
1109.03 / 02
22.13%
1054.05 / 02
78.05%
1109.05 / 01
37.09%
1054.06 / 01
11.87%
1109.05 / 02
14.25%
1108.08 / 01
18.59%
1109.05 / 03
19.03%
1108.09 / 01
31.03%
1109.06 / 01
21.37%
1108.09 / 02
11.25%
1109.06 / 02
16.22%
1109.01 / 01
22.03%
1109.06 / 03
26.85%
1109.01 / 02
11.19%
1109.06 / 04
24.27%
1109.01 / 03
10.34%
1109.07 / 01
20.69%
1109.01 / 04
20.00%
1109.07 / 02
39.67%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American

Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Blue Mound – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1050.08 / 03
50.26%
1140.03 / 02
43.75%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

SURVEYED AREAS
Streets
700 & 800 blks Globe
1600 & 1700 blks Tyson
1600 & 1700 blks Americana
1600 & 1700 blks Continental

Date HUD approved
4/28/2010
All under
This
survey

Data
438.43/581.63

Percentage
75.4%

City of Burleson – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1110.16 / 01
15.06%
1110.16 / 03
1.77%
1110.16 / 02
14.97%
1112.04 / 02
8.22%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Crowley – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1110.08 / 01
24.40%
1110.15 / 01
15.73%
1110.08 / 02
20.33%
1110.15 / 02
29.20%
1110.08 / 03
29.14%
1110.16 / 02
14.97%
1110.13 / 01
39.68%
1110.16 / 03
1.77%
1110.13 / 02
64.09%
1110.18 / 01
30.05%
1110.13 / 03
28.49%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Dalworthington Gardens – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1115.06 / 01
14.16%
1115.45 / 01
33.50%
1115.06 / 03
61.30%
1115.45 / 02
6.67%
1115.29 / 01
14.77%
1115.52 / 03
40.00%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Euless – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
9800.00 / 01
0.00%
1135.14 / 03
45.93%
1065.17 / 02
26.51%
1135.14 / 04
65.04%
1134.07 / 01
74.84%
1135.16 / 01
5.90%
1135.09 / 01
44.22%
1135.16 / 02
25.27%
1135.09 / 02
46.45%
1135.16 / 03
43.22%
1135.09 / 03
89.74%
1135.17 / 01
26.97%
1135.09 / 04
65.41%
1135.17 / 02
38.46%
1135.10 / 01
32.13%
1135.18 / 01
46.25%
1135.10 / 02
13.29%
1135.18 / 02
42.67%
1135.10 / 03
67.36%
1135.18 / 03
40.00%
1135.11 / 01
37.84%
1135.19 / 01
15.00%
1135.11 / 02
16.33%
1135.19 / 02
26.67%
1135.11 / 03
24.52%
1135.19 / 03
17.36%
1135.12 / 01
29.38%
1135.20 / 01
20.87%
1135.12 / 02
39.21%
1135.20 / 02
12.31%
1135.12 / 04
25.97%
1136.19 / 01
73.61%
1135.13 / 01
38.77%
1136.19 / 02
42.31%
1135.13 / 03
30.81%
1136.19 / 03
71.43%
1135.14 / 01
80.45%
1136.19 / 04
21.24%
1135.14 / 02
59.35%
1136.22 / 04
5.20%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in conjunction to above to further assess
whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include data on family income, which were based on
the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every
five years. As always, the LMISD will be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family income
data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Grapevine – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
9800.00 / 01
0.00%
1137.05 / 01
57.48%
1136.31 / 01
55.12%
1137.05 / 02
26.57%
1136.31 / 02
51.79%
1137.05 / 03
37.62%
1136.31 / 03
9.47%
1137.05 / 04
60.81%
1136.32 / 01
8.44%
1137.07 / 01
5.20%
1136.32 / 02
7.14%
1137.07 / 02
8.49%
1136.32 / 03
9.58%
1137.07 / 03
9.19%
1136.33 / 01
12.44%
1137.09 / 01
10.21%
1136.33 / 02
0.00%
1137.09 / 02
19.61%
1136.33 / 03
42.33%
1137.09 / 03
8.63%
1136.34 / 01
7.21%
1137.10 / 01
36.89%
1137.03 / 01
26.44%
1137.10 / 02
26.26%
1137.03 / 02
37.76%
1137.11 / 01
13.48%
1137.03 / 03
22.92%
1137.11 / 02
22.92%
1137.03 / 04
37.12%
1139.07 / 03
5.32%
1137.03 / 05
23.24%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Haltom City – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1012.01 / 01
5.56%
1102.04 / 04
64.29%
1101.01 / 01
73.86%
1102.04 / 05
35.68%
1101.01 / 02
27.80%
1103.01 / 01
85.71%
1101.01 / 03
36.72%
1103.01 / 02
72.05%
1101.01 / 04
45.37%
1103.01 / 03
58.44%
1101.01 / 05
70.60%
1103.02 / 01
76.92%
1101.02 / 01
80.92%
1103.02 / 02
45.50%
1101.02 / 02
88.27%
1103.02 / 03
77.36%
1101.02 / 03
48.00%
1103.02 / 04
76.76%
1101.02 / 04
43.58%
1103.02 / 05
82.57%
1102.02 / 01
50.24%
1132.06 / 02
30.00%
1102.02 / 02
33.73%
1132.06 / 03
37.61%
1102.02 / 03
70.41%
1132.06 / 04
63.32%
1102.02 / 04
44.26%
1132.12 / 01
10.84%
1102.03 / 01
91.03%
1132.12 / 02
22.92%
1102.03 / 02
26.32%
1133.01 / 04
28.21%
1102.03 / 03
18.77%
1133.02 / 03
43.38%
1102.03 / 04
27.82%
1138.10 / 02
45.64%
1102.04 / 01
32.06%
1138.10 / 04
34.36%
1102.04 / 02
48.87%
1138.11 / 01
30.65%
1102.04 / 03
55.56%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Haslet – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1139.26 / 05
15.30%
1141.03 / 02
14.62%
1141.03 / 05
29.75%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Brentwood Park addition

Date HUD Approval
01/23/2013

Data

34 / 62

Percentage
54.8%

Town of Lakeside – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1142.06 / 02
1142.07 / 02

40.93%
16.02%

*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Lake Worth – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1005.01 / 05
67.38%
1104.01 / 03
63.01%
1006.01 / 02
25.16%
1104.01 / 04
28.49%
1066.00 / 02
66.46%
1104.02 / 05
62.94%
1104.01 / 01
55.79%
1140.07 / 07
36.76%
1104.01 / 02
49.74%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Mansfield – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1113.01 / 03
37.50%
1113.12 / 01
8.38%
1113.01 / 04
24.32%
1113.12 / 02
0.00%
1113.04 / 01
18.90%
1113.12 / 03
21.52%
1113.04 / 02
7.27%
1113.13 / 01
2.74%
1113.04 / 03
1.55%
1113.13 / 03
5.00%
1113.04 / 04
13.90%
1113.13 / 04
4.94%
1113.06 / 01
27.55%
1113.14 / 01
8.79%
1113.06 / 02
47.58%
1113.14 / 02
7.27%
1113.06 / 03
28.11%
1114.06 / 01
8.66%
1113.07 / 01
64.64%
1114.06 / 02
12.94%
1113.07 / 02
33.25%
1114.08 / 01
22.15%
1113.08 / 01
14.47%
1114.08 / 02
25.00%
1113.08 / 02
64.00%
1115.49 / 02
9.46%
1113.09 / 01
71.54%
1115.51 / 01
9.57%
1113.09 / 02
38.31%
1115.51 / 02
2.50%
1113.09 / 03
35.47%
1115.51 / 03
6.81%
1113.11 / 01
7.24%
1115.51 / 04
19.64%
1113.11 / 02
4.11%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in conjunction to above to further assess
whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include data on family income, which were based on
the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every
five years. As always, the LMISD will be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family income
data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets
200-300 block of Tarrant St., 200-300 block of Short St, 500
block of Lake St, 300-500 block of E. Kimball St, 100-300 S.
Waxahachie St.400-500 E. Dallas St
800 to 1000 block of North St

