ATTACHMENT 3: PROPOSED ORDINANCE 2012-0346

SUMMARY OF UPDATED NEEDS ASSESSMENT
FOR CONSOLIDATED HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
2012 – 2013 EXTENSION

INTRODUCTION

The Needs Assessment is a required element of a Consolidated Housing and Community Development Plan (Consolidated Plan). The Needs Assessment is incorporated into the Consolidated Plan as an Appendix. 

The Needs Assessment for the King County Consortium’s 2010-2012 Consolidated Plan[footnoteRef:1] is in the process of being updated for 2012 using data from the following sources: [1:  Proposed to be extended through 2014.] 


· 2010 US Census;[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  Data from the census is now limited to basic demographic data such as age, race, and ethnicity, household type and size, and housing tenure.] 

· American Community Survey (ACS) for 2006–2010[footnoteRef:3] for data at the city, census-designated place (CDP), and census tract levels; [3:  In some cases, American Community Survey data for 2005–2009 is used.] 

· ACS for 2009 for information about larger geographies, such as King County, Seattle, and areas outside Seattle; and
· Special tabulations of Census and ACS data from HUD.

FINDINGS

All findings summarized in this document are taken from the Working Draft of Appendix A, 2012 Needs Assessment, Consolidated Housing and Community Development Plan, 2012-2013 Extension, August 2, 2012, King County Department of Community and Human Services.

· [bookmark: _GoBack]King County’s growth rate slowed from 15% to 11%. From 2000 to 2010, King County’s population grew by more than 194,200 people, an increase of 11.2%. This rate of increase was slower than the 15% rate of increase during the 1990s. The population in King County outside Seattle increased by nearly 13% during the 2000s, while the population inside Seattle increased by 8%. Seattle’s growth rate held steady from the 1990s, but the County’s growth rate decreased from 18% in the 1990s to 13% in the 2000s. (p. 11)

· More people are living in cities. The number of residents living in unincorporated areas dropped by nearly 19% during the 2000s, mainly due to annexations. (p. 11)

· King County’s diversity has increased. The proportion of King County’s population made up of persons of color has increased from 10.2% in 1980 to 35.2% in 2010. In King County outside Seattle, the increase in diversity has been even more pronounced. The percentage of persons of color increased from 23.9% in 2000 to 35.9% in 2010. (pp. 13, 14)

· The South Urban region has the highest percentage of persons of color. A total of 47% of the population in King County’s South Urban region is made up of persons of color. This compares with 30-34% in Seattle, the North Urban region and East Urban regions. (p. 19)

· A total of 36 languages are spoken in King County. A total of 27% of King County residents older than five speak a language other than English at home. (p. 22)

· The median age of King County residents is older than in 2000 and the senior population is growing. The median age of King County residents was 37.1 in 2010 compared to 35.7 in 2000. Older adults (over 60) currently make up 16% of the population, but are expected to increase to 22% of the population by 2020. Over the next 15 to 20 years, the senior population in King County could double, increasing by more than 200,000 seniors. (pp. 24-26)

· Non-family households continue to increase. Non-family households made up 41.5% of King County households in 2010 compared with 35.5% in 1980. Since 1980, the number of married couples with children has declined from 25% of all households to 20%. (p. 27)

· Incomes have grown very slowly in the past decade. Between 1990 and 2000, King County’s median income grew by 4% in real (after-inflation) dollars. Between 2000 and 2010, the median income grew by 1% in real dollars. Real income has declined slightly since 2007. (p. 34)

· Households in poverty have increased countywide. Countywide, the number of persons in poverty increased from 8.4% in 2000 to 9.7% in 2009. The poverty rate in King County outside of Seattle is slightly lower, at 9.3%. (p. 36)

· There are fewer middle income households in King County. Overall, there has been a “thinning of the middle” in the distribution of income in King County. In 2009, about 23.7% of households earned 50% of median income or less, compared to about 22% in 2000. (p. 41)

· Low income households have increased in areas outside of Seattle. There is still a higher percentage of low-income households within Seattle. However, the number of households earning 50% of median income or less outside Seattle increased from 18% of the population in 2000 to 21% in 2010. (p. 42)

· Nearly 9,000 people are homeless. According to the 2012 One-Night Count, an estimated 8,830 people are homeless on the streets, in shelters, or in transitional housing programs. This is slightly lower than the 8,898 people counted in 2011, but up from the 7,910 people counted in 2006. (p. 44)

· The homeownership rate has decreased slightly since 2000. In King County, the number of households who own their own house or condominium increased from 58.8% in 1990 to 61% by 2005. By 2010, it had decreased to 59.1%. (p. 60)

· The rental vacancy rate is lower than during the peak of the recession. In 2000, the rental vacancy rate was 3.7%. It rose to 6.8% in 2009, but dropped to 4.3% by spring 2011. (p. 61)

· More households pay more than 30% of their income for housing. In 1990, 27% of King County households paid more than 30% of their income for housing. By 2010, that total had risen to 40% of all households. The percent of cost-burdened homeowners has grown from 18% in 1990 to 36% in 2009. (p. 64)

· More renters are cost-burdened in the South/Southeast sub-region. A total of 49% of renters in the South/Southeast region pay more than 30% of their income for housing, compared to 39% in the North/East sub-region.  (p. 67)

· King County lacks affordable rental housing for very-low and low-income households. In 2009, nearly 40% of renter households earned less than 50% of median income, and about 23.3% of rental households earned less than 30% of median income. However, only about 34.6% of rental units countywide are affordable to households earning 50% of median income, and only about 10.2% of units are affordable to renters at 30% of median income. (pp. 69, 72)

· Rental rates have remained steady. Rental rates have risen over the last fifteen years, but in real dollars they have remained relatively steady, and are currently below year 2000 levels. (p. 70)

· Home prices fell after 2007, but have risen faster than inflation over the long term. The median home price has declined from its high point of $397,000, but in 2011 was still higher than it was in 2005. (p. 82)
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