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http://www.who.int/ceh/publications/leadguidance.pdf
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SALT LAKE CITY CORPORATION 
 

COMMUNITY and ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
HOUSING and NEIGHBORHOOD DEVELOPMENT DIVISION 

 

 
Consolidated Plan Public Input Meeting 

 
CDBG, ESG, HOME AND HOPWA PROGRAMS 

 
DATE: Wednesday, July 16, 2014 
TIME:  4:00 – 5:00 p.m. 
LOCATION: City and County Building 

451 South State Street, Room 126 
 
PURPOSE: The meeting will provide an opportunity for public service organizations 

to provide input on how federal funding should be prioritized for 
program years 2015-2019.  

 
Each year, Salt Lake City receives Federal grant funds to assist public service programs that 
benefit low and moderate-income residents. These grant funds, including Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) and Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG), are limited and 
becoming increasingly competitive due to reductions in funding. The City is in the process of 
prioritizing Federal grant funds utilized for public service programs over the next five years 
(2015-2019). 
 
Due to recent and projected funding cuts, the City is evaluating methods for targeting funding in 
a way that will provide the most benefit to the City’s most vulnerable populations. Once needs 
and goals are prioritized, they will be submitted to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development in what is known as the Consolidated Plan. The 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan will 
provide a roadmap for how grant funds are allocated for the next five program years. 
 
A Consolidated Plan Public Services meeting will be held on July 16, 2014 from 4:00 to 5:00 
p.m. at the Sorenson Unity Center. The meeting will provide an opportunity for public service 
organizations to provide input on how federal funding should be prioritized for program years 
2015-2019.  It is important that you attend the meeting to voice community and program needs, 
especially if your agency is interested in applying for Federal grant funding from Salt Lake City 
over the next five years. 
 
Please reply to Tammy Hunsaker at tammy.hunsaker@slcgov.com to confirm your availability 
to attend. Thank you for your willingness to contribute to this important effort. 

 
EQUAL OPPORTUNITY PROGRAM 
Reasonable accommodations for individuals with disabilities or those in need of language 
interpretation services can be provided if four working days’ notice is given by calling 801-535-
7777.  Hearing impaired who wish to attend this meeting should contact our TDD service 
number, 801-535-6021,four days in advance so an interpreter can be provided. Physical access 
entrance and parking are located on the east side of the building. 

mailto:tammy.hunsaker@slcgov.com


 

 

 

 
 

SALT LAKE CITY 
Consolidated Plan Public Services Meeting 

MEETING SUMMARY 

On July 16, 2014, the Housing and Neighborhood Development Division of Salt Lake City held a 

public meeting with nonprofit providers of housing and supportive services. The purpose of 

the meeting was to discuss the greatest needs of low and moderate income residents, to help 

inform the HUD Five-year Consolidated Plan goals and priorities.  This document summarizes 

the meeting discussion.  

Introduction and Background 

The meeting began with an introduction of attendees and city staff. Forty-three nonprofit 

representatives attended the meeting and represented a diverse group of clients, including: 

 At-risk youth, 

 Persons with disabilities, 

 Persons and families experiencing homelessness, 

 Persons and families at risk for homelessness, 

 Persons experiencing food insecurity, 

 Persons suffering from substance use disorders, 

 Persons suffering from mental illness, 

 Domestic violence survivors, 

 Low-income seniors.  

City staff discussed the types of public service activities that had been funded in the past with 

the federal Community Development Block Grant (CDBG). The City also showed how block 

grant funding had been declining in the past, due to overall federal budget cuts. The current 

expected CDBG allocation is about $3.3 million annually, down from approximately $5 million 

in 2003. A maximum of 15 percent of CDBG can be used for public service activities, or 

$490,000. This is down from about $750,000 in 2003.  

Given recent and projected budget cuts, the City is evaluating methods to target funding in a 

way that maximizes benefit to the City’s most vulnerable populations. A primary focus of 

housing and community development investment will be in building “Neighborhoods of 

Opportunity.” 

 



 

 

 

Neighborhoods of Opportunity have a variety of community assets including: 

 Economic development; 
 Housing; 
 Education; 
 Health; and  
 Transportation. 

 

2015-2019 Consolidated Plan Focus: 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Objectives 

Attendees were then asked to discuss the objectives and services that support Neighborhoods 

of Opportunity.  

Economic development. Participants first discussed objectives that support access to 
opportunity for economic development. Job training and educational programs were 
mentioned most frequently by participants. Specific recommendations included: educational 
programs for low-income adults, including retraining programs; community-based job 
training; and job centers near public transit.  