Date HUD approved
12/07/2012

Data
129 / 192

Percentage
67.3%

12/07/2012

51/75

67.7%

City of North Richland Hills – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1132.06 / 01
57.04%
1132.16 / 03
44.34%
1132.06 / 02
30.00%
1132.17 / 01
23.46%
1132.06 / 03
37.61%
1132.17 / 02
6.25%
1132.06 / 04
63.32%
1132.17 / 03
42.21%
1132.07 / 01
15.61%
1132.17 / 04
49.50%
1132.07 / 02
16.41%
1132.18 / 01
14.07%
1132.10 / 01
19.46%
1132.18 / 02
6.10%
1132.10 / 02
25.36%
1132.20 / 01
47.28%
1132.10 / 03
10.26%
1132.20 / 02
28.72%
1132.12 / 01
10.84%
1132.20 / 03
89.53%
1132.12 / 02
22.92%
1132.21 / 01
7.51%
1132.12 / 03
19.26%
1132.21 / 02
35.11%
1132.13 / 01
21.43%
1132.21 / 03
9.72%
1132.13 / 02
45.06%
1134.03 / 02
26.07%
1132.13 / 03
27.81%
1136.10 / 01
3.87%
1132.13 / 04
49.22%
1138.10 / 04
3.02%
1132.14 / 01
23.88%
1138.11 / 02
43.75%
1132.14 / 02
45.22%
1138.13 / 01
3.85%
1132.15 / 01
12.56%
1138.14 / 01
10.41%
1132.15 / 02
37.57%
1138.14 / 02
7.41%
1132.16 / 01
43.38%
1138.15 / 02
3.33%
1132.16 / 02
11.31%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS: NONE QUALIFIED TO DATE
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

Town of Pantego – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1115.06 / 01
14.16%
1115.26 / 03
49.01%
1115.06 / 02
28.36%
1225.00 / 02
26.80%
1115.06 / 03
61.30%
1226.00 / 02
21.05%
1115.06 / 04
70.59%
1226.00 / 03
39.03%
1115.26 / 02
43.92%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of River Oaks – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1105.00 / 01
70.06%
1105.00 / 06
28.28%
1105.00 / 02
47.77%
1105.00 / 07
52.72%
1105.00 / 03
43.79%
1007.00 / 02
63.44%
1105.00 / 04
53.22%
1005.02 / 02
76.43%
1105.00 / 05
35.83%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Sansom Park – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1104.02 / 01
78.41%
1104.02 / 04
54.37%
1104.02 / 02
61.64%
1104.02 / 05
62.94%
1104.02 / 03
76.21%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Watauga – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1138.03 / 01
24.61%
1138.09 / 03
37.16%
1138.03 / 02
20.10%
1138.09 / 04
44.63%
1138.03 / 03
20.85%
1138.10 / 01
30.66%
1138.08 / 01
29.61%
1138.10 / 02
45.64%
1138.08 / 02
41.16%
1138.10 / 03
68.90%
1138.08 / 03
12.80%
1138.10 / 04
34.36%
1138.08 / 04
31.88%
1138.11 / 01
30.65%
1138.09 / 01
34.51%
1139.17 / 03
43.04%
1138.09 / 02
42.68%
1139.17 / 04
19.20%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of Westworth Village – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1106.00 / 01
56.07%
1106.00 / 03
51.08%
1106.00 / 02
49.37%
1006.02 / 02
36.36%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

QUALIFIED SURVEYED AREAS
Streets

Date surveyed

Data

Percentage

City of White Settlement – 2014 HUD Low/Moderate Income Data by Block Group

2014 HUD LMISD (effective July 1, 2014)
1006.02 / 01
54.17%
1106.00 / 02
49.37%
1107.01 / 01
47.69%
1107.03 / 01
57.53%
1107.01 / 02
29.25%
1107.03 / 02
46.83%
1107.01 / 03
48.55%
1107.03 / 03
51.46%
1107.01 / 04
74.26%
1107.04 / 01
53.92%
1107.01 / 05
71.89%
1107.04 / 02
60.23%
1107.01 / 06
28.90%
1107.04 / 03
45.99%
*2010 Census data Geography, using 2006-2010 ACS data for HUD to calculate above 2014 LMI %
NOTE: for PY2014, Eligible area must be 47.28% or higher for Tarrant County Consortium Cities. Please use www.dfwmaps.com in
conjunction to above to further assess whether a project is now eligible.
*The LMISD are derived from special data tabulations provided to HUD by the U.S. Census Bureau. The special tabulations include
data on family income, which were based on the Decennial Census in previous years and are now based upon the American
Community Survey (ACS). HUD anticipates receiving these special tabulations of ACS data every five years. As always, the LMISD will
be slightly revised each year for changes to grantee jurisdictions and Entitlement CDBG program participations. However, the family
income data from ACS, upon which the LMISD are based, will only be fully updated upon receipt of the special tabulations every five
years.

List of Affordable Multi-Family Housing Complexes in Tarrant County Consortium Cities
ORGANIZATION/PROPERTY NAME
Azle Village Apartments
Elm Court
Tanglewood
Azle Oaks I & II
Azle Oaks III
Azle Village
Denver Trail
Eagle Lake Gardens Apartments
Gateway Village Apartments
James Street Community Home
Lakeview Community Home
Lamplighter Community Home
Silver Creek
Place
Blessing
Court
(FKA - Bluebonnet Villa)
(FKAPrimrose Park)
Eden Estates Senior Community
Elmcroft of Bedford
Primrose Park (AKA Bluebonnet Villa)
Tarrant County MHMR Training Residence 6
Walnut Community Home
Windmill Terrace Apartments
Cozby Community Home
TCG Benbrook Assisted Living
Villas at Boston Heights
Alsbury Villas
Crestmoor Park South Apartments
Reserve at McAlister
Anchor Way Senior Care LLC
Bristol Square
Crowley Manor
Crowley Seniors L.P.
Crowley Retirement Village
Newstart Living Center I
St. Charles Place
Worthington Point Apartments
Amicus At Mills
Ash Lane Apartments
Aspen Oaks Apartments
Evergreen at Euless
Gala at Oak Crest Estates
Mission Pointe Club
Post Oak East Apartments
Tall Timbers Apartments
Vickery Square Apartments
Chambers Creek Community Home
Newstart Living Center II
Newstart Living Center III
Villas of Forest Hill
Atria Grapevine

Address
201 Las Bresas
928 Elm Court
1613 Tanglewood
700 Jarvis Lane
700 Jarvis Lane
201 Las Bresas Trail
129 Denver Trail
1300 Village Garden
313 Gateway Street
708 James St
1748 Spinnaker Ln.
104 Lamplighter Ct.
1300 Silver Creek Azle Road
3100 Blessing Ct.
1997 Forest Ridge Dr.
3800 Central Drive
3100 Blessing Ct.
1619 Pipeline Road
3824 Walnut Dr.
2200 Murphy Dr.
106 Cozby Street S
4242 Bryant Irvin Rd.
3510 Boston Ave
755 NE Alsbury
514 SE Gardens
200 McAlister Rd
548 Anchor Way
601 Trail Lake
201 S. Tarrant St.
201 East Harris
211 Harris Dr
305 N Beverly St.
1408 Longhorn Trail
12301 Hemphill Street
512 S. Mills Dr.
601 E. Ash Lane
905 W. Ash Lane
started 2012
started build 2015
917 Del Paso
3888 Post Oak Blvd.
1551-1589 Cedar Elm
3015 W. Pipeline Rd.
613 Chambers Creek
1000 Coury Rd
5124 Queen Anne Dr.
7415 Forest Hill Drive
3975 William D Tate Ave

City
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Azle
Bedford
Bedford
Bedford
Bedford
Bedford
Bedford
Bedford
Benbrook
Benbrook
Benbrook
Burleson
Burleson
Burleson
Crowley
Crowley
Crowley
Crowley
Crowley
Crowley
Crowley
Crowley
Euless
Euless
Euless
Euless
Euless
Euless
Euless
Euless
Euless
Everman
Everman
Forest Hill
Forest Hill
Grapevine

State
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX

List of Affordable Multi-Family Housing Complexes in Tarrant County Consortium Cities
ORGANIZATION/PROPERTY NAME
Cobblestone Village Apartments
Grapevine Housing Authority
Lakes of Williamsberg Apartments
Autumn Leaves of Fossil Creek
Club at Springlake
Cornerstone Apartments
Haltom City Housing Authority
Brookwood II
Hurst Manor Apartments
Hurstview Community Home
Jeremiah Seniors
Villas on Calloway Creek
Wellesley Park Apartments
Whispering Run
Woods Apartments
Aventine Apartments
Evergreen At Keller Senior Apartment Community
Mustang Creek Estates - Building A
Mustang Creek Estates - Building C
Mustang Creek Estates - Building E
Whitley Place
Kennedale Seniors
Oakcrest
Cedar Point Apartments
Mansfield Manor
Mansfield Plaza
Newstart Living Center IV
Palladio Plaza
Pecan Bend
Walnut Creek
Emeritus at Holiday Lane Estates
Ashwood Assisted Living
Emerals Run Apartments
Good Place Assisted Living
Holiday Heights
Lewis Court Townhomes
Vibrant Retirement Living
Villas On Bear Creek
Plaza Apartments
Camelot Square
Mariposa Apartment Homes at Spring Hollow
Brookwood I
Brookwood III
Park Vista Townhomes
Safe Care I
Safe Care II
Home of Todd & Friends I
Home of Todd & Friends II

Address

City
951 Turner Rd.
Grapevine
131 Starr Place
Grapevine
2950 Mustang Dr.
Grapevine
4501 Silver Sage Dr.
Haltom City
5201 Springlake Parkway
Haltom City
4040 Denton Highway
Haltom City
2800 Moneda Avenue
Haltom City
649 Circle View S
Hurst
300 N. Calloway Rd.
Hurst
540 Hurstview
Hurst
909 W. Hurst Blvd
Hurst
901 W. Hurst Blvd
Hurst
365 E. Pecan
Hurst
600 Bellaire Dr.
Hurst
737 Bluebonnet Dr.
Hurst
5551 N. Tarrant Parkway
Keller
501 Bourland Rd.
Keller
675 Rapp Road, Bldg A
Keller
675 Rapp Road, Bldg A
Keller
675 Rapp Road, Bldg A
Keller
800 Whitley
Keller
332 S. New Hope Rd
Kennedale
415 Mansfield Cardinal Rd.
Kennedale
1751 Town Crossing Blvd.
Mansfield
511 South Main St.
Mansfield
413 S. Main St.
Mansfield
201 Wisteria
Mansfield
SE quad of E. Braod and Regency Pkwy Mansfield
501 Kingsway Drive
Mansfield
622 S Walnut Creek
Mansfield
6155 Holiday Ln
North Richland Hiils
7501 Glenview Dr.
North Richland Hills
7500 Maplewood Rd.
North Richland Hills
7801 N Richland Blvd
North Richland Hills
5521 Davis Blvd.
North Richland Hills
5513-5525 Lewis Court
North Richland Hills
8500 Emerald Hills Way
North Richland Hills
8009 Davis Blvd.
North Richland Hills
Richland Hills
500 Ridgecrest Drive
Saginaw
started 2014
Saginaw
2900 Brookwood Lane
Southlake
2410 Taylor Street
Southlake
6728 Park Vista Rd.
Watauga
6517 Brookside Drive
Watauga
8005 Lazy Brook Dr.
Watauga
9220 Alyssa Dr
White Settlement
9212 Alyssa Dr
White Settlement

State
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX
TX

List of Affordable Multi-Family Housing Complexes in Tarrant County Consortium Cities
ORGANIZATION/PROPERTY NAME
Oak Timbers - White Settlement
Oak Timbers - White Settlement
Ridge

Address
8401 Tumbleweed Trail
8301 Tumbleweed Trail II
9211 Dale Lane

City
White Settlement
White Settlement
White Settlement

State
TX
TX
TX

POCKET PAL 2015
YOUR GUIDE TO HOMELESS SERVICES

General Information
TCHC Homeless Helpline

(817) 996-8800
Information and referrals through phone or text available 8:00 am-8:00pm MondaySaturday
United Way of Tarrant County
211 or 1-877-541-7905
Information and referral specialists available 24/7 to direct you to local resources.
Resource information also available at www.tarrantcounty211.org
(817) 321-8000
Texas Dept. of Health & Human Services
SNAP (food stamps), WIC, TANF, Medicaid, etc.

Tarrant County Human Services

(817) 531-5620

Assistance with Utilities, Rent, & Mortgage

Social Security Admin.

(800) 772-1213

Texas Homeless Education Office

(800) 446-3142
Enrollment assistance and other services for homeless school-age children, their families
and unaccompanied youth.

Outreach Services
Street Outreach Services (S.O.S.)

(877) 414-8345
Material assistance, Intensive case‐management, Referrals for unsheltered homeless

Hands of Hope

(817) 298-2779

Outreach services and referral to unsheltered homeless persons

Path Team MHMR

(817) 569-5419
Outreach services and referral to homeless persons who have either mental illness
and/or a substance abuse.

Day Shelter/Case Management
Day Resource Center for the Homeless

(817) 810-9797
1415 E. Lancaster, FW 76102
Day Time Shelter hours Mon-Sat 7:30 – 11:45am, 1:00 – 4:30pm
Sun 12:30 – 4:30pm
Services: Housing Placement, Victim’s Advocacy, storage, mail, phone, laundry, shower
facilities, critical documents, scan cards

Emergency Night Shelters /Case Management
Presbyterian Night Shelter

Men/Women (817) 632-7401
Families (817) 632-7429
www.journeyhome.org

2401 Cypress, 76102
Emergency Shelter Check-in at 2:00 pm
Single Men/Women Fee: No charge to stay. No length of stay.
Programs Single Men/Women: See Shelter Coordinator
Programs Families Check-in 5:00 pm
There is a waiting list for the programs. Emergency shelter for families with nowhere to
go. Families with new babies get priority.

Union Gospel Mission

Men (817) 332-3019
Women (817) 338-8418
Families (817) 332-6908
www.ugm-tc.org

1321 E. Lancaster, 76102
Emergency Shelter: Check-in at 4:30 for men
Men’s Program: orientation and application 7:30 a.m. Monday-Friday
Single ladies/Families Program: Orientation Mon-Friday 10:00 a.m. and Mon.-Tues.Wed. –and Fri 3:00pm. Call for intake appointment.
Must have: State ID and no sex offenders

The Salvation Army

(817) 344-1801

1855 E. Lancaster, 76103
www.salvationarmydfw.org
Emergency Shelter Check-in 7:00pm, Name must be on the list by 5:00 pm
Single Men/ Women and Families Fee: Clients are allowed 4 nights of stay before being
required to see caseworker to determine eligibility status.
Must have: Breathalyzer, Picture ID and no sex offenders
Single Men/ Women and Families Programs: See Case Manager

ACH Child and Family Services - Youth Shelter

(817) 335-4673
1424 Summit Ave., 76102
www.achservices.org
Offers homeless and runaway youth ages 10-17, emergency housing and care while ACH
works to reunite them with their families or find a safe meaning alternative living
arrangement

SafeHaven of Tarrant Co.
24-Hour Domestic Violence Hotline (877) 701-7233

www.safehaventc.org

Emergency Shelter for Domestic Violence Victims & Their Children
Single Women/Women with Children Fee: No fees. 30 day limit stay.
Programs Single Women/Women and children: Call the hotline for screening.

Arlington Life Shelter

(817) 548-9885

325 W. Division St. 76011
www.arlingtonlifeshelter.org
Emergency Shelter check-in 4:00pm for new Clients
Check-in for all client 5:00
Single Men/Women/ Families Fee: No charge, Must find work to continue to stay.
Must have: Background check performed. Must be employable. No sex offender.
Programs Single Men/Women/ Families: Maximum stay 12 weeks. Must find work to
continue stay.