Participants also discussed the need to improve economic opportunities for at-risk 

populations. Specific populations mentioned included: low-income individuals, refugees, 

women, minorities, individuals with criminal histories, persons experiencing homelessness, 

persons with disabilities, and individuals who do not speak English. Some participants noted 

that it is important to create opportunities, not restrictions.  



 

 

 

Some participants mentioned access to social services as a key component of access to 

economic opportunity. Suggestions included: more affordable housing; affordable and 

accessible transit; and access to health services, including mental health.  

Other recommendations made by participants included: support infrastructure and zoning for 

small business development; ensure diverse businesses; loan forgiveness; and engagement of 

civic groups.  

Housing. Overall, participants felt the most important objective for access to housing was 

more affordable housing. Participants discussed the need for affordable housing to be safe, 
accessible to individuals with criminal histories, close to public transportation, diverse, and 
desirable to live in. 

Participants also discussed housing for at-risk populations. Specific recommendations 

included: subsidized housing for disadvantaged populations; prioritized housing funds for 

vulnerable populations; and increased demand for low-income housing supports, including 

aging in place.  

Other recommendations made by participants included: mitigating housing discrimination; 

challenges in finding rental housing due to high credit requirements; and increased case 

management/mental health support needs.  

Education. Participants discussed how access to education can be improved. Several 

participants commented on the importance of quality, structured out of school time. 
Specifically, attendees called for affordable and accessible out of school time programs and 
support for access and opportunity for community-based programs in out of school time. 
Participants also discussed the importance of after school programs. 

Other key topics that participants mentioned were: access to early childhood education; access 

to healthy food; accommodations for various family situations, including multilingual families, 

and parents who work multiple jobs; access to adult education and training; and access to 

tutors and mentors. 

Health. Participants discussed objectives that support access to health for residents. Several 
participants commented on the need for healthcare to be affordable and accessible, specifically 
for underserved populations.  

Some participants felt it was most important to create integrated healthcare opportunities (e.g. 

co-location of primary care and behavioral health services). Others discussed the need to 

leverage the Affordable Care Act to address to the needs of underserved populations. 

Continued education on available healthcare options was also mentioned by participants.  

Other key topics that participants mentioned were: increased efficiency for urgent care 

centers; access to healthy food and nutrition education; increased air quality; and expanded 



 

 

 

capability of communities to provide mental health and substance abuse prevention and 

treatment. 

Transportation. Participants discussed objectives that support access to transportation. 
Some participants suggested increasing the affordability of transportation. One specific 
suggestion was to maintain and expand the free fare zone.  

Several participants also pointed to the importance of alternative forms of transportation. 

Suggestions included: incentivize carpooling and biking; strengthen policies that promote 

walkability; and increase bicycle friendliness.  

A few participants emphasized the importance of accessible transit. Participants suggested 

transportation hubs near businesses and job opportunities, and in low-income neighborhoods. 

Participants also commented on the need for schedule coordination between the bus system 

and TRAX. 

 
Consolidated Plan Public Input Meeting -Survey 
July - August 2014 

Given recent and projected budget cuts, the City is evaluating methods to target funding in a 

way that maximizes benefit to the City’s most vulnerable populations. Once needs and goals 

are prioritized, they will be submitted to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development in a 5-year Consolidated Plan. Funding decisions over the next five program 

years must follow the priorities and goals outlined in the 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan. 

A primary focus of the City’s 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan is to build Neighborhoods of 

Opportunity to provide low and moderate-income residents access to the following 

community assets: 

 Economic Development 

 Housing 

 Education 

 Health 

 Transportation 
 

In order to continue the discussion, a survey was sent out with the following questions:  What 

criteria would you use to prioritize funding for public services? What types of programs would 

you choose to fund? Why? 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

General Trends: 

 A majority of responses indicated that housing should come first and that the other 

Neighborhoods of Opportunities pillars would follow or should come later. 

 However, a handful of responses expressed that education and economic 

development are key to breaking the cycle of poverty and that the rest will follow.  

 

 

 

80% of responses mentioned a vulnerable population. 
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“These populations are among our most vulnerable and need significant support in 

order to stabilize…stabilizing these families and directing resources there can help 

break the cycles of poverty and abuse.” 

Notable Quotes: 

 “Without stable housing for families and children, everything else falls apart and 

becomes secondary: budgeting, schooling, job training, employment income, mental 

health, medical access, and transportation.” 

  “Without a home many other basic necessities are jeopardized. Homeless wonder 

where they will eat, where they can feel safe and, where they can receive needed 

medical service.” 