Prepared Meals
Beautiful Feet Soup Kitchen

(817) 536-0505

1709 E. Hattie
Breakfast – Mon-Sun - 9:00a.m.
Lunch – Mon-Sun 12:00p following 11:15 Service

Broadway Baptist Church

(817) 336-5761
305 W. Broadway
st
Sack Lunches - Tues & Thurs & Fri, 9am - 12pm) (1st Come, 1 Served)
Dinner- Thurs. at 6:00 pm (tickets are given out at 5:00pm) (1st Come, 1st Served)
Mobile Food Pantry – 3rd Wed. of each month, 9-10:00am (MUST HAVE I.D)
Agape Meal - Thursdays, Tickets starting 5:00pm, Dinner served 6:00pm

First Street Methodist Mission

(817) 335-6080
801 W. 1st
Lunch- Mon. 10:00am- 1:00pm and Wed. 2:30pm – 4:30pm
Food Pantry- Wed. and Thur. 10:00am -1:00pm (MUST HAVE: Proof of residence and ID
for each member of your family)

Presbyterian Night Shelter

(817) 632-7401

2401 Cypress
Dinner– 5:00-6:00pm daily (served to all overnight guests)

Salvation Army

(817) 344-1800
1855 E. Lancaster
Breakfast- Mon- Sun 7:30 am, Lunch- Mon- Sun 12:30 pm and Dinner- Mon- Sun 5:30
pm
Union Gospel Mission
(817) 339-2553
1321 E. Lancaster
Breakfast- Mon- Sat 6:30 am, Lunch- Mon- Sat 11:30 pm and Dinner- Mon- Sat 5:20 pm
Sun. – Breakfast - 6:30a, Lunch – 10:45a, Dinner – 3:45p
Saint Benedict’s Mission

(817) 348-9960

2320 Cypress St.
Hours of Operation- Tuesday- Thursday, 10:00am – 2:00pm

Clothing
First Street Methodist Mission

801 W. 1st
Clothing Bank – Mondays and Wednesdays (10:00am-12:30pm)

(817) 335-6080

Broadway Baptist Church

(817) 336-5761
305 W. Broadway
Adult Clothing – Tues. & Thurs. 9:00-12:00 noon (Serves the first 30 people)
Children’s Clothing – Mon. 9:00-11:00a (1st come, 1st Served)

Union Gospel Mission

1321 E. Lancaster
Individuals can complete a voucher for clothing during guest meal times

(817) 339-2553

General Services
Fort Worth Housing Authority
1201 E 13th St. -76102

(817) 333-3
www.ftwha

Arlington Housing Authority
501W. Sanford #20- ARL 76011
Community Enrichment Center
6250 NE Loop 820 – NRH 76180
Cornerstone Assistance Network
3500 Noble – 76111
One Safe Place
1100 Hemphill St. -76104

(817) 275-3
www.arlington-tx
(817) 281-1
www.thecec
(817) 632-6
www.canetwork.
(817) 916-4
www.onesafeplace.

Domestic violence service provider(victim advocacy, case
management and referrals)

Feed By Grace
1401 E. Presidio (Unity Park) -76102

(817) 744-8
www.feedbygrace.

Faith Based Services for the Homeless Hours of operation:
Mon-Fri 8am-4pm and Sat 8:30am- 12pm

YWCA
512 W. 4th St – 76102

(817) 332www.ywcafortworth

Childcare

Samaritan House

(817) 332-6

929 Hemphill - 76104
ext.166 www.samaritanhouse
Supportive Housing & Case Mgmt for person with Disability and
HIV/AIDS

(817) 834-2833 www.txrs

Texas ReEntry Services

1408 Saint Louis - 76104
Ex-Offender Case Management

Medical/Mental Health
Tarrant County Public Health
1101 S. Main St., 76104
Tarrant County Public Health
536 W Randol Mill Rd., 76011
JPS Eligibility Center
1325 S. Main, 76104
VA FW Outpatient Clinic
2201 S.E. Loop 820, 76119
MedStar (Non-Emergency)

(817) 321-4800
(817) 321-4724
(817) 927-1001
(817) 335-2202
(817) 927-9620

JPS Hospital – Psych. Emergency
1500 S. Main, 76104
MHMR 24 Hour Crisis Hotline

(817) 702-1088
(817) 335-3022

Rape Crisis and Victim Services The Women’s Center
Recovery Resource Center – Counseling Services
2700 Airport Freeway, 76111
AIDS Outreach Center
400 N. Beach Street Ste. 100, 76111
Alliance Child & Family Solutions
2401 Scott Avenue, 76103

(817)927-2737
(817) 332-6329
www.recoverycouncil.org
(817) 335-1994
www.aoc.org
(817) 851-2042
www.acfstexas.com

Alcohol/Substance Abuse
Recovery Resource Council
2700 Airport Freeway – FW 76111

(817) 332-6329
www.recoverycouncil.org

MHMR Addiction Services

(817) 569-4600

www.mhmrtarrant.org

Employment/Job Assistance
Workforce Solutions for Tarrant County

(817) 413-4000

Goodwill Industries
4005 Campus
Vocational Evaluation/Clerical-Medical Skills Training/Work Experience

(817) 332-7866

Division for Rehabilitation Services (DARS)

(817) 321-8500

Legal Assistance & Documents/ID/Birth Cert.
Legal Aid of Northwest TX

600 E. Weatherford

(817) 336-3943
www.lanwt.org
Legal Aid of North West Texas, for low-income residents in 114 Texas counties
throughout North and West Texas. To apply for services contact our intake line at 817336-3943 Mon. – Wed. from 8:30 – 11:00 am and from 1:30 – 4:00 pm.

Fort Worth Day Resource Center

1415 E. Lancaster(817) 810-9797
Critical documents; Mon-Fri 8:00 – 11:45am, 1:00 – 4:30pm

Tarrant County Homeless Coalition

(817) 888-5244
www.ahomewithhope.org
HMIS Scan Cards M-W-F 9am-1pm @ Sal Army; T-TH 9am -1pm @ DRC; M-F 2-6pm and
Sat &Sun 4-7pm @PNS

Veterans/ Elderly/Disabled
Aging and Disability Resource Center of Tarrant County
1300 Circle Drive 76119
Helping Restore Ability
4300 Beltway Pl, Ste 130, 76018
Recovery Resource Council
2700 Airport FWY, 76111
VA - FW Homeless Veterans Program
1518 E. Lancaster, 76102
Family Endeavors
5601 Bridge Suite 275, 76112

1(888) 730-2372
www.tarrantcountyadrc.org
(817) 469-1977
www.helpingrestoreability.org
(817) 332-6329
www.recoverycouncil.org
(817) 255-7150
www.northtexas.va.gov
(817) 537-5370
www.familyendeavors.org

GUÍA DE BOLSILLO 2012

GUÍA DE BOLSILLO 2012
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Información	
  General	
  

Información	
  General	
  

Primera llamada de United Way * marque 211 ó (817) 258-8100

Primera llamada de United Way * marque 211 ó (817) 258-8100

Depto. De Salud y Servicios Humanos de Texas

Depto. De Salud y Servicios Humanos de Texas

Marque 2-1-1 y presione Opción 1 para un especialista en información y referidos 24/7
para información de recursos locales.
www.tarrantcounty211.org

(817) 321-8000

Marque 2-1-1 y presione Opción 1 para un especialista en información y referidos 24/7
para información de recursos locales.
www.tarrantcounty211.org

SNAP (estampillas de comida), WIC, TANF, Medicaid, etc.

Servicios Humanos del Condado Tarrant

(817) 321-8000

SNAP (estampillas de comida), WIC, TANF, Medicaid, etc.

(817) 531-5620

Servicios Humanos del Condado Tarrant

Ayuda con utilidades, Renta, e Hipoteca

(817) 531-5620

Ayuda con utilidades, Renta, e Hipoteca

Street Outreach Services (S.O.S.) número gratuito (877) 414-8345

Street Outreach Services (S.O.S.) número gratuito (877) 414-8345

	
  	
  	
  Ayuda	
  material,	
  Manejo	
  de	
  caso	
  intensivo,	
  Servicios	
  de	
  referido	
  (solo	
  en	
  Fort	
  Worth)	
  

	
  	
  	
  Ayuda	
  material,	
  Manejo	
  de	
  caso	
  intensivo,	
  Servicios	
  de	
  referido	
  (solo	
  en	
  Fort	
  Worth)	
  

Administración del Seguro Social número gratuito (800) 772-1213

Administración del Seguro Social número gratuito (800) 772-1213

Oficina de Educación al Desamparado (THEO)

Oficina de Educación al Desamparado (THEO)

(800) 772-1213

Asistencia de inscripción y otros servicios para los niños de edad escolar y sus familiares

(800) 772-1213

Asistencia de inscripción y otros servicios para los niños de edad escolar y sus familiares

Refugio	
  Diurno	
  /Manejo	
  de	
  Caso	
  

Refugio	
  Diurno	
  /Manejo	
  de	
  Caso	
  

Centro Diurno de Recursos para Personas sin Hogar (817) 810-9797

Centro Diurno de Recursos para Personas sin Hogar (817) 810-9797

1415 E. Lancaster, 76102
www.fwdayresourcectr.org
Manejo de caso, almacenaje, correo, teléfono, lavandería, facilidades con duchas

1415 E. Lancaster, 76102
www.fwdayresourcectr.org
Manejo de caso, almacenaje, correo, teléfono, lavandería, facilidades con duchas

Refugios	
  Nocturnos	
  de	
  Emergencia	
  /Manejo	
  de	
  Caso	
  

Refugios	
  Nocturnos	
  de	
  Emergencia	
  /Manejo	
  de	
  Caso	
  
Refugio Nocturno Presbiteriano w w w . p n s - t c . o r g (817) 632-7400
Centro para Mujeres y niños * 2401 Cypress
(817) 632-7429

Refugio Nocturno Presbiteriano w w w . p n s - t c . o r g (817) 632-7400
Centro para Mujeres y niños * 2401 Cypress
(817) 632-7429

Misión Union Gospel w w w . u g m - t c . o r g Hombres =(817) 332-3019
1321 E. Lancaster, 76102
Mujeres =(817) 332-7531
Familias =(817) 332-6908

Misión Union Gospel w w w . u g m - t c . o r g Hombres =(817) 332-3019
1321 E. Lancaster, 76102
Mujeres =(817) 332-7531
Familias =(817) 332-6908

Ejército de Salvación

Ejército de Salvación

1855 E. Lancaster 76103
(817) 344-1800
www.salvationarmydfw.org

ACH Servicios a Niños y Familias

(817) 335-4673

1424 Summit Ave., 76102

ACH Servicios a Niños y Familias

(817) 335-4673

1424 Summit Ave., 76102

www.achservices.org

SafeHaven del Condado Tarrant www.safehaventc.org (877) 701-7233

1855 E. Lancaster 76103
(817) 344-1800
www.salvationarmydfw.org
www.achservices.org

SafeHaven del Condado Tarrant www.safehaventc.org (877) 701-7233

Línea 24-Horas para Violencia Doméstica
Refugio de Emergencia para victimas (e hijos) de Violencia Doméstica

Línea 24-Horas para Violencia Doméstica
Refugio de Emergencia para victimas (e hijos) de Violencia Doméstica

Refugio de Vida de Arlington 325 W. Division St. 76011 (817) 548-9885
www.arlingtonlifeshelter.org

Refugio de Vida de Arlington 325 W. Division St. 76011 (817) 548-9885
www.arlingtonlifeshelter.org

Comidas	
  Preparadas	
  

Comidas	
  Preparadas	
  
Cocina d Sopas Beautiful Feet

1709 E. Hattie

(817) 536-0505

Cocina d Sopas Beautiful Feet

1709 E. Hattie

(817) 536-0505

Desayuno – Lun-Dom - 9:00am Comida – Lun-Dom 12:00pm luego del servicio 11:15

Desayuno – Lun-Dom - 9:00am Comida – Lun-Dom 12:00pm luego del servicio 11:15

Iglesia Bautista Broadway
305 W. Broadway (817) 336-5761
Comida en Bolsa – mar, jue & vier, 9am - 12pm: (por orden de llegada)

Iglesia Bautista Broadway
305 W. Broadway (817) 336-5761
Comida en Bolsa – mar, jue & vier, 9am - 12pm: (por orden de llegada)
Cena Ágape - Jueves, Boletos repartidos 4:00pm, Cena servida 6:00pm

Cena Ágape - Jueves, Boletos repartidos 4:00pm, Cena servida 6:00pm

Misión Metodista First Street

801 W.

1st

Lun 10:00am - 1:00pm

(817) 335-6080

Misión Metodista First Street

801 W. 1st

Lun 10:00am - 1:00pm

Mier 2:30pm – 4:30pm

(817) 335-6080
Mier 2:30pm – 4:30pm

Refugio Nocturno Presbiteriano 2400 Cypress
(817) 632-7408
Cena servida a todos los huéspedes que pernoctan – 5:00-6:30pm diario

Refugio Nocturno Presbiteriano 2400 Cypress
(817) 632-7408
Cena servida a todos los huéspedes que pernoctan – 5:00-6:30pm diario

Ejército de Salvación
[Desayuno 7:30]

1855 E. Lancaster
(817) 344-1800
[Comida 12:30] [Cena 5:30]

Ejército de Salvación
[Desayuno 7:30]

Misión Union Gospel

1321 E. Lancaster

Misión Union Gospel

	
  

(817) 339-2553

Lun – Sab (Desayuno. - 6:30am, Comida – 11:30am, Cena. - 5:20pm)
Dom – (Desayuno. - 6:30am, Comida – 10:45am, Cena – 3:45pm)

	
  

801 W. 1st
305 W. Broadway

(817) 335-6080

Misión Metodista First Street

(817) 336-5761

Iglesia Bautista Broadway

Ropa de Adultos – Mar. y Jue. 9:00-12:00 pm (por orden de llegada)(atendemos 30 Personas)
Ropa de niños – Lunes. 9:00-12:00 pm (por orden de llegada)

Misión Union Gospel

(817) 339-2553

Ropa	
  

Banco de Ropa – Lunes Solamente (10:00am-12:30pm)

Iglesia Bautista Broadway

1321 E. Lancaster

Lun – Sab (Desayuno. - 6:30am, Comida – 11:30am, Cena. - 5:20pm)
Dom – (Desayuno. - 6:30am, Comida – 10:45am, Cena – 3:45pm)

Ropa	
  
Misión Metodista First Street

1855 E. Lancaster
(817) 344-1800
[Comida 12:30] [Cena 5:30]

(817) 339-2553

Las personas pueden completar un vale para ropa durante el horario de comida

801 W. 1st

(817) 335-6080

Banco de Ropa – Lunes Solamente (10:00am-12:30pm)

305 W. Broadway

(817) 336-5761

Ropa de Adultos – Mar. y Jue. 9:00-12:00 pm (por orden de llegada)(atendemos 30 Personas)
Ropa de niños – Lunes. 9:00-12:00 pm (por orden de llegada)

Misión Union Gospel

(817) 339-2553

Las personas pueden completar un vale para ropa durante el horario de comida

Servicios	
  Generales	
  
Autoridad de Vivienda de Fort Worth

Servicios	
  Generales	
  

Admisiones

1201 E 13th St.

(817) 333-3510
www.ftwha.org

Autoridad de Vivienda de Fort Worth

Admisiones

1201 E 13th St.

(817) 333-3510
www.ftwha.org

Autoridad de Vivienda de Arlington501W. Sanford #20 (817) 275-3351

Autoridad de Vivienda de Arlington501W. Sanford #20 (817) 275-3351

Caridades Católicas-FW

(817) 534-0814

Caridades Católicas-FW

www.ccdofw.org

Manejo de casos en general

249 W. Thornhill Dr. 76115

Manejo de casos en general

Centro de Enriquecimiento Comunitario

(817) 281-1164

6250 NE Loop 820 – NRH 76180

www.thecec.org

Red de Asistencia Cornerstone

(817) 632-6000

3500 Noble – 76111

www.canetwork.org

www.canetwork.org

Casa Samaritana

YWCA – Fort Worth

(817) 332-6191

512 W. 4 St - 76102
Manejo de Caso Mujeres/Niños
th

www.ywcafortworth.org

1401 E. Presidio, 76102 (817) 744-8211
Servicios de organización religiosa para Sin Hogar w w w . f e e d b y g r a c e . o r g

929 Hemphill - 76104 (817) 332-6410 ext.166
Vivienda de apoyo y Manejo de caso VIH/SIDA w w w . s a m a r i t a n h o u s e . o r g
Servicios de Re-entrada de Texas3001 Race St. 76111
Manejo de caso para Ex-Ofensor

(817) 834-2833

YWCA – Fort Worth

(817) 332-6191

512 W. 4 St - 76102
Manejo de Caso Mujeres/Niños

Salud	
  Médica/Mental	
  
Salud Pública del Condado Tarrant
Centro de Elegibilidad

76104

th

www.txrs.org

www.ywcafortworth.org

Salud	
  Médica/Mental	
  

1101 S. Main St. (817) 321-4700

1325 S. Main,

(817) 632-6000

3500 Noble – 76111

Casa Samaritana

www.txrs.org

www.thecec.org

Red de Asistencia Cornerstone
Alimentando por Gracia

(817) 834-2833

(817) 281-1164

6250 NE Loop 820 – NRH 76180

1401 E. Presidio, 76102 (817) 744-8211
Servicios de organización religiosa para Sin Hogar w w w . f e e d b y g r a c e . o r g