  “Without proper housing, education and health the cycle of poverty cannot be 

broken. The others such as transportation and economic development will naturally 

occur if people are properly housed, healthy, educated and able to work.” 

  “Economic development will result if we can begin to address the glaring public health 

problems that our city faces.”  

 “In my opinion, of the five community assets that make up the Neighborhoods of 

Opportunity model, education and economic development are the most critical and in 

many ways will lead to the growth and development of the remaining three.” 

 “Housing and health services may provide for more immediate needs, but education 

programs will improve individuals for their lifetimes.” 

 “Support for educational opportunities [is] key to lifting families out of poverty.” 

 “Children are the future and money spent on them now, will hopefully be money 

saved by society down the road.” 

 

20% of respondents articulated the importance of supporting programs that have a 

“track record of success.” 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

2014 General Needs Hearing: Public Comment Summary 

From:   Faye Fisher 
Source:  Email 
Agency:  Housing Authority of Salt Lake County 
Summary: 

 Need for HOPWA programming 

 People with AIDS are living longer—need for more housing increasing 

 Prevents homelessness 

 Waiting lists are closed right now—need other options 

 How many are not being served? 

 Numbers are not known because no active waiting lists 
 

 

From:  Vard McGuire 
Source:  Email 

Agency:  Disability Law Center 

Summary: 

 City needs to support Fair Housing efforts 

 Need for Fair Housing testing 

 67 tests in past 2 years in SLC 

 Biggest issue is related to disability 
o 56% red flags with disability  
o 36% race 
o 26% national origin 

 

 

From:  Kara Mileski 

Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Community Voices for Housing Equality 
Summary: 

 Facilitating focus groups looking at renting experiences of low income renters 
 Concentrated areas of poverty—tend to be renters 
 Coordinating with Disability Law Center 

 
 4 areas for targeted funds 

1. Landlord accountability to decrease unsubstantiated fees/evictions 
2. Increasing renters access to rights—legal services 
3. Increasing landlord training to decrease stereotyping 
4. Translators 

 

 

From:  Keri Jones Fonnesbeck 

Source:  In-person 

Agency:  YWCA 

Summary: 



 

 

 

 Domestic violence victims 
o 85% increase in crisis calls nationally—seen locally as well 
o 40% increase locally 

 Shelter—875 people served—100 more than previous year 

 Partnership with Road Home—Rapid Re-housing Program 

 Unable to meet over 1000 requests for shelter 

 This year - unable to meet 400 requests for shelter 

 Also, need for affordable housing to move clients into safe, affordable housing 
 

 

From:  Ellen Parrish 
Source:  Email 

Agency:  Community Health Centers 

Summary: 

 Healthcare to medically indigent and the poor 
o 3000+ medical and 3000+ dental annually 

 Glendale, Rose Park, Central City 

 19.4% residents in SLC in poverty 

 With the lack of expansion of Medicaid there are many uninsured individuals 

 High suicide rate as well 

 Need to provide healthcare to underserved 

 Difference after ACA? Another layer of complexity—catastrophic coverage, but 
not good enough 

 

 

From:  Jan Carter 

Source:  Email 

Agency:  Odyssey House 

Summary: 

 Unemployed individuals, low or no income 
o Majority have no insurance 
o Severe disabilities 
o 100,000 individuals in Utah who need treatment for addiction 

 

 Only 17% of state can be served at any one time 

 People come from all over state?  
o Yes, primarily SLCo and Tooele and Davis counties, but others as well 

 

 

From:  Roxanna Johnson 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Wasatch Homeless Health Care 4
th

 Street Clinic 

Summary: 

 4800 people, 25000 visits 

 90% of patients have substance abuse or behavioral health issue 



 

 

 

 Can house the patients, but can’t keep them housed, we need to continue to 
serve this population 

 Importance of dental care “People don’t think you have much to say when you 

don’t have any teeth.” 

 

 

From:  Kara Hetrick 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Community Development Corporation of Utah 

Summary: 

 Affordable home ownership and neighborhood revitalization 

 Acquisition and rehabilitation of current housing, down payment assistance in SLC 

 Home ownership allows increased stability and improved equity 

 Target population?  
o 80% of clients served are 80% or under LMI 

 Need for foreclosure counseling has decreased in past 2 years 
 

 

 

 

From:  Andrew Robinson 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Catholic Community Services of Utah 

Summary: 

 Need to assist homeless and those struggling with substance abuse 
o Inadequate bed space  
o Shelter hours extended 
o Provide outside resources and provides a centralized location for this 

 

 St Mary’s—how many people go through program?  
o 118 people last year.  

 Unmet need?  

o In the thousands. 