Servicios de Re-entrada de Texas3001 Race St. 76111
Manejo de caso para Ex-Ofensor

(817) 534-0814
www.ccdofw.org

Centro de Enriquecimiento Comunitario

Alimentando por Gracia

929 Hemphill - 76104 (817) 332-6410 ext.166
Vivienda de apoyo y Manejo de caso VIH/SIDA w w w . s a m a r i t a n h o u s e . o r g

249 W. Thornhill Dr. 76115

(817) 927-1001

Salud Pública del Condado Tarrant
Centro de Elegibilidad

1101 S. Main St. (817) 321-4700

1325 S. Main,

76104

(817) 927-1001

Clínica Ambulatoria VA FW 2201 S.E. Loop 820 76119 (817) 335-2202

Clínica Ambulatoria VA FW 2201 S.E. Loop 820 76119 (817) 335-2202

MedStar

MedStar

(No Emergencia)

(817) 927-9620

(No Emergencia)

(817) 927-9620

Hospital JPS–Emergencia Psiquiatría 1500 S. Main, 76104(817) 921-3431

Hospital JPS–Emergencia Psiquiatría 1500 S. Main, 76104(817) 921-3431

MHMR Línea de Crisis 24 Horas

(817) 335-3022

MHMR Línea de Crisis 24 Horas

(817) 335-1994

Centro de Alcance SIDA

Centro de Alcance SIDA

www.aoc.org

Abuso	
  de	
  Alcohol/Substancias	
  
Concilio de Recursos de Recuperación
2700 Airport Freeway – FW 76111

(817) 332-6329
www.recoverycouncil.org

MHMR Servicios de Adicción

(817) 569-5760

(817) 335-3022
www.aoc.org

(817) 335-1994

Abuso	
  de	
  Alcohol/Substancias	
  
Concilio de Recursos de Recuperación
2700 Airport Freeway – FW 76111

(817) 332-6329
www.recoverycouncil.org

MHMR Servicios de Adicción

Empleo/Asistencia	
  con	
  Trabajo	
  

(817) 569-5760

Empleo/Asistencia	
  con	
  Trabajo	
  

Workforce Solutions del Condado Tarrant
(817) 413-4000
Proyecto WISH
w w w . w o r k f o r c e s o l u t i o n s . n e t (817) 455-4800

Workforce Solutions del Condado Tarrant
(817) 413-4000
Proyecto WISH
w w w . w o r k f o r c e s o l u t i o n s . n e t (817) 455-4800

Industrias Goodwill

Industrias Goodwill

4005 Campus

(817) 332-7866

4005 Campus

(817) 332-7866

Educación Vocacional/Capacitación destrezas Oficina-Médicas/Experiencia de Trabajo

Educación Vocacional/Capacitación destrezas Oficina-Médicas/Experiencia de Trabajo

División de Servicios de Rehabilitación (DARS)

División de Servicios de Rehabilitación (DARS)

(817) 321-8500

Asistencia	
  Legal	
  y	
  con	
  Documentos/ID/Acta	
  Nacimiento	
  
Servicios Lighthouse

www.1lighthousechurch.com

(817) 846-9881

(817) 321-8500

Asistencia	
  Legal	
  y	
  con	
  Documentos/ID/Acta	
  Nacimiento	
  
Servicios Lighthouse

www.1lighthousechurch.com

(817) 846-9881

Proveen ayuda para obtener documentos estatales/federales

Proveen ayuda para obtener documentos estatales/federales

Ayuda legal del Noroeste de TX

Ayuda legal del Noroeste de TX

600 E. Weatherford (817) 336-3943

600 E. Weatherford (817) 336-3943

Corte Municipal FW – Listado de Corte Comunitaria (817) 392-6990

Corte Municipal FW – Listado de Corte Comunitaria (817) 392-6990

1000 Throckmorton, 76102

1000 Throckmorton, 76102

Veteranos/Ancianos/Discapacitados	
  
Sellos de Pascua de N. Texas

1424 Hemphill St. 76104(817) 332-7171
http://ntx.easterseals.com

Veteranos/Ancianos/Discapacitados	
  
Sellos de Pascua de N. Texas

1424 Hemphill St. 76104(817) 332-7171
http://ntx.easterseals.com

Ayudando a Restaurar Habilidad Número gratuito (866) 471-9999

Ayudando a Restaurar Habilidad Número gratuito (866) 471-9999

4300 Beltway Place, Suite 130, Arlington, TX 76012
www.helpingrestoreability.org

4300 Beltway Place, Suite 130, Arlington, TX 76012
www.helpingrestoreability.org

VA - FW Programa de Veteranos Sin Hogar

VA - FW Programa de Veteranos Sin Hogar

1518 E. Lancaster

(817) 255-7150

www.northtexas.va.gov

1518 E. Lancaster

(817) 255-7150

www.northtexas.va.gov

Agencia Local de Ancianos

1500 N. Main, Ste. 200 (817) 258-8081

Agencia Local de Ancianos

1500 N. Main, Ste. 200 (817) 258-8081

Apoyo a los Soldado - PNS

(817) 632-7422

Apoyo a los Soldado - PNS

(817) 632-7422

*************************************************************************
Coalición de Sin Hogar Condado Tarrant
www.AHomeWithHope.org
¿No encuentra lo que usted necesita? Llame al 2-1-1

*************************************************************************
Coalición de Sin Hogar Condado Tarrant
www.AHomeWithHope.org
¿No encuentra lo que usted necesita? Llame al 2-1-1

SP-80 Monitoring – 91.230
Describe the standards and procedures that the jurisdiction will use to monitor activities
carried out in furtherance of the plan and will use to ensure long-term compliance with
requirements of the programs involved, including minority business outreach and the
comprehensive planning requirements
The CDHD monitors all activities to ensure compliance with program regulations, financial
requirements (OMB A-110, OMB A-122, and OMB A-133), and progress toward performance
goals outlined in the Consolidated Plan.
CDHD is responsible for providing contract
administration for local community development activities, including but not limited to, contract
negotiations, compliance monitoring, and payment and contract closeout. Documentation of
all monitoring activities is maintained in the CDHD's official files at 1509-B South University Drive,
Suite 276, Fort Worth, Texas. Specific monitoring procedures for general activities may vary
depending on the type of activity.
To ensure appropriate outreach to minority contractors in the implementation of its community
development and housing programs, Tarrant County publishes notices of all engineering,
housing rehabilitation, and public works contracting opportunities in the local newspaper of
general circulation, the Commercial Recorder. Notice of these opportunities is also made
available to the following organizations: Fort Worth Hispanic Chamber of Commerce,
Metropolitan Black Chamber of Commerce, Fort Worth Chamber of Commerce and other
related agencies. The results of minority business outreach efforts are included in the
Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER).
CDBG Monitoring Procedures
Tarrant County implements a public works program and a housing rehabilitation program on
behalf of its consortium member cities through the CDBG Program. Contractors under this
program submit periodic reimbursement requests which document and verify expenditures.
Specific timing for reimbursement and final payment is set by each project’s contract, therefore
the contract is used as the primary basis for monitoring. In addition, the following steps are an
integral part of the monitoring process for each construction or housing project:
1. Weekly on-site monitoring visits by CDHD staff to ensure work in process is in compliance
with terms of the contract, HUD guidelines, state/local building and construction
standards, and review of engineering plans and specifications (Attachment 1: CDBG
Field Inspection Report);
2. On-site interviews of subcontractor employees to meet requirements of the Davis Bacon
Act and the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (for rates
The CDBG
see:
http://www.access.gpo.gov/davisbacon/davbacsearch.html )
Manager interviews employees at the construction site to verify wages (see Attachment
2: Record of Employee Interview). The Contract Compliance Officer compares the
payroll submissions to the wage survey to ensure compliance with Davis Bacon. If a
contractor is found to be out of compliance, a notice is sent stating their contractual
obligation to pay the worker the required rate and to document the action. Failure to
comply may result in loss of current and/or future contracts.
3. For housing rehabilitation activity, the CDBG Manager reviews and monitors work write-