 

 

From:  Trina Perez 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Rose Park President 

Summary: 

 Essential to increase involvement to be engaged in community 

 CIOG—Rose Park updates—would like to see continued investment  
o Preservation of existing homes 
o Replace dilapidated housing 

  



 

 

 

 

From:  Erin Youngberg 

Source:  In-person 

Agency:  West Pointe Community Council 

Summary: 

 Neighborhood need on Springfield Road 

 Curbing gutters are in bad shape—has had an impact on functionability of streets 
o Streets Dept of City says they can’t deal with this in near future 

 Would like a one-time project grant 
o Did not submit application 

 

 

From:  Roger Borgenicht 

Source:  Email 

Agency:  Assist 

Summary: 

 Critical home affairs for very low income households 
o Safety improvements and accessibility—increasing requests 
o Practical modifications tailored to individual person 
o Critical improvements lead to neighborhood improvement 

 

 52% of work in districts 1 and 2—concentrated areas of poverty 

 It is necessary to collaborate with other community groups 
 

 

 

From:  Adam Sherlock 

Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Spy Hop Productions 

Summary: 

 Bring film and digital media storytelling to young people 

 Learn 21
st

 century skills to empower youth 
o Does not bring in a lot of kids from the west side—lack of connection to 

community 
o See impoverished youth struggling with gangs, sense of inclusion 

 

 Youthworks is our Library at Day-Riverside and Glendale (satellite programs),  
 

 

From:  Kevin Claunch 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  N/A 

Comment: 



 

 

 

 1300 South to 1800 south Main Street and West Temple – Several income 
restricted apartment complexes 

o Changing face of the neighborhood by putting restricted income housing 
all in one location 

o Problems associated with that 
o Concentrated area of poverty  
o Decreased property values 

 Need supermarkets and services not just restricted housing. 
 

 

From:  Stewart Ralphs 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Legal Aid Society 

Comment: 

 72% of need for Legal Aid Society—barely touched 

 Family law needs—25% 

 Domestic violence is largest program—2800 individuals annually 

 Most clients are low income—they need housing services especially location  

 

 

From:  Julie Adams 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Utah Food Bank 

Comment: 

 Childhood Hunger Programs in SLC 
Pockets of poverty are food insecurity areas are specifically schools Granite and 
SLC School District. 

 Currently serving 60 different schools and after school programs—70 to 100% 
eligibility for reduced food costs 

 Mobile School Pantries—serve school and neighborhood around school 

 Provide food for entire family or just kids?  

o Backpack program is for kids 

o Food pantries are for whole family 

 

 

 
From:  Abdirizak 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  N/A 

Comment: 

 Difficulty finding jobs—refugees 

 Difficulty with culture 

 LDS services are helpful 

 Other states offer more benefits for refugees 



 

 

 

 

 

From:  Britta Berkey 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Big Brother and Sisters of Salt Lake City 

Comment: 

 General need for quality after school programming 

 Keep kids from falling through the cracks, major risks for those that  
o Are refugees 
o Have parents divorced/busy,  
o Are struggling at school 

 Improves academic incomes, decreased risk factors 

 School based program and community based program  
 

 

From:  Shu Cheng 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Asian Association of Utah 

Comment: 

 Refugee community—a lot of services provided but low income housing is a big 
concern 

 Housing is a vital part of refugee experience 

 no housing=no jobs 

 Language barrier contributes to the low wage earning population of refugees 

 Low income housing helps stabilize families 

 Renting and owning programs 

 Need services in refugee neighborhoods 

 It is difficult to find locations to provide services because less stable housing is far 
away from public transit and services 

 

 

From:  Tieni Tuakalam 
 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Resident  

Comment: 

 Resident on west side Glendale area 

 West Side Leadership Institute is a helpful program 

 NeighborWorks Salt Lake 
o Make community look nicer—lights 
o More programs for youth—need weekend programs in addition to after 

school 

 10
th

 year of institute—about 340 graduates 
 

 



 

 

 

From:  Cidney Cromer 
Source:  In-person 

Agency:  Resident 

Comment: 

 Small scale landlord—preserve and rent buildings 

 New construction not addressing affordability or accessibility 

 Fleet Block 
 

 
From:  Andrew Robinson 
Source:  Written - Email 

Agency:  Catholic Community  

Comment: 

This is Andrew Robinson from Catholic Community Services, and I was at the General 
Needs hearing last night. You asked a follow-up question regarding the gap in need 
versus capacity for substance abuse treatment in our area, and I wasn’t able to give 
you the exact numbers off the top of my head. However, I had done some research on 
the topic for a grant I did last month, and I was able to dig up those figures and 
sources for you. Hope this helps! 
 