ups (see Housing Rehabilitation Policy);
4. For direct benefit activities such as housing rehabilitation, client eligibility is verified and
documented by Rehabilitation Clerk;
5. For area benefit activities, target area and service area eligibility are verified and
documented using the Service Area Determination Form;
6. CDHD staff provides oversight of environmental review documentation provided by
engineering contractors. (Please see procurement procedures)
7. For sub-recipient activity such as Meals on Wheels, desk monitoring will occur monthly
upon receipt of receipts, invoices and data of population served.
8. All on-site monitoring reports and letters will be reviewed and signed off by the director
and program manager.
B. HOME Monitoring Procedures
Tarrant County's HOME program includes a range of affordable housing activities which are
implemented by the CDHD and by non-profit housing subrecipients. All expenditures are
documented and verified prior to requesting payment from the County Auditor’s office. For
some activities, such as tenant based rental assistance, reimbursement requests are processed
on a monthly basis, or as needed. For housing rehabilitation or First Time Home Buyer (FTHB)
activities, reimbursement requests are submitted after projects are completed. Reimbursement
requests from sub-recipients are accompanied by a document checklist and copies of required
source documentation, which is reviewed thoroughly prior to approval of reimbursements.
Program eligibility requirements are included as part of the checklist and are verified by CDHD
staff during the review process.
The goal of Tarrant County’s monitoring is to review all activities funded with HOME funds to
ensure compliance with HUD guidelines and standards. The monitoring of sub-recipients and
CHDOs includes review of payment requests and other funding requests received along with
onsite project and client file monitoring.
The HOME Program Coordinator coordinates off site monitoring of projects (construction and
financial) with and Sub-recipient staff as needed. Internally all funding requests and subrecipient reports are to be submitted to the HOME Program Coordinator for initial review.
Subsequent review of all documentation will be performed by the Director (or Designate) and
Financial Analyst assigned to the HOME Program before any action is taken.
Tarrant County’s schedule of monitoring is not just an annual event. The ongoing monitoring by
the HOME Program Coordinator, Financial Analyst or other County staff (as needed) of HOME
funded projects occurs daily, weekly and monthly throughout a funding year. The regular
review of funding requests, reports and site inspections of construction sites of sub-recipients and
CHDO’s helps to ensure that funds are being expended in the manner in which they were
described and for the reason they were originally requested. Construction projects are routinely
visited during the construction period to ensure proper construction techniques are being
followed and that the structure is in compliance with the described project’s funding request.
At least annually an on site monitoring of sub-recipient files is performed to review client files for
HOME regulation compliance and with documentation requirements. If concerns arise about a
particular project or sub-recipient during the year more frequent monitoring and review of
projects may occur.

The following procedures are followed to assure subrecipient compliance with all applicable
regulations:
1. Contracts between Tarrant County and subrecipients are used as monitoring tools; each
contract outlines performance objectives and standards in accordance with 24 CFR Part
92.504.
2. Regular monitoring visits (at least annually) to verify: a) client eligibility, b) billing and
financial reporting, c) client targeting by income level, and d) documentation of
household size, family type, and ethnicity. The Tarrant County Auditor’s office provides
regular monitoring support for CDHD programs. All on-site monitoring reports and letters
will be reviewed and signed off by the director and program manager.
3. Extensive technical assistance to housing non-profits as appropriate, regarding
administrative issues such as Housing Quality Standards, inspection & maintenance issues,
marketing, program design, leveraging and match, program targeting by income level,
and other requirements of HOME programs.
4. Rental housing projects subject to affirmative marketing requirements are reviewed for
compliance with Fair Housing guidelines. Developers of rental housing are required to
maintain affirmative marketing plans.
C.

Emergency Solutions Grant

Tarrant County's Emergency Solutions Grant program is concerned primarily with the operations
of homeless emergency shelters and providing homeless prevention funds to agencies. Street
Outreach, rapid rehousing and HMIS costs are reimbursed also when there is a contract for those
activities based on annual need and RFP submitted. CDHD will conduct annual subrecipient
training to all agencies receiving funds prior to execution of the subrecipient contracts to ensure
complete understanding of program requirements.
OPERATIONS/MAINTENANCE OF HOMELESS EMERGENCY SHELTER
Homeless shelter subrecipients submit reimbursement requests, generally on a monthly basis,
These agencies will submit claims for reimbursement and will include the following
documentation:
1. Documentation of utility costs paid for the operation of the emergency shelter facility.
2. Quarterly reports detailing the unduplicated count and demographic data of homeless
persons residing in the shelter, and, “Services by Organization” report generated from the
Homeless Management Information System (HMIS). Quarterly reports are due no later
than thirty (30) days following the last day of the quarter. First quarter reports are due
October 31; second quarter reports are due January 31; third quarter reports due April
30; and, fourth quarter and program year final reports are due July 31.
3. Documentation of match funding in the amount of at least 100% of actual award to
supplement the emergency shelter assistance provided with The County Emergency
Shelter Grant funds from sources other than Emergency Shelter Grant funds.
Documentation will include a description of the sources and amounts of such
supplemental funds. Eligible match may include the value of any donated material or
building, the value of any lease on a building, any salary paid to staff to carry out the
emergency shelter services, and the value of the time and services contributed by
volunteers to carry out emergency shelter services at a rate of $5.00 per hour. Volunteers

providing professional services are valued at the reasonable and customary rate in the
community.
HOMELESS PREVENTION ACTIVITIES
For subrecipients that provide direct emergency financial assistance for the purpose of
preventing homelessness, reimbursement requests are received on a case by case basis. These
agencies will submit claims for reimbursement and will include the following documentation:
1. Documentation that the individual receiving assistance:
a. has experienced a sudden loss of income;
b. is at imminent risk of losing their housing due to eviction, foreclosure or utility
disconnect/termination notices; and
c. will be able to resume payments within a reasonable period of time.
2. Financial documentation:
d. actual rent, mortgage or utility expenses paid directly associated with the arrearages
identified in the eviction notice, foreclosure notice or utility disconnect/termination
notice; and
e. the assistance will not supplant funding for other readily available homeless prevention
activities from other sources.
3. Quarterly reports detailing the unduplicated count and demographic data of homeless
persons residing in the shelter, and, “Services By Organization” report generated from the
Homeless Management Information System (HMIS). Quarterly reports are due no later than thirty
(30) days following the last day of the quarter. First quarter reports are due October 31, Second
quarter due January 31, Third quarter due April 30, Fourth quarter and program year final report
July 31.
4. Documentation of match funding in the amount of at least 100% of actual award to
supplement the emergency shelter assistance provided with The County Emergency Shelter
Grant funds from sources other than Emergency Shelter Grant funds. Documentation will include
a description of the sources and amounts of such supplemental funds. Eligible match may
include the value of any donated material or building, the value of any lease on a building, any
salary paid to staff to carry out the emergency shelter services, and the value of the time and
services contributed by volunteers to carry out emergency shelter services at a rate of $5.00 per
hour. Volunteers providing professional services are valued at the reasonable and customary
rate in the community.
The following procedures will be used for the monitoring of all Emergency Shelter Grant
expenditures:
1) The Contract with subrecipient will be the primary resource for program and
documentation requirements and compliance will be reviewed with each claim request
by the financial analyst and ESG program manager;
2) On-site monitoring visits will be conducted at least once within the contract term (24month terms) and documented using the Subrecipient Monitoring Checklist (see

attachment);
3) Monitoring reporting will include focus on the following programmatic and financial
areas: a) contract beneficiaries, b) contract reporting requirements both programmatic
and financial, c) administrative requirements, d) recordkeeping, and e) client policies.
Specific focus will be reviewed for consistency with the Scope of Services within the
contract, eligibility of grant matching funds, financial controls and reporting,
documentation to show reimbursed costs are paid from only one grant source, and
overall management of the program.
4) Reports will be reviewed from agencies regarding clients served, program performance,
and progress toward meeting contract goals.
5) All on-site monitoring reports and letters will be reviewed and signed off by the director
and program manager.
D. Supportive Housing Program (SHP)
CDHD will conduct on-site programmatic and fiscal monitoring of agencies receiving CoC funds
on at least an annual basis. Monitoring visits will normally be scheduled in advance; however,
CDHD reserves the right to make unannounced, unscheduled monitoring visits and to monitor on
a more frequent basis. Monitoring criteria is discussed with each agency when funding is initially
received and updated as necessary. Updated monitoring criteria are shared with each agency
as the changes occur. Tarrant County monitoring is an open process and results or findings of
monitoring visits are shared with the monitored agency.
Agencies that receive SHP funds must provide CDHD with a copy of the agency’s Single Audit
report within 90 days of the end of the agency’s fiscal year. The Single Audit report should be
accompanied by a letter stating how any audit findings were or will be resolved. If there are no
findings, no letter is necessary. Agencies that are not required to have a Single Audit according
to OMB A-133, should submit a letter to CDHD within 90 days of the end of the agency’s fiscal
year stating that the agency is not required to have a Single Audit. An audited financial
statement should accompany this letter.
Monitoring files are kept on each agency that receives SHP funds. Agencies have the right of
access to their agency’s file upon written request to CDHD. CDHD staff use the attached
checklists to monitor SHP fund recipients: 1) Overall agency site visit review; 2) Client file review;
and 3) Financial review.

E.

Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA-C)

Monitoring of HOPWA funds is conducted at least annually by the SHP Manager, following the
same procedures as monitoring for the SHP program. Client files are reviewed using the
checklist. Overall agency operations are reviewed using the site visit checklist, and financial
records are monitored using the SHP financial review form.

Written ESG Standards

Tarrant County works with many varied subrecipients and will utilize HUD’s regulations as a
basis for policy. However, for each individual/family that receives services under the Emergency
Solutions Grant, appropriate agency staff must record certain information on the Client Intake
form upon meeting and Client Exit form when the client is no longer funded under ESG. For
activities under Rapid Re-Housing, Client Intake and Exit forms should be forwarded to Tarrant
County Community Development Division as they occur unless other arrangements have been
negotiated with Community Development staff. Any change in client data should be reported to
Community Development Staff on the Client Change Report form as they occur. All agencies
must enter all data in the HMIS system and maintain files on each family and/or persons. An
separate file should be kept on each program participant (some exceptions may apply). Any
agency seeking an exception must submit a request in writing to the ESG/SHP Program
Manager. Program participant files should contain, at a minimum, the following documents in a
clearly marked section of the file:













An application into the program
Documentation of Homelessness, with appropriate back-up documentation
Tarrant County Intake form
Initial Assessment
Service Plan
On-going assessments
Case manager notes
Tarrant County Exit form
Rent computations (if applicable)
Follow-up notes (if applicable)
Housing Quality Standards initial and annual inspections (if applicable)
Tenant lease agreement (if applicable)

Per 24 CFR 576.401 The subrecipient must conduct an initial evaluation to determine the
eligibility of each individual or family's eligibility for ESG assistance and the amount and
types of assistance the individual or family needs to regain stability in permanent housing.
These evaluations must be conducted in accordance with the centralized or coordinated
assessment requirements set forth under §576.400(d) and the written standards established
under §576.400(e). The subrecipient must re-evaluate the program participant's eligibility
and the types and amounts of assistance the program participant needs not less than once
every 3 months for program participants receiving homelessness prevention assistance, and
not less than once annually for program participants receiving rapid re-housing assistance. At
a minimum, each re-evaluation of eligibility must establish that: (i) The program participant
does not have an annual income that exceeds 30 percent of median family income for the
area, as determined by HUD; and (ii) The program participant lacks sufficient resources and
support networks necessary to retain housing without ESG assistance.
•

When the program participant's income or other circumstances change (e.g., changes in
household composition) that affect the program participant's need for assistance under

•
•

ESG, the subrecipient must re-evaluate the program participant's eligibility and the
amount and types of assistance the program participant needs.
When determining the annual income of an individual or family, the recipient or
subrecipient must use the standard for calculating annual income under 24 CFR 5.609.
Subrecipients must assist each program participant, as needed, to obtain appropriate
supportive services, including assistance in obtaining permanent housing, medical health
treatment, mental health treatment, counseling, supervision, and other services essential
for achieving independent living; housing stability case management; other Federal,
State, local, and private assistance available to assist the program participant in obtaining
housing stability including;
o (i) Medicaid (42 CFR chapter IV, subchapter C):
o (ii) Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (7 CFR parts 271–283);
o (iii) Women, Infants and Children (WIC) (7 CFR part 246);
o (iv) Federal-State Unemployment Insurance Program (20 CFR parts 601–603,
606, 609, 614–617, 625, 640, 650);
o (v) Social Security Disability Insurance (SSDI) (20 CFR part 404);
o (vi) Supplemental Security Income (SSI) (20 CFR part 416);
o (vii) Child and Adult Care Food Program (42 U.S.C. 1766(t) (7 CFR part 226));
o (viii) Other assistance available under the programs listed in §576.400(c).

a. Policies and procedures for coordination among emergency shelter providers, essential
service providers, homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing assistance providers, other
homeless assistance providers, and mainstream service and housing providers.
Coordination to assist the homeless and prevent homelessness will come from the leadership
of the Tarrant County Continuum of Care. Subrecipients must have active engagement and
membership in the CoC to receive funding. Subrecipients must use HMIS and attend
trainings to accurately enter data. The CoC will provide the necessary coordination to better
assist clients with limited community resources.

b. Policies and procedures for determining and prioritizing which eligible families and
individuals will receive homelessness prevention assistance and which eligible families and
individuals will receive rapid re-housing assistance.
The key to the success of any program is a screening and assessment process, which
thoroughly explores the families or individual’s situation and pinpoints their unique housing
and service needs. Based upon the assessment, families and individuals should be referred to
the kinds of housing and services most appropriate to their situations. As each program from
different subrecipients may differ, Tarrant County will utilize HUD regulations as a base to
determine and prioritize which eligible families and individuals will receive prevention
assistance and rapid re-housing assistance. Families with children, persons with disabilities
and elderly will be prioritized according to situation based on case management and intake
assessment. Under homelessness prevention assistance, funds are available to persons below
30% of Area Median Income (AMI), and are homeless or at risk of becoming homeless.

These funds can be used to prevent an individual or family from becoming homeless and/or
regain stability in current housing or other permanent housing. Rapid re-housing funding will
be available to those who are literally homeless to ultimately move into permanent housing
and achieve housing stability. Uniform Intake Assessments will provide initial determination
with further case management to better determine and prioritize client needs.

c. Standards for determining the share of rent and utilities costs that each program participant
must pay, if any, while receiving homelessness prevention or rapid re-housing assistance.
Standards for both homelessness prevention and rapid re-housing for determining the share
of rent and utilities costs that each program participant must pay, if any, will be based on the
following.
• No rental assistance will be made if a client is receiving rental assistance from
another public source for the same time period.
• There will be no requirement that a participant must pay rent under the
homelessness prevention activity as this activity will be short term assistance.
• Under the rapid re-housing activity, participant income will be verified and
assessed at least every 6 months. Based on gross income and type of program the
participant is in, a participant may pay no more than 30% of adjusted gross
income.
• Current Fair Market Rent (FMR) limits
• Rent reasonableness while taking into account the neighborhood
• Minimum habitability standards
• Rental assistance agreement and lease between property manager and tenant as
well as owner of property and agency. Per 24 CFR 576.106 (e), the subrecipient
may make rental assistance payments only to an owner with whom the
subrecipient has entered into a rental assistance agreement. The rental assistance
agreement must set forth the terms under which rental assistance will be provided,
including the requirements that apply under this section. The rental assistance
agreement must provide that, during the term of the agreement, the owner must
give the subrecipient a copy of any notice to the program participant to vacate the
housing unit, or any complaint used under state or local law to commence an
eviction action against the program participant.

d. Standards for determining how long a particular program participant will be provided with
rental assistance and whether and how the amount of that assistance will be adjusted over
time.
Subject to the general conditions under §576.103 and §576.104, the subrecipient may provide
a program participant with up to 24 months of rental assistance during any 3-year period.
This assistance may be short-term rental assistance, medium-term rental assistance, payment
of rental arrears, or any combination of this assistance.
(1) Short-term rental assistance is assistance for up to 3 months of rent.

(2) Medium-term rental assistance is assistance for more than 3 months but not more than 24
months of rent.
(3) Payment of rental arrears consists of a one-time payment for up to 6 months of rent in
arrears, including any late fees on those arrears.

e. Standards for determining the type, amount, and duration of housing stabilization and/or
relocation services to provide a program participant, including the limits, if any, on the
homelessness prevention or rapid re-housing assistance that each program participant may
receive, such as the maximum amount of assistance, maximum number of months the
program participants receives assistance; or the maximum number of times the program
participants may receive assistance.
Please refer to item (d) and (e) above.