Best, 
Andrew 
 
Substance Abuse:  
Drug and alcohol abuse is another issue which continues to be impact many in our 
state. Last year, the Utah Department of Human Services estimated that there are 
90,856 adults statewide afflicted by chemical dependency; however, the combined 
capacity of all Utah’s treatment facilities is only 14,925. In Salt Lake County alone, the 
number of adults needing treatment outstrips capacity by nearly 28,000 people. 
(http://dsamh.utah.gov/pdf/Annual%20Reports/Annual%20report%202013%20Final%
20web%20version%202-5.pdf; page 47-8). Statewide, only 2.3% of heavy users of 
alcohol 21 or over received treatment in the past year; while only 20.4% of drug 
dependent individuals aged 12 or over received treatment in the past year. (Substance 
Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration Behavioral Health Barometer 2013: 
http://dsamh.utah.gov/pdf/Behavioral%20Health%20Barometer%20UT.pdf) 
 
Those who are chronically unsheltered, meanwhile, have a particularly high rate of 
alcohol and drug dependency: the 2013 Comprehensive Report on Homelessness 
estimates around 23% of homeless individuals reported a chronic substance abuse 
problem. This population typically requires assistance on multiple fronts before 
becoming sober, employed and permanently housed. 

 
Andrew Robinson 
Development Coordinator 
Catholic Community Services of Utah 
801-428-1231 (Office) 
503-348-4086 (Cell) 
801- 977-8227 (Fax) 

http://dsamh.utah.gov/pdf/Annual%20Reports/Annual%20report%202013%20Final%20web%20version%202-5.pdf
http://dsamh.utah.gov/pdf/Annual%20Reports/Annual%20report%202013%20Final%20web%20version%202-5.pdf
http://dsamh.utah.gov/pdf/Behavioral%20Health%20Barometer%20UT.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

From:  Valerie Walton  
Source:  Written - Email 

Agency:  Salt Lake County Community Resources and Development  
Comment: 

 
As part of the HUD Continuum of Care (CoC) application process, each year CoC’s are 
required to conduct an unmet housing need for homeless persons exercise. Salt Lake 
County Government, in its role as backbone agency for the homeless planning system, 
convened this exercise for the Salt Lake and Tooele Counties’ CoC in April 2013.  
The Unmet Needs exercise is, in part, a thought experiment. We take the populations 
that were counted on the night of the PIT and ask ourselves "Where do these people 
ultimately need to go to successfully end their homelessness?" After asking this 
question we take each population and redistribute them by percent to the appropriate 
housing solution to meet their needs. We then compare this to the underutilized 
capacity on the HIC and determine what additional housing is needed. The additional 
housing needed is the Unmet Housing need. 
 
During the 2013 exercise, the Unmet Needs discussion was rooted in PIT (point in 
time) and HIC (housing inventory count) reports as well as performance data and 
provider feedback. In addition the following HUD best practice guidance on housing 
types for populations was also used to inform the discussion:  

 Permanent Supportive Housing for Chronic Homeless  

 Rapid Rehousing for Families  

 Transitional Housing for targeted populations: Domestic Violence, Homeless 
Youth, and Substance Abuse. Targeted means 75% of more of project 
participants are the identified population. Services are focused on assisting 
the target with their specialized needs.  

 
The Unmet Needs exercise is a useful step in helping the local communities develop 
and plan steps needed to meet HEARTH performance measures and HUD Goals such 
as:  

 Reduce recidivism to homelessness  

 Reduce number to days homeless  

 Reduce first time homelessness  

 End Chronic Homelessness by 2015  

 End Veteran Homelessness by 2015  

 End Family and Youth homelessness by 2020  
 
Based on the 2013 exercise, for Salt Lake and Tooele Counties’:  

 We appear to have enough Emergency Shelter and Transitional Housing stock 
to meet our current needs.  

 As of the night of the PIT there were 154 vacant Permanent Supportive 
Housing (PSH) beds. After filling the 154 vacant beds we still believe that we 



 

 

 

need 350 PSH beds; 13 of those will be for family and 337 of those will be for 
individuals.  

 We also believe that 480 people will need Rapid Rehousing to ultimately end 
their homelessness; 286 of which will be families and 194 will be individuals.  

 Lastly we believe that 372 people will need a Permanent Housing Subsidy 
(such as Section 8) to ultimately end their homelessness.  

 

 

From:  Jennifer Nuttall 
Source:  Written - Email 
Agency:  Neighborhood House  
Comment: 

Neighborhood House has been an integral part of Salt Lake City’s west side community 
for 120 years. We provide quality affordable day care for children and frail adults, 
based on ability to pay. We have been in our present location since 1960, and are a 
trusted part of our community. Our campus resides beside the Jordan River parkway, 
and we have two buildings providing services on this site. We are open 251 days a year 
for eleven hours daily. Not only do our clients access our site, but we also 
accommodate Head Start classrooms and clients, community members involved in 
volunteering services, corporate and community partners, and staff. We easily see 
over 400 people daily at our site. Currently, our sidewalks are in a state of disrepair 
that causes safety issues for the public as they access our facility. It is in the best 
interest of the city to assist with sidewalk and access reconstruction – to keep the 
community safe and to ensure that the neighborhood is well maintained. We urge you 
to fully fund our sidewalk and walkway repair project at $25,448.00. 

   
Thank you! 

 
Jennifer Nuttall 
Development Director 
Neighborhood House 

 

 

From:  Beth Branson 
Source:  Written - Email 
Agency:  Guadalupe School  
Comment: 

I would like to respectfully submit my comments concerning the CDBG funding. I 
would like to encourage funding to focus on early education for low-income families.  
In Utah, 45% of our children from birth to 8 years old are living in low-income 
households. The demographic make-up of these children is often largely minority. 
While many of their parents work, some even multiple jobs, their low-wages keep 
them in a low-income status. 
 
Low-income combined with multiple jobs can often create a chaotic environment that 
is not conducive to raising young children. Jobs may be unstable, the parents may lack 
time off for sick or vacation time and their schedules may not have regular hours. 



 

 

 

These factors and more lead to a stressful unstructured home life that makes finding 
consistent day care difficult at best.  Daycare also costs a family in poverty more, an 
estimated 30% of their total income, compared to families above the poverty level 
who spend only 8% of their income on daycare. 
 
Current trends suggest that more and more young children are in some type of early 
childcare to accommodate their parents work schedules and that many of these 
children are from low-income families.  National Survey of America’s Families (NSAF) 
reported in 2002 that 57% of children 6 and younger from low-income families were in 
some type of childcare and that 38% of children from the same demographics were in 
childcare for more than 15 hours a week.  There are typically many differences being 
seen in the quality of care that is provided for low-income children vs. a family that 
has a higher income. Childcare for lower income families is often unstructured, 
inconsistent, and not in a center-based facility.  
 
The impact of the childcare or early education center has been shown to have a 
significant impression on the child’s development.  Quality center-based early 
education has been shown to have positive affect’s on the child development in both 
language and cognitive, while low-quality care may increase developmental risks. 
Studies have also pointed to a short and long-term positive affect on their progress in 
school.  Long-term studies that have tracked the results of high-quality intensive 
intervention programs have shown that the programs have lasting effects that include 
reduction in needing public assistance, lower rates of arrests and increased levels of 
education. 
 
Studies focused on early intervention are showing that accessible early 
education/daycare is needed to allow parents to work but these programs also need 
to give low-income children the ability to bridge the developmental gap. Long-term 
studies that follow the students past primary school and into their secondary 
education are pointing to positive long-term effects of early education.  The long-term 
effects include not just a positive performance in school but also positive behavior.   
 
Quality early education is needed in Utah. Please consider making accessible quality 
early education a priority for CDBG funding. 
 
Thank you so much for your time, 
Beth Branson 
Director of Development  
Guadalupe School 

 

 



 

 

 

 
 

 



 

 

 

 

PRESS RELEASE  

OFFICE of the MAYOR  |  RALPH BECKER 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE  

 

March 17, 2015 

Contact: Art Raymond 

801-547-2659 

 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PUBLIC HEARING – City seeks input on proposed 

2014-15 Projects and Activities to be Undertaken with Federal HUD Funding. 

SALT LAKE CITY – On Tuesday, March 24, at 7 p.m. the Salt Lake City Council will hear public 

comment on the City’s 2015-2019 Consolidated Plan, Neighborhoods of Opportunity. This plan 

guides the City’s priorities for the following grants: CDBG, ESG, HOME and HOPWA over the 

next five years. The City has changed its federal grant process to include prioritizing funding 

based on an application-driven process defined by the needs within the community. U.S. 

Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has also required that the City target 

funding geographically in an effort to increase leverage opportunities and ultimately have a 

larger, more visible impact on the community.  

 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 

CDBG funds may be used for the development of viable urban communities by 

providing decent housing and suitable living environments for persons of low 

and moderate income. 

 Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) 

ESG funds may be used to assist individuals and families regain housing 

stability after experiencing a housing or homelessness crisis. 

 HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME) 

HOME funds may be used to create affordable housing opportunities for low 

and moderate-income households. 

 Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) 

HOPWA funds may be used to provide housing assistance and related 

supportive services to persons living with HIV/AIDS and their families. 



 

 

 

Written comments on the proposed funding will be accepted at the Salt Lake City Council Office 

at 451 South State Street, Room 304, PO Box 145476, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111, or emailed to 

council.comments@slcgov.com until April 1, 2015. Messages may also be left on the Council 

comment telephone number, 801-535-7654. 

### 

 

 

From:  Darin Brush 
Source:  Written - Email 
Agency:  Community Development Corporation of Utah  
Comment: 
 

Dear Salt Lake City Council members, 

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comment on proposed activities to be 

undertaken with 2015-2016 funds under the following U.S Department of 

Housing and Urban Development programs. We are grateful for the 

committees’ and Mayor’s recommendations especially since we recognize the 

intense need and demand for the growingly limited and important funds. 

As you may be aware, Community Development Corporation of Utah (CDCU) 

was created a quarter-century ago by the Salt Lake City Council 25 years ago 

to address neighborhood revitalization and affordable homeownership 

needs in the City. Since then, we have built and rehabilitated hundreds of 

units for City residents, and in the process contributed to the improvement of 

our neighborhoods in most need of help. In addition, we have provided the 

necessary down payment assistance grants and loans to hundreds of low- and 

moderate-income, first-time homebuyers. We are pleased with the impact we 

have had, and especially with our very low default rate of less than one-

percent of the portfolio. This program continues to make it possible for 

families to move into the City, where most of them stay for a long time, 

putting down roots and contributing to their community. The need for this 

program is more severe than ever as down payment requirements since the 

market crash in 2007-2009 have become unnecessarily onerous. Thank for 

funding this program again! 

We are also grateful for your administrative support. We are able to leverage 

the $70,000 in recommended funding by more than four-to-one, to allow us 

to meet the needs of the City’s residents. Last year, we served more than 800 

families, having provided housing counseling, credit repair, homebuyer 

mailto:council.comments@slcgov.com


 

 

 

education, case management, foreclosure mitigation, down payment 

assistance, and in some cases, even housing (we acquired, rehabilitated, and 

resold six vacant homes in Salt Lake City last year alone, using only our own 

funding and not a dime of Salt Lake City or federal money). Your investment 

gives us the base funding that allows us to bring in matching sources to have 

this impressive and much needed impact. Thank you again! 

We stand firmly behind Salt Lake City’s 5000 DOORS strategy, and have 

signed the pledge to do our part. We believe we can contribute at least 20 

housing units and 130 new homeowner households to the goal of 5,000 doors 

in five years. 

We hope that you will please reconsider our request for help in replacing our 

outdated and inefficient HVAC system. Out offices are located in Salt Lake 

City are used to serve City residents, and can be used as a community meeting 

place for the people and community-based organizations of Salt Lake. 

However, our HVAC cannot keep up anymore, and our offices are often too 

warm for the comfort of our customers and staff. 

Thank you again for your support. If I may be of further service, please do not 

hesitate to ask. 

Warmest regards, 

Darin 
Darin Brush, Executive Director 

Community Development Corporation of Utah 

501 East 1700 South, Salt Lake City, Utah  84105-2915 

801-994-7222 

cdcutah.org | Subscribe to email updates | Like us on  

 
 

 
 

From:  Mary Cranney 
Source:  Written - Email 
Agency:  Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake  
Comment: 

 
Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake appreciates the opportunity to support the City’s 
Consolidated Plan.  At this time we would like to provide perspective relative 
to the Health component of the Neighborhood of Opportunity.  An import part 
of this component is supporting/ensuring safe, suitable living environments.  

cdcutah.org
http://eepurl.com/YCEpH
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Community-Development-Corporation-of-Utah/153137301406270


 

 

 

Service providers such as Legal Aid Society have established missions to 
promote the health, safety and well-being of City residents and their families.  
Domestic issues impact the community on many levels: 

o   Utah’s Governor's Commission on Women and Families reports 
that one in eight Utah women experience physical violence 
and one in three experience mental and emotional abuse.  

o    In 2013 Utah had 22 deaths related to domestic violence.  
(Utah Domestic Violence Coalition)  Our state ranks in the top 
16 states in the nation for domestic violence-related deaths. 

o   The long-term fiscal impact of domestic abuse on the 
community includes public safety costs, healthcare and 
welfare costs, etc. 

o   Domestic abuse and family legal issues contribute to 
homelessness:  Nationwide, 50% of homeless women and 
their children are escaping domestic violence 

 
Allocation of CDBG resources for social services results in better outcomes and 
stability for Salt Lake City families and for the community: 

         2,334 domestic violence victims were served by LAS programs 
in 2013-14; 743 of them received temporary or permanent 
court orders that restored them to their homes, jobs and 
schools  

         2,568 family law clients were represented by Legal Aid in 
2012-13, obtaining results to ensure retention of the home, 
support and health coverage for the children, etc. 

         Services by non-profit providers result in substantial savings 
to the community in court expenses, social support costs, 
public safety costs, Office of Recovery Services costs, and 
more. 

         Legal Aid’s social return on investment in domestic cases is 
$9.08 for every $1 invested. (Community Services Analysis LLC) 
and no doubt other community service providers can show 
similar return. 

 
Federal grant dollars invested in suitable living environments contribute to 
solutions in housing, safety and health  and the general well-being of the 
community—Salt Lake City families who are able, with this support, to escape 
their domestic violence and legal problems and provide safe, stable homes for 
their families are able to function better and contribute more to their City.  
We hope that non-homeless special needs and the need for safe, suitable 
living environments will continue to receive strong consideration in the City’s 
funding allocation decisions. 
 
Thank you. 



 

 

 

 

Mary L. Cranney 
Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake 
Development & Finance Coordinator 
Phone: 801-924-3177 (direct) 
mcranney@lasslc.org 

 
 

 
From:  Stephanie Jensen 
Source:  Written - Email 
Agency:  Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake  
Comment: 

 
Dear Salt Lake City Council Members,  
 
Each year I look forward to attending this meeting to share with the council what Salt 
Lake Donated Dental Services (SLDDS) is doing.  This evening in particular, I wanted to 
attend tonight’s public hearing and provide comment for the proposed activities to be 
undertaken with 2015-16 funds under the following U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) program.  
Unfortunately, tonight I have a family emergency that I need to be home for.  Know 
this isn't something that I dismiss lightly.  Today, a quick annual check- up for my 
younger brother at Huntsman turned into an all-day event with outcomes and follow 
up appointments that we weren't prepared for.  For 12 years I have been the 
executive director of SLDDS but for the past 10 years I have also been the guardian of 
my little brother, helping him navigate his journey with brain cancer.  SLDDS and its 
mission are incredibly important to me but tonight it is imperative that I be there with 
my family as we wade through the information we received today.  Under usual 
circumstances, a back-up would attend the meeting in my absence but tonight my 
back- up, SLDDS’ development director, Bobbi Lord, is in the hospital having a baby.  
  
Please accept SLDDS’ comments via email instead:  
 
Over 100,000 individuals live below the Federal Poverty Level in Salt Lake County.  
Individuals within this population have an increased risk of dental caries, 
periodontal disease and in general have more unmet dental needs, than their higher 
income counterparts.  The need for safety-net dental care providers in our 
community is tremendous.  For the uninsured, options for dental care are limited. 
 Those with good oral health are less likely to take sick days for dental pain and 
employers are more apt to hire and promote them, providing greater opportunity to 
increase their socio-economic status.  
 
Twenty-five years ago, Dr. Ralph Montgomery started Salt Lake Donated Dental 
Services (SLDDS) to offer free quality, comprehensive dental care for those in Salt 
Lake City without any access to dental care. Last year, our volunteer dental 
professionals donated 2,100 hours of their time providing $764,000 in dental 

mailto:mcranney@lasslc.org


 

 

 

services for nearly 4,000 of Salt Lake City’s homeless and extremely low income 
residents.   
 
SLDDS has requested $30,000 from CDBG to offer preventive, restorative and 
emergency dental care for 268 homeless and extremely low income individuals living 
in Salt Lake City.  SLDDS is a unique project from other dental clinics serving low-
income populations because we emphasize preventive and restorative dental care 
instead of simply emergency services.  SLDDS believes this allows patients to receive 
the highest level of service, comparable to what one would expect from a private 
office.   
 
Salt Lake Donated Dental Services has appreciated the City’s past support and 
thanks you for your continued investment in the oral health of the underserved.  
Your past support has been invaluable to our success.  Providing quality, 
comprehensive dental care for Salt Lake City’s most vulnerable would be impossible 
without partnerships like the one with CDBG and Salt Lake City. 
 
Thank you for your support,   

  
 Stephanie M. Jensen, Executive Director 
Salt Lake Donated Dental Services 
1383 South 900 West, Suite 128 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84104 
www.donateddental.org  
 

 
Survey 
 

http://www.donateddental.org/
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